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1920.
NEW ZEALAND.

BUTTER-PRICES INQUIRY COMMITTEE.

Report brought wp  13th October, 1920, together with Minutes of Proceedings, Minuies of Evidence,
and Appendices.

ORDERS OI" REFERENCE.

Katracts from the Journals of the House of Representalives.
THURSDAY, THE 9TH DAy or SerTrMBER, 1920.

Ordered, *'That Standing Order No. 219 be suspended, and that a Select Committee be appointed, consisting
of cleven members, to inquire into and report upon the present and future prices of butter in the Dominion, espeeially
with regard to the probability of the present exportable surplus being purchased by the Imperial Government at
a considerable increase in price ag compared with lagt season’s output; the Committee to report within three weeks
from this date, and to have power to call for persons and papers; three to be a quorum: the Committee to consist
of Mr. Atmore, Mr. J. R. Hamilton, Mr. Hawken, Mr. Hockly, Mr. Kellett, Mr. McCombs, Mr. McLeod, Mr. Nash,
Mr. Poland, Mr. Powdrell, and the mover.”-——(Right Hon. Mr. Massky.)

Turspay, THE 21sT DAy orv. Sppremser, 1920.
Ordered, “'That the petitions of I H. Reid and others, the New Zealand Co-operative Association of Canterbury
(Limited) and others, and eight similar petitions, be referred to the Butter-prices Inquiry Committee for consideration
and report.”’—(Mr. HUNTER.)

REPOLRT.

Tiw Butter Prices Inquiry Commiltee, to which was veferred the question of the present and
fiture prices of butter in the Dominion, has the honour to report—

(1.) That, in view of the fact that no restriction has been placed on the prices of wool
and other produclts of the Dominion, it ix of opinion that the dairy-farmers are
entitled to the full benefit of (he market price of butter, and recommends that a
sufficient quantily of butter (to be taken from the whole Dominion) should he
requisitioned for the requivements of the population at 25, 6d. per pound f.0.b.,
this being the amount of the Tmperial Government’s offer.

(2.) Having carcfully considered the price to be charged to the consumer, the Committee
recommends that the retail priee be fixed, to the 31st day of March, 1921, at 25, 3d.
per pound for cash, and 2s. Bd. booked. (Noww: The estumated cost of fixing the
price on this basis will be £600,000.)

(3.) The Committee does not recommend an export tax on butter.

(4.) And, having considered the question of the introduction of margarine, the Com-
mittee resolved to make no recommendation thercon.

J. A. Nasa, Chairman.
13th October, 1920.
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MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS.

WrepNesDAY, 161rH SuprrMBeRr, 1920,
Twr Committee, pursuant to notice, met at 10.15 a.m.

Present: Mr. Atmore, Mr. Hawken, Mr. Kellett, Right Hon. Mr. Massey, Mr. McCombs,
Mr. Nash, Mr. Poland, Mr. Powdrell.

The order of reference having been read by the Clerk, it was resolved, on the motion of the
Right Hon. Mr. Massey, seconded by Mr. Hockly, That Mr. Nash be Chairman of the Commnittee.

The Chairman, in returning thanks for the honour conferred on him, emphasized the import-
ance of the Committee that had been set up.

It was resolved, firstly, to acquaint the Agriculture Department that the Committee had been
set up, with a view to official evidence being brought before the Committee; and, secondly, to
commiunicate with the National Dairy Association and to invite the representatives of that assecia-
tion to give evidence.

Resolved, That the next meeting of the Committee be leld on Friday, the 17th Scptember,
1920, at 10 o’clock.

The mecting then adjourned,

FrinAy, 17TH SEPTEMBER, 1920

The Committee, pursuant to notice, met at 10 a.m.

Present: Mr. Atmore, Mr. J. R. Hamilton, Mr. Hawken, Mr. Hockly, Mr. Kellett, Right
ITon, Mr. Massey, Mr, McCoinbs, Mr. McLeod, Mr. Nash (in the chair), Mr. Poland, Mr. Powdrell.

In attendance : Dr. Reakes and Messrs, Stone and Singleton, of the Departiment of Agriculture.

Letters were read from Mr. Neil Campbell, of Kauwhata, and Hugh C. Aickin, hon. secretary
of the Auckland Butter Merchants’ Association.

It was decided to permit the Press to attend Commitlee meetings except during the periods
of deliberation.

It was resolved that evidence be taken in the following order: (1) Department’s evidence,
(2) producers’ evidence, (3) consuwers’ evidence, (4) factories evidence, (B) distributors’ evidence,
(6) retailers’ evidence.

Resolved, on motion of Mr. Poland, That the Glaxo Company be asked to submit evidence
relative to the cost of production.

Mr. Stone, Accountant of the Agriculture Department, submitted evidence showing the cost
of production of butterfat. Basing the figures on twenty-four cases submitted to the Depart-
ment, it was shown that the average gross cost per pound butterfat was 2s. 5d., the average gross
revenue per pound 2w, 24d., leaving an average net loss of 23d. The twenty-four cases covered
the districts of Helensville, Waikato, Taranaki, Palmerston North, Canterbury, and Otautau.

Mr. Singleton, of the Dairy Division, Department of Agriculture, then submitted figures
showing the estimated production and consumnption of butter in the Dominion.

lividence was then subnitted by Mr. D. K. Haberfield. President of the Master Grocers’
Association, Christchurch, representing the retailers of that city.

It was resolved to hold further meetings of the Committee on Tuesday, the 21st, and Friday,
the 24th September, 1920, at 10 o’clock. '

TurspAY, 21sT SEPTEMBER, 1920,

The Cominitiee, pursuant to notice, met at 10 a.m.

Present: Mr. J. R, Hamilton, Mr. Hawken, Mr. Hockly, Mr. McCombs, Mr. McLeod, Mr, Nash
(in the chair), Mr. Powdrell.

In attendance : Mr. Singleton, of the Department of Agriculture.

The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed.

A communication was read, dated the 9th instant, from the New Zealand National Council
of Women, Wellington Branch, relative to the price of butter.

The evidence of Misy Coad, President of the New Zealand National Council of Women, was
then taken, with a view to ascertaining the consumer’s point of view. ‘

Councillor Norwood, Chairman of the Wellington Milk-supply Committee, gave evidence
regarding the price of milk and the probable effect of an increase in the price of butter on the
price of milk.
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The Committee then called upon Mr. J. B. McEwan, of Messrs. J. B. McEwan and Co.
(Limited), to give evidence from the distributor’s point of view. Witness submitted figures giving
details of the increased cost of distribution of butter.

Mr. Latham, of Kauwhata, gave evidence as to the cost of production of butterfat.

On motion of Mr. McCombs, it was resolved to request the attendance of Mr. Tunnicliffe, of
Kauwhata, and Mr. Burnett, of Otautau (both of whom had submitied to the Agriculture Depart-
ment statements showing the cost of production of butterfat). It was also resolved to request the
attendance of producers who had submitted to that Department statements showing the cost of
production of butterfat, numbered 15 and 17 in the Agriculture Department’s file (Ag. 11/251/100).

The next meeting of the Committee was arranged for Thursday, the 23rd instant, at 10.30 a.m.

Frimay, 241n SupTeMBER, 1920,

The Committee, pursuant to notice, met at 10 a.m.

Present: Mr. Atmore, Mr. J. R. Hamilton, Mr. Hawken, Mr. ITockly, Mr. Kellett, Mr.
MeCombs, Mr. Nash (in the chair), Mr. Poland, Mr. Powdrell.

In attendance : Mr, Singleton, of the Departiment of Agriculture.

The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed.

The following communications were read :—

(1.) From the New Zealand Alliance of Labour, Wellington, dated 21st September, 1920,
stating, in reply to an invitation to submit evidence to the Committee, that they
considered the time was not yet ripe for the Alliance to take action on the matter.

(2.) From the Secretary, Otago Labour Council, dated 20th September, 1920, stating that
it, would not be possible for a representative of that Council to appear before the
Committee on the day named.

(3.) From Mr. Frank Colbeck, Morrinsville, dated 19th September, 1920, submitting
statements showing comparison of wages paid to miners, carpenters, and common
labourers on the one hand, and to dairy-farmers on the other hand.

Mr. Harkness, Secretary of the National Dairy Association, submitted, on behalf of Messrs.
Motion and Morton, statements showing cost of production of butterfat. After discussion it was
resolved to request the attendance of Messrs. Motion and Morton so as to give them an opportunity
of personally supporting the figures contained in their statements,

Mr. Mackay Campbell, Secretary of the Trades and Labour Council, Wellington, gave evidence
on behalf of the consumer.

Mr. Worrall, representative of the Cauterbury Trades and Labour Council, gave evidence
as from the consumer’s standpoint.

It was resolved that Mr. Thomas Parsons, of Eketahuna, and Mr. 8. Knight, of Ongarue, he
requested to give evidence before the Committee.

Next meeting of the Committee was arranged for Wednesday, the 29th September, 1920,

WeDNESDAY, 29TH SEPTEMBER, 1920.

The Committee, pursuant to notice, met at 10 a.m.

Present : Mr. Atmore, Mr. J. R. Hamilton, Mr. Hawken, Mr. Hockly, Mr. Kellett, Mr.
McCoinbs, Mr. Nash (in the chair), Mr. Poland, Mr. Powdrell.

In attendance: Mr. Singleton, of the Department of Agriculture.

The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed

A communication from Mr. M. Alpass, Konini, Pahiatua, in connection with the manufacture
of butter in the Dominion, was read. . .

Mr. H. D. Bennett, representing the retailers and master grocers’ associations of the Dominion,
then gave evidence.

Mr. Usher, of Usher and Son, Nelson, also gave evidence on belialf of the retailers.

Kvidence in regard to the cost of production of butterfat was then given by the following
dairy-farmers: Mr. Tuuuicliffe, of Kauwhata; Mr. Peter Hansen, of Kauwhata; Mr. Samuel
Knight, Ongaruc; Mr. Thomas, of Rototuna; Mr. Blackmore, of Washing Downs, Hamilton;
Mr. Janes Jamieson, of Horotiu; Mr. Thomas Parsons, of Eketahuna.

Mr. A. W. Page, of Auckland, and Mr. Petrie, manager of Smeetons Limited, Auckland, gave
evidence on behalf of the retailers; such evidence being supplementary to that furnished by

Mr. H. D. Bennett.
Mr. Powdrell, M.P., at the desire of some members of the Committee, presented several balance-

sheets of dairy-farmers in the Dominion. . ' ]
It was resolved to hold the next meeting of the Committee after consideration of the printed

evidence,
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WeDNESDAY, 13T OcToBER, 1920.

Tre Committee, pursuant to notice, met at 10 a.m.

Present: Mr. J. R. Hamilton, Mr. Hawken, Mr. Hockly, Mr. Kellett, Mr. McCombs, Mr.
MecLeod, Right Hon. Mr. Massey, Mr. Nash (in the chair), Mr. Poland, Mr. Powdrell.

Mr. Singleton, of the Department of Agriculture, and Colonel Esson, of the Treasury Depart-
ment, were in attendance.

Minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed.

Right Hon. Mr. Massey, having explained that subject to the passing of certain legislation
relating to finance the Government would be in a position to find the sumi of, approximately,
£600,000 towards a reduction in the price of butter, stated that the price to the consumer—after
having paid the dairy-farmer 2s. 6d. per pound—could therefore be reduced by 6d. per pound.
This would bring the price to the consumer at 2s. per pound, to which would have to be added the
cost of distribution and profit in order to arrive at the selling-price to the consumer.

Mr. J. R. Hamilton moved: ¢ That the retail price of butter be fixed at 2s. 3d. per pound for
cash and 2s. 8d. per pound for booked orders.”

Mr. McCombs proposed the following amendment: “ That the retail price of butter over the
counter be 1s. 9d. booked, or booked and delivered 1s. 10d., and that an Equalization Fund be
created by a levy of 5 per cent. addition to land and income tax and an increase in stamp and
death duties calculated to produce the equivalent of 5 per cent. on the total stamp and death
duties.”

The amendment having being put, it was resolved in the negative, the names being taken
down as follows—Ayes: Mr. Kellett, Mr. McCombs, Mr. Poland. Noes: Mr. J. R. Hamilton,
Mr. Hawken, Mr. McLeod, Mr. Nash, Mr. Powdrell.

The motion was then put and resolved in the affirmative, the names being taken down as
tollows—Ayes: Mr. J. R. Hamilton, Mr. Hawken, Mr. McLeod, Mr. Nash, Mr. Powdrell.
Noes : Mr. Kellett, Mr. MecCombs, Mr. Poland.

The Committee then considered the petition of the New Zealand Farmers’ Co-operative
Association of Canterbury, Limited, and others and eight similar petitions, praying for relief in
connection with the cost of handling butter—these petitions having been read at the commence-
ment of the proceedings. It was resolved, in view of the fact that the Commistee had already
fixed the price to be charged to the consumer and the margin to cover both profit and expenses
that no recommendation be made.
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE

Irvay, 170 Suerevsir, 1920
Awrrnur Rrenagn Sronk examined.  (No, 1.)

1. The Chairman.] What are you*—Acconntant in the Department of Agriculture.

2. You have sone information to give to the Counnittee in regard to the subject of our
inquiry #—-Yes.  The Department wished to get- some information from typical producers, and
a letter was sent out to them puscrlblnn the form, and asking if they would send in the infor-
mation desired, the statement being made that, as far as their identity was concerned, it would
he regarded as umhdontml

8. Right Hon. Mr. Massey.] Will you give the Committee the dates of the letters you sent
ont. -—Yes. I have just rceeived the statements, in most cases without the letters attached to them.
The letters have been colleeted by Mr. Singleton.  They are only confidential so far as the names
are concerned,

4. You could give the Committec the names of the districts?—Yes. The information is from
various districts—unanely, Helensville, Waikato, Taranaki, Palmerston North, Canterbury, and
Otautau. The information is deemed by the suppliers to be accurate, but in some cases it is based
on cstimates, and, of course, T have not had any opportunity of investigating the information
supplied.

5. That is for this last season —DPractically all for the season just ended.

6. Mr. Powdrell.] Is that the cost of manufacture?—7Yes, the cost of production of butterfat.
The cases involved are twenty-four altogether. We received more information, but it was not
in a form that could be reasonably taken, so I just dropped it out of consideration altogether.
[ have taken first of all the expenditure, and deducted from the expenditure the value of all
by-products in order to make possible a comparison between the cost of production of butterfat
Itself as against the price obtained from the creamery or the dairy factory. In most cases the
land is set out, as far as I can asccrtain, at the present market value. In some cases it has been
given at the purchase price, whicll is sometimes only one-third of what is claimed to be the market
value at the present time.

T. Right Ton. Mr. Massey.] That is the land purchased some years ago?—VYes, that is so;
but to make the information quite satisfactory you would really need to take present values as
the basis of valuation. I that is not done it would be unfair to those who purchased recently.

8. But you have not got that in every case, have you?—No. Some are based on one valnation
and some on another. On the information avallable the gross cost of production is 2s. Bd. per
pound; the gross income per pound of butterfat is 2s. 21d., leaving a loss of 23d. on butterfat
only. .
9. Mr. Powdrell.] Is that the average of all you have taken?—Yes, that is the gross average
of the twenty-four cases. Dedueting the by- product revenue from the expenditure, it gives the
cost of production at 2s. 11d., and the actual revenue from the dairy factories ls. 104d. The
difference is the same in cach case, 23d. per pound of butterfat, the interest in most cases being
taken at 6 per cent. In some cases the land-value has been put in at £10—that is land purchased
a nuinber of ycars ago—and it is claimed it is now worth £30 per acre. Those would be southern
CasCS.

My, Hoelly : The only safe basis is to arrive at the value of the land necessary to run a cow.

The Chairman: That is so. At the present time they are all in that position. Take the
position of the soldiers on the land now. You have to take it on the present cost of the land.

Right Hon. Mr. Massey: That is the proper method of valuing dairy land.

10. Mr. Powdrell] We are selling butter at to-day’s value, and we want to-day’s cost of
production. (To witness:) T suppose the labour of the family is counted in all those cases you
have?—Yes. The basis of the cost of labour varied in some cases from 6d. an hour to 1s. 6d., and
In some cases 2s.

11. Mr. Hawken.] What would be the average?—I should say, probably ls. 6d., but I could
not speak with certainty on that point.

12. Eeght Hon. Mr. Massey.] Do you mean 1s. 6d. per hour for adults —Yes, or the equivalent
of adult work, They may have pul a junior in at 1s. 6d. if doing the equlvalent work of an
adult.

L3, Ts the time counted situply while engaged in dairying operations, or so-many hours per
day —-During the scason they scent to put it at eleven hours a day. Asg far as labour is con-
cerned, the question of enltivation cost comes in. - Some of the time would have been taken up in
cultivation, and it has not been altogether clear whether the time put down is for milking only
or also for cultivation, but they would have put the whole lot in the return under the heading
of ““cultivation -cost ”” or the heading of ““milking.” In some cases no rate is given. They
have simply put down what they valued the labour at for the year.

14. Reght Hon. Mr. Massey.| Six days a week, or seven #—Seven days a week.

15. That would be the number of hours the family worked, whether haymaking or butter-
making¢—VYes. They are simply working for themselves—it it not employed labour.

16. Mr. Powdrell.] Tt is generally share milking, and that is easy to get at. If you take one-
third of ccrtain milk reccipts for the year, you have got the average hours they are working,
and if you divide it you will find it iz about 7d. an hour—that is, the family and all =—There
iy ouly one share- milking return included. There is one other point—where the land had been
valued at the price at which it was purchased a number of years ago. I have worked out what
the cost of production would be if the present-day values were taken. In one case the rate of
production works out at 1s. 6d. on the purchase price of the land, and on the present market
value of fhe land the rate is 2s. Other cases work out on the value of the land and the pur-
chase price as follows: Is. T4d. to 1s. 11d., Is. 8d. to 2s. bd., 2s. to 2s. 5d., 3s. 2d. to 3s. 6d.,
and Ts. 1d. to 1s. 9d. 1 have not got the average production per cow, but it would run somewhere
near 2301b. The twenty-four cases taken show a gross loss of £2,348, the gross expenditure
heing £25,349 and the gross revenue £23,001.

1—1. 13.
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17. Right Hon. Mr. Massey.] Does that mean that it took £25,000 worth of labour to pro-
duce £23,000 worth of butterfat!—Yes, that is the cost of production. The extra cost of pro-
duction in the cases just mentioned, if the present-day value of the land were taken, would run
from 33d. up to 114d. That is practically the whole of the information that has been taken out.

18, You had better place some of the details of those instances on record7—Yes, and T will
put in the statement before the Committee.

19, My, Powdrell.] Have vou any Palmerston North evamplest—Yes.  The following is a
Palmerston case :

Area of land, 71 acres (frechold).
Value of land at £64 per acre, £4,544; value of stock and plant, £1,279: total capital
value, £5,823.
Interest, £317; labour, £114 (there are no cultivation charges specified in the account);
sundry expenses, £300 : total expenditure, £736.
Revenue from butterfat, £783; revenue from sundries, £79: total revenue, £862.
Butterfat production, 7,800 h.; cost of production, Ts. 81d. per pound; revenue from
butterfat, 2s. per pound,
Number of cows, 41 ; butterfat average per cow, 237 Ib.; labour per cow, £3.
The labour charge per cow, compared with the average, is very low, because the average works
out at practically £8 per cow for labour. That particular instance shows a profit of 33d.; but
it is necessary to bear in mind that no eunltivation charges are stated, and the wages are con-
sidered to be low. Some of the labour may have heen included in ““ sundries.” The “‘ sundry ”’
charges arc—repairs and maintenance, £46; and the owner puts the labour down at 6d. per
hour. The labour charges for the season are £114.

20. Mr. Poland.] Did he milk his cows by machine?—I suppose it would include milking-
machines, because there is an item for plant and milking-machines.

21. T'he Chairman.] Will you give the Committee another case?—Yes. This is a case in the
Otautau distriet :—

Area of land, 200 acres (freehold).

Value of land at £9 per acre, £1,800; value of stock, plant, &e., £1,465: total capital
value, £3,265.

Interest charges, £196; labour, £210; sundries, £413: total expenditure, £819.

In this case the valuc placed on the land is the rate paid in 1832,

Total revenue, £375.

Butterfat production, 6,976 1b.; cost of production, Is. 8. per pound; revenue from
butterfat, 1s. 10d. per pound.

Number of cows, 40 ; butterfat per cow, 174 1b. ; labour per cow, £5.

22. Mr. Hockly.] Is anything allowed for deaths of stock?{—Yes; there is provision for
depreciation not only for assets like buildings, plant, and milking-machines, but for loss of stock
as well.

23. Mr. J. B. Hamilton.] A man with 200 acres of land would have other things on his farm
besides cows, which he puts down at forty: how does he make provision for his revenue?—He
also has pigs. In the case T have just quoted there are no pigs on the farm. Taking the present-
day value of the land, the cost of production would be 2s. 5d. instead of Is. 10d. To get the
correct figures it would be necessary to get the exact revenue, and I have not got that. He has
got £180 down as the produet of calves sold, and £56 as the value of the farm-products used:
by the family and the employees. The value of the land is given now at £30, as against £9
in 1882, '

24. Right Hon. Mr. Massey.] Does he show whether it was improved or unimproved in 18821
—No.

25. Have you any Taranaki case?—Yes. A Taranaki case is as follows:—

Area of land, 66 acres (frechold).

Value of land at £35 per acre, £2,310 (in 1911); value of stock, £1,345: total capital
value, £3,655.

Expenditure : Interest, £219; labour, £118; sundries, £354: total expenditure, £691.

Revenue from butterfat, £679; sundry revenue, £146 : total revenue, £825.

Butterfat production, 7,014 Ib.; butterfat cost, 1s. 63d. per pound; revenue, 1s. 111d.
per pound.

Number of cows, 29; butterfat per cow, 242 1h. ; labour per cow, £4.

26. Mr. Poland.] What is the value of the land to-day?—I do not know: it has not been
stated. The labour per cow, stated at £4, would be well under the average. There is another
Taranaki case. In the ease just stated the cost is put down at 1s. 65d. and the revenue at 1s. 111d.,
and in the other Taranaki case the cost is set down at 2s. Bd. and the revenue 2s. 03d. The
latter land is valued at £160, and the labour £10 per cow, which is above the average. There
were thirty cows. Then there is a Waikato case, as follows :—

Area of land, 240 acres (frechold).
Value of land at £55 per acre, £13,200; value of stoek, £2,400: total capital value,
£15,600.
Interest charges, £936; labour, £806; sundries, £381: total expenditure, £2,123.
Revenue from butterfat, £2,287.
Butterfat production, 20,327 1b.; cost per pound, 2s. 1d.; revenue per pound, 2s. 3d.
Number of cows, 83 : butterfat per cow, 239 Ib.
The price for land there, £55, is the selling-price to-day. It has just changed hands at that
figure, The labour per cow, £9, is rather over the average. Then there is a case at Awahuri,
ag follows :-—
Area of land, 62 acres (freehold).
Value of land at £100 per acre, £6,200; value of stock, &c., £860: total capital value.
£7,060.
Interest charges, £423; labour, £554; sundries, £164: total expenditure, £1,141.
Revenue: Butterfat, £567; sundries, £112: total revenue, £679.
Butterfat production, 6,397 1b.; production cost. 3s. 3d. per pound; revenue, ls. 9}d.
per pound.
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The following is a case at Helensville -—
Area of land, 209 acres.
Value of land at £55 per acre, £11,495; value of stock, &c., £2,242: total value,

£13,737.

Expenditure: Interest, £635; labour, £545; sundries, £515: total, £1,745.
Revenue: Butterfat, £1,221; sundries, .i,2]2. total revenue, £1,433.
Butterfat production, 14,125 1b.; cost per pound, 2s. 2d.; revenue per pound, 1s, 84d.
Number of cows, 65; butterfat per cow, 217 1b.; labour per cow, £8.

That is about the average from that district, and we have three different instances.

27. Mr. MeCombs. ) Can you tell me how long ago those returns were prepared I—They were
prepared in the last few days. 16 is about ten days ago that the information was asked for. It
is understood the details referred (o last season. In some instances that was not stated, but it
is all recent information,

28. Did you send out a circular letter #—Yes. It was no use sending it out to very many.
We got names from the dairy factories of those who it was thought could give accurate infor-
mation, and we communicated with a few of them.

29. How many did you comwmuunicate with?—I only communicated with seven or eight, but
Mr, Singleton collected some through his representatives outside.

30. How many were approached —Therce are twenty-four cases on this file which I have taken
into consideration, and there are eight others from which information could be got, but it was
not deemed sufficiently reliable to place before the Committee.

31. You have put the information in such a form that the Committee can follow it 7—7Yes.

32. There arc eight more cases ?—7Yes, on a separate statement; but they have not been put
before the Committee. ‘

33. Might the Committes have those 7—VYes.

34. Mr. llockly.] How arc the interest charges made up ¢—Generally 6 per cent.

35. Against the whole farm —Yos, the whole capital value.

36. There would be some other sources of revenue in the cases you have mentioned —They
were asked to give the whole of the revenue of the farm. In asking for the areas we asked for
the da,uynw-au*a Somelimes there might be a larger area, only portion of the farm being used
for dairying.

37. We may take it that the revenue returns are not entirely from butter —No; in one
instance the butter was £639 and the value from calves £130. There is one thing-—namely, the
value of the dwelling—that iy an asset. They live rent-free.

38. In any of your returns have you the cost of growing the necessary feed for the stock I—
We asked for information regarding cultivation, manures, seeds, and wages. Where there is a
Lig variation in wages it may possibly be that it is due to the fact that the cultivation wages
and milking wages have been put together.

39. The cost of production on a farm where you have to grow food is very much greater than
where you arc depending on grass alone all the year round —VYes.

40. Mr. J. R. Hamilton.] How do the North and South Islands compare?—-The land-values
scem to be a good deal lower in the South.

41. That would make up for the cost of growing winter feed $—Yes.

42. Mr. McCombs.] Is the 6 per cent. on the value of everything
Yes.

43. The ordinary business man puts in his home when estimating the percentage on capital.
He has got it invested in the business.  In these cases the home is mduded as well as the business?
—Yes; 1 have not got any information to the contrary. There is one case where a manager is
cmployed.  In that case the inclusion of the home would be reasonable, but in most of the cases
the men are working their own farms.

44. There is a reference to cultivation wages and milking wages. Where it was cultivation
for the purpose of producing food for the milking-cows, that is a fair charge, of course; but do
you think there is a possibility of wnixing up the cultivation wages where there were returns from,
say, grain &—They no doubt put in everything, but they were asked to state all the revenue they
got from the land: for instance, they were asked to state the value of the produce raised on the
farm for the purpose of the family or the employees. ‘

45. 1f there were grain returns they should be included ?—Yes. There would not be grain
for sale on 64 acres.

46. When you were asking for the returns were you sufficiently specific to ask that all returns
should be included 4—Anything they raised. The form on which the information was to be sup-
plied is set out on the statement produced before the Committee. It was expected that everything
raised on the dairying-area would be stated as the revenue from the farm.

47. Mr. J. B. Hamalton] The principal comparisons could only be got from a farm prac-
tically used for nothing else but dairying 9—VYes.

implements, &c. §—
bl

Winvarp MinroN SiNvcLiroN examined. (No. 2.)

1 The Chairinan.] What is your position —I am Assistant Director of the Dairy Division.

Will you make your statement to the Committee %—Yes. Dr. Reakes asked me to get for
the (omm]ttee the figures indicating the estimated amount of butter produced. The figures are
28,000 tons, the local consutnption being estimated at 11,000 tons for the twelve months. That
iy not necessarily all factory Dutter: some of it includes farm butter. We exported last year
14,000 tons, and we would have available for export somewhere about 17,000 tons. There was
more left over at the end of the season. T thought it might intercst the Committee to know that
the amount of bulter graded dln'ing' the last four seasons has l)o(\n receding.  The figures are—
1916-17 season, 469, 77 ewt, 1917-18 scason, 432,269 cwt. 191R-19 scason, 393,399 cwt.
1919--20 season, 380,051 cwt. (”Iwo% has increased during that penod the figures 1)(\1nn—l 916- 1(
season, 1,011,956 ewt.; 1917-18 season, 1.080,309 cwt. ; I‘)lh 19 season, 1, 1')0 407 ewt. ; 1919-20
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season, 1,268,571 cwt. My suggestion is that the British Government did not pay a price for
butter on a parity with the price for cheese, and that our milk-supply was being diverted from
the making of butter to cheese to such an extent that our butter graded has shown the reduction
evidenced by the figures. ’

3. Ivight lon. Mr. Mussey.] The production of dricd milk would cub into butter, would it
not #—Yes, to some extent.

4. Mr. McCombs.| Have you the figures in support of the statement that a parity was not
paid i—TYes, you could easily get that. '

5. Right Hon. Mr. Massey.] I think it ought to e explained that the demand for cheese
was on account of the fact that cheese was the army ration during the war, while butter was not?
—VYes, that is so. In addition, there is the statement that the increased price which the British
Government is offering this season is due to the fact that they wish to encourage the production
of butter. The retail price of the imported butter in England is, I understand, 3s. per pound.
The Home make was 3s. 6d. in June last; and Sydney (New South Wales) butter, 2s. 10d. cash
over the counter, and 2s. 11d. booked and delivered. I expected to have the prices from Montreal
and New York this morning, but some delay has taken place in getting them. The matter of the
cost of production is one in which T have been interested since we started the cow-testing associa-
tions. T wish to say that in 1917 the Chicago Milk Commission made an investigation into the
price of milk for the supply of Chicago. That investigation showed that the farmers were receiving
2 dollars 60 cents per 100 lb. when the cost of production was 3 dollars 28 cents, The Commission
determined that the dairy-farmer was not ouly entitled to interest on his investment and the value
of his labour and all costs, but that he was also entitled to 10 per cent. profit on his costs as
recompense for his venture. Mr, Stone has given the Committec a lot of figures with regard to
particular dairy farms. I have been in touch with that evidence, or the data on which Mr. Stone
gave his evidence. I may state that many of those dairy-farmers which Mr. Stone’s figures referred
to are men who are producing butterfat at a less cost than a lot of others from whom I could not
get figures. We could only get the figures from a number of the men who werc written to for
balance-sheets. We communicated with the secretaries of the dairy companies asking them to
give us the names of a nuwmber of those likely to he able to supply figures, and it was through that
channel that we got the names of the men who supplied the figures. Now, T have been going
into the question of the cost of cow-keep for some years. [ have a table liere which is an estimate
made out on the basis of certain farm figures, and it was checked from district to district by
the experience of prominent dairymen in the district as to what they consider would be the rate
for their own district. I am only submitting this table as an estimate of about the average con-
ditions. I have taken the figures for the 1914-15 season and the 1919-20 season, the latter being
based on the cost of the land bought during the last two years. Then I have shown the cost of
keeping the average dairy cow in 1914, the charges for a number of items which the dairy-farmer
hag to buy, and in 1919-20 the charges and the increases. Taking the figures which have been
submitted by me, I have shown the increase in wages is estimated at 66 per cent. In regard to the
labour item in each of the statements, I have allowed 8d. an hour for labour in the 1914 scason,
and 1s. per hour for the 1920 season—an increase of BO per cent. as against the 66 per cent.
which the farmer has to pay. The price of land has increased since 1914-15. A man had then
to invest about £90 in land per cow, and during the last few seasons for a cow of the average pro-
duction he has to invest about £150.

6. Mr. McCombs.] What would you show the interest as in the one case I—I showed the interest
as £5 8s. on the £90, and £9 on the other. There is an increase of 66 per cent. in labour, and
an increase of 66 per cent. in the price of land according to the figures T have prepared. Then,
for casual labour the returns which 1 have received show 1s. per hour in 1914 as against 2s. 6d. in
1920. Now, T would like to point out that this table of the cost of cow-keep cannot be taken as
applying to cows with productions which are very much above what I have indicated. I have
gone up to 220 1b. of butterfat per cow. When you get up to 2301h. per cow the aggregate cost
of cow-keep will be higher, because it is necessary to have better land. I have in my comparison
taken the cow at 1801b. For all cows, in milk and dry, 180 Ib. is perhaps a liberal estimate for
the production per annum. The estimated cost of producing a pound of butter in the 1914-15
season was 16°5d. per pound, and the factory paid 13-bd. per pound, showing a loss of 3d.
per pound. That is the average pay-out at quite a number of the butter-factories, and for the
last season the average price received from the factory was 19°4d., and the cstimated cost of pro-
ducing butterfat from the 1801b. cow was 2s. 4d. per pound. The farmer was actually losing
more money last season than in 1914 on those figures. The complete statement I have prepared

is as follows :—

APPROXIMATE ANNUAL CosT oF KEEPING AND MILkiNG A Cow ; THE RrSULTANT COST OF PRODUCING
BurrerraT 1IN NEW ZEALAND : SeasoN 1914-15.

Labour— £ 8 d £ s d
Per cow per annum—say, 150 hours at 8d. 5 0 0
Feed— )
Grass from £90 worth of land per cow—rent or interest at 6 per cent. . 5 8 0

Extra winter feed —food for two homses, and regrassing and artificial

fertilizers (per cow) o . R . . 6
Rates and taxes on land grazing one cow, varying in districts to 15s. (say) .. 010 0

—_—— T 0 6
Herd upkeep—
Interest on cow worth £8 10s. at 6 per cent. .. .. .. 010 2
Loss from deaths and discases 012 4 Lo e

Milk-delivery— _ o
Interest on money invested in horse, cart, and harness ; depreciation,

repairs, and rencwals on same ; horse-shoeing and upkeep of tinware—
for average-sized herd of 30 cows, £11 10s. .. .. Per cow . 0 7 8
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Keep of bull—
Interest, depreciation, and feed, £10 10s.  For 30-cow herd, per cow
Buildings--
Depreciation and maintenance on buildings valued at £500, at 5 per cent.
Insurance on samo .. .. .

For 30-cow herd
Per cow
Sundry itenms—
Wire staples, nails, cow-covers, leg-ropes; upkeep windmills, pumps,
tanks, &e.—say . o . . .

Less revenue—say—

50 per cent. calves reared, at £1 11s. 3d. .. .. .. Per cow
One pig to four cows-—pig at £2 14s. - o . »
Value of house £350: at 8 per cent. = £28 .. .. .. '
Value of farm produce used in house . . ’

Net cost of keeping a cow ..

I.—13.
£ 8 d £ 8 d
070
25 0 0
110 0
26 10 ©
017 8
0o 9 2
£15 5 0
015 9
013 6
018 8
010 O
— 21710
£12 7 2

It herd averages 160 1b. fat per cow, cost produecing 1 1b. fat =18-5d.

. 180 1b. " "
. 200 1b. s .
i 220 Ib. . ,

16-5d.
14-8d.
13-5d.

Average price paid by butter-factories per 11b. fat = 13-56d.

The Chicago Milk Commissioner of 1917 concluded that the dairy-farmer was entitled to a 10-per-

cent. profit on the cost of production as a recompense for his business venture.

KsriMare AprroxiMATE (CosT or KEEPING A Damry Cow 1IN 1919-20 SzasoN 10 A DAIRY-FARMER

PURCHASING LAND wITHIN Two Ynags.

Feed—
Grass or other feed from £150 worth of land—interest at 6 per cent.
Rates and taxes (per cow)
Topdressing and regrassing ..
Hay, roots, and green crops

Labour—
Per annum per cow—say, 150 hours at 1s. per hour ..

Herd upkeep—
Interest on cow worth £20 .. . ..
Losses by death and disease, at 10 per cent. ..

Milk-delivery—
Interest on money invested in horses, wagon, harness, cans, &c.; deprecia-
tion and rencwals on wagon, harness, cans, &c.—for 30 cows, £19,
Per cow .
Bull—
Interest, depreciation, and feed (say) £10 10s.  For 30 cows, per cow

Buildings—
Depreciation and maintenance on buildings valued at £750, at 5 per cent...
Insurance on same ..

For 30 cows
Per cow
Sundries—
Horse-shooing, log-ropes, repairs, tanks, pumps, &c., wire staples, nails, &ec.

Less revenue—say—

50 per cent. of calves reated, at £3 3s. 6d. .. .. .. Per cow
334 per cent. of calves skinned, at 6s. .. .. .. .
Say, one pig to four cows—pig at £5 8s. .. . .. .
Value of house £500: at 8 per cent. = £40 .. .. .. s

Value of farm produce used in house = £30 ..

37 10
210

40 0

[ R
OO a0 =

Per Cow.

d. £ s dl
0
0
0
4
— 12 5 4
710 O
0
0
— 3 4 0
012 8
070
0
0
0
1 6 8
1 4 4
£26 10 0O
9
0
0
8
0
5 75
£21 2 7

28-2d.

Net cost

1f herd averages 160 lb. butterfut per cow, cost producing 1 1b. fat = 31-7d.
" 180 Ib. » »
. 200 1b. ,, )

25-3d.

Average price puid by butter-factories per 1 lb. fat = 19-4d.
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List or Prices AND PERCENTAGE INCREASLS.

1914. 1920. Increace.

£ s d £ 8 d. Per Cent

Cows (per head) 810 0O 20 0 0 135-3
Milk-cans, 20-gallon 110 0 315 0 150-0
Fextilizers (per ton) 611 8 1316 8 1100
Benzine (per case) . 016 O 118 0 1375
Casual labour (per hour).. 01 0 0 2 6 150-0
Labour and upkeep (per wwk) 2 70 318 0 66-0
Interest on land . 5 8 0 9 00 66-0
Milk-wagons . o . . .. 4710 O 8216 O 42
Separators . . . . . . - - 60-0
Glrass-seeds .. . . .. . . . 94-4
Pollard (per 200 Ib. ) . .. .. . - 014 6 1 40 65-6
Calf-foods (per 1001b.) .. .. . . . 1 00 112 0 60-0
Fencing-wire .. .. .. . . .. 10 00 5 0 0 4500
(alvanized ir n .. . . . .. 18 0 0 70 0 O 2838
Cement (per bag) . . . o 0 3 6 079 121-4
Boilers - . .. .. 4010 0 8 0 O 97-5
Milking- machmes four-cow plwnt o, . .. 233 5 0 250 0 O 7-2
Railway freight on Br 50 miles .. 010 2 1 45 140-0
BEstimated cost producing 1 lb. fat from cow yJ«Jldmw 180 Ib. m 16-5d. 28-2d. 71-0)
Payment for 1 1b. fat, 1914-15, from butter-factories .. 13-5d. 19-4d. 437
Loss on producing 1 1b. fat .. .. - . 3-0d. 8-8d. 193-3

7. Mr. McCombs.| The land was increasing in price in spite of the farmer’s losses?—
Yes. Land aud labour increased. The explanation is that the average dairy-farmer is not an
accountant; and I have been convinced for \carb that if you put an abcountant on the boolks,
or if the farm records were kept, it would be shown that the cost of production to the farmers
would be greater than their income.

8. R'zi{]ht Hon. Mr. Massey.] That is, counting the labour of the man’s family?—Yes, and
counting interest on all the money invested.

9. Mr. J. R. Hamalton.] In many cases they would not be getting interest and would have
to strike off the labour —Yes. If they charge up the interest first they do not get the current
rates for labour, and if they charge up the labour they do not get the current rates for interest.

10. Mr. Powdrell.] But is it not a fact that when a man has been on a farm for two years
he finds he has not got the profit he expected when he counts his labour—he finds there is not so
much in it, and he sells out —7Yes.

11. In other words, if he invested his money at interest and went out to work at the current
rate of pay he would be better off at the end of the’ year I—Yes.

12. Reght lon. Mr. Massey.] 1t simply means this in many cases: that the man is not getting
sufficient or a fair rate of interest on his own capital which he has invested, and his family are
not getting the average rate of wages for the work they do in connection with the production of
dalry produce 1—That is exactly thc position. Following out those figures 1 have given, you see
the increase in the cost of production for those two years, 191415 and 1919-20, is 697 per cent.,
and the increase in the price of butterfat received from the factories is 43'7 per cent.

13. The Chatrman.] Can you say whether in your experience you find that the herd or the
cow 1s itproving in quality on the farms in the matter of the production of butterfat ?—1I believe
we are improving, but it is difficnlt to get figures based on the total cows in the country to always
bear that out. It depends on the class of season on which the figures are based. As a result
of the figures which we got out for the 1918-19 season, the average cow did not produce up to
160 1b. of butterfat.

14, With the advent of the milking-machine, do you think from your experience that the
farmer is getting as much as he would be if milking by hand, taking into consideration the fact
that the cost of milking by hand is greater—would the use of the milking-machine compensate
him #—T1 have not got definite figures to prove that.

15, Mr. McCombs.] According to your statement the butter only contained 814 per cent.
of butterfat. I understood the law provided that there should be only 16 per cent. of moisture —
There is the salt and the curd which makes up the difference,

16. Mr. Powdrell.| 1t is true that while a man may be making a loss of 3d. with a poor herd,
or the first year of starting, his neighbour who has a herd which is getting 401b. or 50 1b. more
fat per cow would be making a profit I—Yes.

17. So that we must take into consideration the difference in the production of the herds
in arriving at the cost of production per pound +—VYes.

18. Mr. Poland.] Is it not a fact that in order to get this herd which would produce the
401b. or B0 1b. extra of butterfat it is necessary for the farmer year after year to cull out from
his herd those cows that are not producing a reasonable amount of butterfat?——Yes, it takes time.

19. And there is a lot attached to it?--Yes, very often. That is one point brought out in
connection with some of the balance-sheets Mr. Stone was referring to. Those statements came to
me, and I was struck with the fact that where those people had indicated the price at which theyv
bought the land some years ago there has been no mcreabe in the capital value due to 1mprove-
ments they have put on the land in the meantime.

Davip Kerin Haswnrinnp examined. (No. 3.)

L. 7he Chairinan.} Are vou rvepresenting by resolution or by agreement the retailers of
Christchurch, or do vou come independently —TI am the president of the Master Grocers’
Agsociation.

2. Have they Lad a meeting to consider the matter of the price of butter —Several.

3. And hLave they arrived at any conclusion —VYes,
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4. What we have to consider from the retailers’ point of view is what the profits are on the
sales in selling for cash, booking, bad debts, and so forth .-—Well, of course, our experience in the

lmttcl business, Mr. (lmunmn, is that during the pre-war period prior to 1914 we were selling
butter at Is. 3d. which was costing us Is. [d. OFf course, discounts were given after that by the
retailers fo the customers,  The custom of the trade carried on in Christeliureh was not a net cash
husiness.  We gave a discount of 24 per cent. to our elients off (he 1s. 3d., and in some cases up
to b per cent. for cash. At that pm‘md the minimum wage of the assistant wax £2 10s.  Later
in the year 1914 war hroke out. A little later the Government fixed the maximum price of butter
at Is. Rd. which cost us 1s. 6d.  That was in 1916, The margin of profit there was still 2d. per
pound.  Wages were on the inerease all the time until we got up to June of this vear, when butter
was raised again, costing us Ix. 7d. and retailing at Is. 9d. The minimum wages to-day are
£4 Ts. 6d. a week, showing an increase in the wages of 1914 of 75 per cent., and a lower per-
centage of profit on that turnover. There is also another factor in regard to the cost of handling,
and that is paper and twine. They have inereased in price at least 300 per cent. over the price
obtaining in 1914. That, of course, goes into the cost of handling. You do not get anything
for your paper. 'The grocers of Chrlstchurch feel that during the strenuous war period they had
to take their share of the burden the same as anybody else, and they did not kick against this
low margin of profit; but sceing that adjustiments are now taking place they thinlk they should
he (-onxidvr fact, they think they have a right to be considered with others in regard to the
profit when vou are fixing (he price. T might tell vou that in the August number of the Australian
(irocer the pru-m of the Australian butter were pul)]mhud The figures are in the region of 2s. 2d.
per pound in bulk, in pats 2s. 3d.; and the price fixed for prints or pats was 2s. 7d. net cash
retail, and if booked or delivered id. per pound increase, giving them 2s. 8d. per pound on
butter booked and delivered. There is another factor also in regard to the shop-assistants: they
are working shorter hours and get more holidays. That possibly means an increase of staff.
In referring to the wages of the assistant. I desire to say that we do not contend that it is too
much. Lord knows it is little enough to-day for a man if he has a family; but something has
2ot to be done to enable us to meet them.

What do vou consider should be the profit on the sale of butter, assuming that butter is
worth 2s. 6d. per pound wholesale %It should be 4d. per pound; if booked and delivered, Bd.
per pound.

6. Before tho war thc prices were Is, 1d. and 1s. 3d.: did you consider that a reasonable
profit. at th But there is the increased cost of handling it now, and increased wages,
and doul)lo ‘rh(, prohl is noL giving you the same revenue as previously.

What about bad debts 7—»'[‘}1af would be one of the costs of handling, and goes into the
cost ()f" running a business. In Christchurch to-day our working-expenses on the turnover is
about 17 per cent. I think the Wellington grocers are under rather a greater expense than that:
they say it is 20 per cent.

8. Mr. lTawken.] Do they average that %—Yes.

9. That is, taking the average of the businesses 7—Yes, the average of the businesses. Butter
ig such a larg g,L proportion of our turnover—it is one-seventh of our turnover.

10, T'he C'hairman.] Do you use any home-made butter at all %—TFarm butter !

11. Yes—VYos.

12. What is the average profit on that?—About 2d. to 3d. per pound. We get different
grades. Some of it we have to sell to the pastryeooks at a profit of 1d. per pound.

13, Mr. Hockly.] THow do you obtain your supplies—weekly, fortnightly, or monthly—from
the factory ¢-—TFrom the factory, daily.

14. And it is a class of stock on which vou do not lose anything by deterioration —We do not.

15. Then the capital invested in the business in this particular line is turned over six times
every week —VYes, or at least five.

16. Could you give us any indication as to the average consumption of butter in a family
per weck Tt all depends on the price. When butter is cheap therce is more used than when it
is expensive.

17. Would you say that the consumption is 1 1b. per week per head of the population in New
Zealand 7—T would not think it was as high as that.

18, The Chazrnvan. ] Whom do vou buv from—from the distributor, or dircet from the factory !
—We buy direct from the factory. There are no distributors in Christehnreh.

19. Mr. Hawlen.] Do you find that the price makes a very considerable difference 9—I would
not sayv that. We have not got that far vet to be able to say. Next month might tell us that.
Butter has gone up from Ts. 3d. in 1914 to Is. 9d., but when it reaches the figure which is talked
of it will certainly make a material difference. That ix my opinion. T eannot speak from past
cxperience hecause 16 has never been that high.

Turspay, 21sr SupreEMeEr, 1920.
Nanar Rveomwvia Coan examined.  (No. 4.)

The Charrman.] Whom do you represent &—T represent the New Zealand ‘Women’s National
Couneil.

2. Will you make a statement to the Committee?-—Yes. The evidence I lLave to give to the
Commiittee is on the same lines as the letter which was forwarded by my Council and which has
been read to the Committec. My Council is of opinion that butter is a necessity of life. High
prices for these necessities often cause demands for higher wages and salaries; they cause indus-
trial disputes and a disturbed frame of mind among the masses of the people. The high value
of land, which is said partly to cause the high price of butter, is, after all, a community-created
value. For one thing, the Government entered the market on behalf of returned soldiers. The
high land-values are not entircly caused by the producer, unless, of course, he has encouraged
land speculation : they are due to social causes over which he has little or no control, My Council
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therefore thinks that the whole community should not be penalized on account of these high values,
but that it shonld have some share in the resultant prosperity in the way of cheaper butter—say,
at 1s. 9d. or Is. 10d. per pound. With this end in view we recommend a controlled price and
an export tax. We admit the difficulties in the way : first, high prices in the Home market, and
the apparent cconomic right of the producer to reap full benefit therefron.  Against the economic
view my Council would place the human side of the situation—¢.e., insuflicient supplies of butter
and milk which the average pevson will be able to provide for his family at the world’s price.
Plentiful supplies of these commodities must be within the reach of all if New Zealand ix to have
a vigorous and healthy population. It is a well-known fact that the first ihing necessary for a
vigorous population is cheap food, and if prices are high the standard of living mnust go down
even if salaries are raised. 'Though salaries have been raised (on account of the high prices of
food necessaries) they have not advanced. TFurther, the majority of New Zealand people whose
butter is on the spot will not understand the force of economic laws which increases prices to
thosc ruling in the world’s mmarkets. Second, the importance of getting high values for our
exports. Granted; but these high prices in the Home market are not incompatible with lower
prices in the local market. They can still be maintained while butter in New Zealand is kept
at a much lower figure. Finally, it is often stated that if an export tax is imposed the farmer
will not produce. As farming is an important national service, and as producers have always
shown themselves patriotic, my Council thinks that this can hardly be. An export tax which keeps
butter for the local market at 1s. 9d. or 1s. 10d. should be able to yield to most patriotic farmers
a very reasonable profit. Direct supplies between the producer and the consumer, the elimination
of the middlemen, would be other means of cheapening butter. In Wellington a Direct Supplies
Company sold butter at ls. 6d. when shops charged Is. 8d., and now sells it at ls. 7d. when the
shops charge 1s. 9d.

3. Do you know where the Direct Supplies Company you refer to get their supplies from!
—No, I do not, but I have bought butter there.

4. Is it a store2—It is a small establishment at the back of some shops on Lambton Quay.

5. Do they only deal in butter i—And eggs, I think.

6. Of course, you know what the factories are receiving—I1s. 74d.%—Yes. I have bought
butter at that price.

7. You think from the point of view of your Council that the only remedy is an export tax?
—We do not say it is the only remedy.

8. That is one of the main remedies %-—That is the one we think best economieally.

9. If the price of butter is kept at 1s. 9d. per pound as suggested by you, you still think the
farmer should get the full price for his product —Do you mean the full Home price—the price
ruling in the Home market ? .

10. Yes; or do you suggest he should make a loss? You suggest that he is patriotic ?-—I do
not suggest that he should make a loss at all. I think he should get the Home price for the goods
he exports.

11. Have your people taken any action in regard to the price of milk, which has gone up
considerably %—1It has gone up, but we consider that is partly on sccount of the price of butterfat
going up. There are other considerations in connection with Wellington, but they are too lengthy
and T will not go into them.

12. Do you think that, when butter was cheaper, before the war, the consumption was greater
by the average family than it is now #—1I should think it would be less now, because the tradesmen
tell me that when the price goes up they do not sell so much.

13, What do you think a family would use per head, on an average, per week +—1I should
say a family of three would use about 21b., but, of course, it varies. I was told in one case
where there is a family of four that they used 41b. or 51b. a week. Where there are children a
oreat deal more is used, because butter is one of the things that children are supposed to eat.

14. Mr. Hockly.] Where chiidren are going to school and taking their lunches, that takes
a lot of butter I—7Yes.

15. You are taking an interest in this matter, and I have no doubt you have read the state-
ments made by Mr. Singleton and published in the papers last Saturday as to the loss the dairy-
farmers were making +—Yes.

16. I suppose you accept his statement as correct?—I cannot say. I noticed one thing:
there was a very small nnmber of cases—only twenty-four.

17. Thosc arc not Mr. Singleton’s statements?’--1 have no means of ascertaining. T have to
acquiesce in those statements.

18, He is a man of standing in the community, so that anything he says can be accepted,
and he declares that even at the high prices that will be ruling in the future the dairy-farmer
will not make any worc than a reasonable profit, and that at 1s. 9d. per ponnd he is making a
distinet loss. You said in your statcment that vou think any patriotic farmer would make a
reasonable profit at 1s. 9d. in spite of the statemuents Mr. Singleton has madei—Yes. He based
his remarks on the cost of production.

19. You are quite content that the people in England should pay 3s. per pound for their
butter so long as the people here get it for 1s. 9d. %—We cannot legislate for the people of Kngland.
We are concerned with our own country.

20. You say you have no objection to the farmers getting the full market value for their
produce in England, which is 3s., but you think that where the conditions of life are much better
that the people should get it for 1s. 9d.%—VYes, because we waut to keep our conditions of life
better. :

21. But your interests are all for the people here and not for the people at Home 1Tt would
ha impracticable for us to try and deal with the matter of legislation for England. T am quite
willing that the farmers should get the price at Home, but I do not suggest that the people at
1Tome should pay—perhaps the Government might assist.

29. Mr. McLeod.] You would advocate. Miss Coad. an export tax on cheese and butter I—
Yes. 1 have not considered the question of cheese at all. Tt is a thing we would have to deal
with separatelv. T should think vou would have to, but cheese is not the necessitv of life that
butter is. We could do without cheese far more easily than we could do without butter.




C. J. B. NORWOOD. | 9 I.—13:

23. How are you going te get over the difficulty when it is just as profitable for the farmer
to turn his butterfat into cheese as into butter with the prices they get on the Home markets to-day
If you put an export tax against the farmer on butter, how are you going to prevent the farmer
stopping the manufacture of butter altogether and manufacturing cheese’—I should think the
remedy would come of itself automatically. If all the farmers stopped producing butter and
produced cheese you would have a glut of cheese on the market, and cheese would become cheap
and butter go up.

24. 1f you examined the position you would find that the quantity of cheese retained in this
country is infinitesimal as compared wtih the world’s requirements of cheese —If all the farmers
started producing cheese the action would come as a result of that.

25. We know from past experience that the placing of an export tax on a class of produce that
can be dealt with and turned into another channel has had that effect. They knock off manu-
tacturing that class and turn their farms to another form of production. I wanted a suggestion
from you as to how we could overcome that. If we were going to tax the export of butter, would
it not be fair to put the tax on the export of cheese to balauce that %—1I think so.

26. Mr. McCombs.] When they fixed the equalization fund in connection with the export of
butter they levied it on butterfat, and that covered the cheese-factories as well as the butter-
factories -—Yes.

27. Do you think that an equalization fund levied on all producers who were making war
profits, and that which would press lightly, would be the best possible solution?—I said an
export tax.

28. Have you had an opportunity of studying the twenty-four cases submitted 3—Just from
the Press. 1 read those through carefully.

29. You would not be surprised to learn that the cost of production, taken from the farmers’
own statements as to what it costs to produce, ranges from 1s. 1d., 1s. 4d., 1s. 6d., up to 3s. 3d.?
—That was on account of the different prices of land, I suppose. The land has gone up through
community needs.

30. Mr. J. R. Hamilton.] Would you be in favour of giving the people who did the milking
as good a wage as the people in the towns ?—-Yes.

31. How are you going to do it if you put an export tax on butter when they are not getting
as good wages now?—They are not getting as good wages. Of course, in the country they can
get commodities cheaper for which we have to pay very highly in the towns, and although they
may not get so much in money they may be better off for that reason.

32. I suppose you believe in reciprocity 7—Yes.

33. Do you not think that if the producers in the country gave the townspeople cheap butter
they should give them something back in return?—I think it would eventually act in that way.
If the producers met the people in the towns, the townspeople should meet them.

34. What would they give them back #—Perhaps they would ship their butter away without
striking.

35. They would ship it away without it costing them 4s. an hour to handle it?%-No. If
you are going to pay 4s. an hour and raise the butter to an exorbitant degree you are not going
to benefit.

36. Do you not think the enormous wages paid are the cause of the high prices —Other
people say that the high prices are the cause of the enormous wages.

37. Do you not think that has got just as much to do with the increased cost of production,
or has more to do with it, than anything else?—I think the increased cost of the land has as
much to do with it.

38. Seeing that only a small proportion of the people of New Zealand have sold their land
or bought land, and that there are hundreds who have never sold their land, the high price of
land makes no difference to them #—But they get the high prices for their products.

39. But the high price of land never makes any difference to the man who never sells his
land 7—But does he not get the benefit in the cost of the products which are higher? He is to get
2s. 10d. per pound for his butter.

40. Yes, but there is extra taxation {—7Yes.

41. Mr. Hawhen.] In what way would the price of land affect the price of butter?—I am
going by the statements T have received that the price of land is included in the cost of production
—the interest.

42. Ts not the price of butter fixed in England %—Yes; but two blacks do not make a white:
if it was fixed at a high rate there, there is no reason why it should be fixed at a high rate here.

43. The price of land has nothing to do with the price of butter in England?-—No, but we are
working on a different basis. No doubt the price of land in England has something to. do with
the price of butter there.

44. The Chairman.] T want to be clear about the answer you gave me in reference to the
requirements of butter per head per week. You said a family of three: do you mean a husband,
wife, and one child %—No, three adults. The amount varies, and that is a modest estimate.

45. A family of four may consume 4 Ib. 7—Ves.

46. And what for a family of six?—41b. or 51b. Tt all depends on the people.

Crantes Jonny Boyp Norwoop examined. (No. B.)

1. The Chairman.] T understand you are chairman of the Milk Committee of the Wellington
City Council —VYes.

2. The object of the Committee is to get some indication from you as to what the increases
in the price of milk have been compared with before the war. and the gradual rise there has been
up to the present time?—VYes. I would have been pleased if time had permitted to have got some
statement prepared that would be useful. T want to tell you, Mr. Chairman. that the question
of the milk-supply for the City of Wellington has been a serious matter indeed quite apart from
the prices, and it may become the duty of the Council as well as this Committee to deal with the

C e~ 18,
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question to see in what way the public might be protected. I might state that the Council’s com-
mittee has no power whatever in the matter of fixing the price of its milk. They are bound by
the prices arranged between the Board of Trade and the farmers. who settle on the price we have
to pay. The Act under which the City Council committee is brought into existence provides a
fixed amount that has to be paid to the vendors for a term of only two years, and what price
will be charged for distribution. Therefore, whatever price is fixed by the Board of Trade,
there must be added to that the cost of transport to the city, and the cost of handling, pasteurizing,
and all station charges. The prices fixed for this year are—from the Ist September to the 31st
March, 1921, 1s. 4d. per gallon; from the 1st April to the 31st May, 1s. 6d. per gallon; and from
the Ist June to the 31st August, 2s. per gallon. Those are the prices fixed by the Board that we
must pay.

3. Mr. Powdrell.] Have you worked it out for the year —Yes. We are going on the assump-
tion that the public cannot afford to pay more for the milk in the winter-time than they can afford
to pay for it in the summer-time, and we have accepted the policy that we should meet with a
loss in the winter-time for the purpose of averaging up the exact charge for all the year round.

4. The Chatrman.] You have a fixed price for the year to the consumer?—Yes, a fixed price
of 8d. per quart for the year. That includes delivery in half-pints, pints, or quarts at the door
of the consumer, 1 have herc a statement of the changes that have taken place since 1915. In
the year 1915-16 the wholesale price of milk was 10:25d. per gallon: that was the average price.
In the year 1920-21, 18'33d. per gallon. That works out at an increase of 7883 per cent. in
the wholesale price. The retail price to the consumer was 19d. in 1915-16, and 32d. in 1920-21,
making a rise of 6842 per cent.; making a rise of 7883 per cent. in the wholesale price as against
a rise of 6842 per cent. in the retail price. Members will see from that that the Council’s com-
mittee has endeavoured in every possible way to reduce and keep down the price to the public.
I should like to mention lere that the actual prices fixed by the Board of Trade for Auckland
for delivery to the people, which is not controlled by any Council system, are, to the householder,
retail, 8d. per quart in the summer-time and 9d. per quart in the winter. That would represent
a difference if in Wellington of something over £8,000 per annum. In connection with Wellington
1 would like to mention that all would adinit that it will cost more to get the milk into our eity,
because 1t has all to come over the hill by rail long distances to the city. Your Committee will
therefore see that so far as the Council’s control of the supply is concerned, it has had the effect
of glightly reducing the price as compared with what would have occurred. Unfortunately, T
was only rung up late last night, and have not been able to prepare any statement for the
Committee.

5. Could you prepare a statement and hand it into the Committee later on?—I would be
only too pleased to let the Committee have it.

6. Mr. McLeod.] It would be interesting to this Committee to know the increase in the cost of
distribution from 1915 to 1921%—Yes. I might tell you this: that the cost of distribution was
fixed at a reasonably high price to provide a certain amount of compensation. The City Council
had no power to pay compensation to the vendors who had been in business prior to this concern
coming into operation. We estimated that the net cost of distribution at that time was 43d. per
ga]lon and the price finally arranged at 7d. a gallon was to cover the compcnsatlon for two
vears. That would leave the Council free at the end of the second year to walk in and take over
the control of the supply, in the meantime the vendor having been fully compensated. However,
when that Bill came before the Bills Committee of the House they added another year, over which
you will recognize we have no control whatever, so this cost of 7d. per gallon is not varied. As
to the cost of distribution, it has not gone up with the cost of labour, because the Cauncil has
not moved in that matter. The vendor, liowever, will not make as muech money as it was the
purpose of the Committee he should have made to compensate him at the end of the time. Prohably
the extra year put on by Parliament will give him that extra money.

7. 1 had a statement from a man who had a fair-sized run which he lias had for the last
ten years, and he says the cost of distribution is now running over 70 per cent. above what it
was in 1914, and that includes the upkeep of the business ?—That is quite thinkable, because in
these towns they go all over the place. There is a good deal of duplication, and probably even
a single cart will traverse fifteen or twenty miles every day. There is the horse upkeep and the
material, which has considerably increased. We have got that down to a minimum, and probably
our cost would not increase in the same ratio. However, that they have increased there is no doubt.

8. You say the cost is now 2s. 8d. per gallon to the purchasers in the towns ?—Ves &d. per
quart.

9. There is an inclination to throw the whole responsibility of that increased cost on to the
farmer; but has not the cost of distribution added very largely to that?—It has certainly not
added anything in Wellington. 1t cost us 1n our first year’s operations for transport and factory
expenses 3'4d. per gallon, and there is a wnall fraction of addition in the cost this year. Tt is
the purpose of the Council committee to put in a new station if the Parliament will permit it.
By that we will reduce the cost again, because it will all be automatic from the time the milk
runs in at one end until it runs into the bottles at fho other. It will be sold in sealed containers,
and the distribution will be much cheaper. ' '

10. Mr. Powdrell.] The farmer knows what he gets for milk at the farm for butter or for
cheese : what are you paying, net, for milk at the farm or at the factory I—We took over a co-opera-
tive dairy factory at Rahui, near Otaki. At that factory we guarantee the farmer }d. per
pound butterfat in excess of any fattory within seventy-miles radius of that factory. To give
hig encouragement to-have his farm rcglslered as-a dairy farm for the purpose of the city supply
he is assured that we will take, first, all of his milk; second, that he will get 3d per pound for
butterfat in excess of the price oﬂ'ered by any butter or cheese factory within seventy-miles radius
of our factory, so that when you know the cost of butterfat you know that 4d. more is paid by us
at Rahui.

11. The Chairman.] Then he has to work to supply in winter %—In the. winter he gets the
price fixed by the Board of Trade for Wellington. I do not know .that-I have anything further
to add, but I shall be glad to answer any questions, .
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12. To start with, the object of the City Council was to supply practically pure milk to the
public. Can you tell the Committee whether the cost of handling by the Council is cheaper or
as clieap ag when the former vendors of milk supplied it to the city? There was a man named
Bodlev in a big way, and have you made any comparison in regard to the cost?—Under Mr.
Bodley’s methods it was difficult to arrive at any exact cost. A committee of inquiry was set
up to go into the problen. Tt was not possible the way things were lumped together to know what
the various costs were to those people; but I am prepared to say this: that.we would not increase
our staff at the station if we pasteurized double the quantity of milk we are doing at present.
On the other hand, if we halved it we would not be able to reduce the cost at the station. 1
mention that so that you will see that the chances are all against an individual pasteurizing a
small quartity of milk at anvthing like the same cost as we can pasteurize the whole lot, quite
apart from the more highly expert men that we happen to have associated with the pasteurizing
as compured with the owner of a milk-round where he is pasteurizing his own milk.

13, Mr. Hockly.| That is to say, there is a minimum staff required independent of the milk
going through %—Yes, absolutely.

14, The Chairman.] The unfortunate trouble with the City Council is that you started in
war-tine and caunot make a comparison with normal times ?—Yes, that is so.

I5. Has the City Council conunittee considered the question of the supply being made cheaper
by running their own farny and producing their own milk 7—That matter is under consideration
now; but as it would cost something like £2,000,000 to put down a complete plant, with the
necessary arca required, and 1 suppose approximately seven thousand cows in order to have a
reasonable number of stand-hys, it would need not only the immediate city but a good deal of the
surrounding arca. | suppose 14,000 or 15,000 acres would be essential to deal with the supply,
in addition to the tremendous cost for cattle, so at present we have felt that while we are inquiring
into the matter and getting evervthing down to as fine a point as business men should in regard
to matters of policy, no recommendation of that kind is to be brought before the Council at
present.

16. Mr. lawken.] Do you think the dairymen should be paid the same rate of wages as the
town dweller —The proportionate same wage. Having regard to all the circumstances, he should
stand in the same position,

17. In relation to overtime do you think he should be paid the same wage !—Well, in the
ity a man who starts work in the morning on the roads is working pretty hard all the time;
but, although I am not a fariner, ! understand that in farming a maun may have a lot to do
at about 4 o’clock in the morning, and very little to do until the afternoon when milking starts
again, and I think perhaps the regulation of labour would not be quite the same.

18. You pay your men overtime, of course #—Absolutely.

19. Time and a half 7—The award conditions and a little better. My staff is very happy,
and there is no difficulty on that point.

20. What would he your average wage!—You are referring to the milk department ?

21. Yes, the staff—I mean the men who handle the milk ?—I am sorry to say I would not like
to make a statement which would be a mere jump at it. The statement T will forward to the
Committee will include that.

22. Mr. McLeod.] With regard to the question of the utilization of labour for the full time,
we know it iy stated that fourteen hours a day is not uncommon on farms, but you think it is
not as strenuous as city work would be?—I always feel that that which shows in the hLealth of
the individual is not at all detrimental. It is not an inhwmnan thing to inflict. 1 believe con-
ditions can he brought about on the farm that are quite human, whereas the same conditions in
a city would be very improper.

23. Might not that arise by his not having enough time to spoil his health 7—Probably there
is something in what you say.

24. Mr. Powdrell.] Would yon think that a farmer who owned a farm and managed it but
did not do any of the actual work was entitled to claim for his management in assessing the cost
of the production of Lutterfat %—VYes, just in the same sense as the man in the city who does not
do much with his hands and yet is a big factor in the success of the business.

25. And also the farmer’s wife who iy looking after the family of milkers—siie would he
entitled to a wage in arriving at the cost of production of hutterfat?—Well, not if the family
of milkers are taken into account. Whether they be members of the family or otherwise it does
not wmatter. If something is to be assessed for their time, then you cannot do it in two ways.
You would not be able to allow the mother something because she fed the employees.

26. That would depend upon whether they got the full wage?—I do not think it would be
soun:d to take it into consideration at all. I think all those emploved must be taken into con-
sideration, but side issues must he limited or else you would be in trouble in arriving at the price.
200 Mr. J. R. Hamilton.] You say vou would not be in favour of paying the same overtime
to wmilkers as vou would he to a staff in town: do vou think they are not entitled to the same?
—What I say is with this reservation—that I have never been a milker, and sometimes a city man
may get a certain mental picture of it; but T do think that therc should be a difference, because
the time between milkings is not that kind of time as exists where a man works for eight hours
a day. If a man does honestly the usual form of toil provided in the cities it is a constant go
all the time, and there is no relaxation; but there is, I understand, a relaxation Letween the
times of milking, and that ought to account for something in fixing the hours which the milker
should work. .

28. If that ix correct, how do vou account for people rushing iuto the towns in preference
to going on to farms milking I—I think, picture-shows and gaiety pure and simple.

29. Mr. Powdrell.] In working out the cost of production of butterfat, what would vou say
would be a fair iutcrest to allow? When a man gets a little moneyv he ceases to milk, and it is
the poorer man with the family that goes on the farm and has to be financed on the land, having
possibly five, six, and in some instances eleven mortgages on the place. .In arriving at the cost
of produetion, what would vou say would be a fair rate of interest to allow !—I think a man is
always entitled, for the use of his money, which is the use of his farm, to at least bank interest.

30. Really, for the average interest he pays on his cows, he should have that stated 7—Yes.
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31. The Chasrman.] In veferring to the suppliers and the Board of Trade prices, you men-
tioned that the supply went on. Are those producers bound to the City Council for those periods
under any written countract?—No. They were at the commencement. Our difficulty is that
whether the price is fair or not we have to take into account that every farm will produce more
in summer-time than in winter, and when we started in business our policy was that everybody
must remain in business. We have only come along to regulate it, not to cut it out, and there-
fore we said to the farmer that *“ We want first of all to encourage winter milking. We will
take at the full price 50 per cent. more milk in the summer-time than you can supply in winter-
time, and after that we will pay you at a reduced scale.”” So that the nearer they can get to
their full supply in winter-time {he higher they will receive for their summer milk. That contract
ran its term. I was absent from New Zealand when it ran out, and in niy absence other negotia-
tions were entered into, owitting that entirely. The Board of Trade was then called in, and I
believe the Board of Trade would have been pleased to have left the whole thing between the
farmers and ourselves. However, the Board of Trade has come in, and now it is not an open
question of negotiation between ourselves and the farmers except at our own factory at Rahui,
where we fix a price higher than that paid by any butter or cheese factory within seventy-miles
radius. The farmers get the inducement, and we get it at approximately the right cost.

32. Are they bound for any stated period —No, in no case.

33. All we wanted to get at was the increase in the cost of supply and delivery, and you will
supply that in your statement —Yes.

34. Would you care to make any statement in regard to the question of the regulation of
the price of butter ?—I do not object to do it up to a certain point. Anything this Committee
does or the Government does in connection with the price of butter is bound to affect the depart-
ment which I am so anxious to protect. Therefore it iy of vital importance to me just what you
are going to do with butter. 1 do not think it is sound to pick out any particular form of our
produce and tax it for export. If something can be done to regulate the cost of butter in New
Zcaland while the fancy prices are available in all other parts of the world, then I think it is
a matter that the Committee must take into its very serious consideration; but I do think, if they
do it at all, they should not attack butter only, but all the products of the farm. It seems to me
it 18 so easy to turn the farm over from the supply of milk-products to the supply of meat and
other things that you cannot single out any particular one. On the other hand, if there is to
be a tax, of which butter is thought to be a particular department that is going to be regulated
and others are not, I think the question of a tax on the whole of the other products should be
taken into consideration, because it would represent a very small fraction on the total, and the
farmer supplying for local requirements milk and butter must be protected and even encouraged
over the other man. When I was in New York recently a very high official of the Health Depart-
ment there said that the one thing that was giving them trouble to-day was that the milk pro-
ducts were being made up into all kinds of preparations and sent abhroad. The food of New
York was being interfered with so seriously that the Government was going to set up a special
committee to inquire fully into it. and there was not the slightest doubt that the Government
would regulate the export of milk. It represented so much in the life of the nation that they
would have to do it. However, as I say, I do not think it is commercially sound. It is regrettable
to Liave to interfere in any way with the commercial system; but if thesec abnormal prices that
are being given in other parts of the world—and we will not say in England alone—are capable
of being used to produce a better condition in this country, it is for the Committee and the
(rovernment to say to what extent we can make our alfairs here proper and sound. Now, I want
to tell you concerning my own experience, and this is a thing that has come under my notice.
We took over the Rahui Co-operative Factory, in which there was a large number of suppliers.
I did not know what was going ou, but we werc carrying out our terms of the arrangement with
them. Tverything weut on all right {ill T returned from Home. 1 found there was dissatisfaction
there, and when | arrived there 1 was met by an entirely different set of men to what I had
met before. 1 do not think there were half a dozen of the old settlers left in the district. They
put up a very reasonable side for themselves, but 1 amn satisfied that the great majority of them
are scarcely doing a good thing for themselves on the prices they are getting. The old men
who were there were in quite a different position—the original suppliers; but nearly all of them
had disappeared, and those who had taken their places at high prices, not being able to finance
the farms, have had to borrow money at a high rate of interest, plus the cost of the land and the
cost of labour. Many of them have got herds of cows that they thought were perfectly good, but
they found the first year that they had to cull out a certain percentage of their cows. I am
very sorry for some of those men, and I bring it before the Committee because you may be able
to do something, as it cannot be sound and permanently good for the country.

35. Mr. Powdrell.] Your idea is that every change on that farm tends to lesson production
and affect the herd%—Yes. I was speaking to a man who told me that a certain farm was only
worth a certain amount taking it at its maximum productivity, and, speaking in regard to the
changes of ownership that have taken place all over New Zealand, he said it would be useful
if a return were prepared showing the number of these changes that had taken place.

36. Do you think the increased price of land is the cause of the increased price of butter,
or the price on the world’s markets ¢—I think the abnormal conditions at Home, the lack of sup-
plies, has run up the price of butter. The landowner is able to say that his stock is worth so-much
more than it was before the rise. He sells it, and the man he sells to is unable to pay the whole
amount in cash, and substantial interest is charged on the balance. He is not able to work it
in the most economical sense, and probably he could do with a great deal of fresh stock and a
rearrangement of the whole farm, but he cannot afford it; he has spent the whole of the money
he can get hold of in making the approach to the farm. The load on that man is not merely
£150 an acre, but if you look into that particular man’s way of financing it he has got a very
serious hurdle no matter what the cost of production is. ’ ) ‘

37. Do you not think the high prices of land are caused by the opportunity which is given
by the man who is selling off to the man with a family to get on to the land with a little capital—
that the man is buying the opportunity as well as the land #—That is one factor only, unques-
tionably ; and perhaps in normal times if we created the condition under which & man was to
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be put on the land by pressure of Government help it would have the effect you suggest; but I
think the principal thing is the abnormal price of products all over the world, owing to shortage.
It is right down at the basiy of the commercial system, and always has been, that overproduction
createy cutting and uuderproduction creates profiteering. I do not nean to pick out any par-
ticular case when I say °‘ profiteering.” It is the carcful farmer we find walking about to-day,
and he is entitled to it.  All of us take advantage of conditions.

38. That opportunity that is given to the man going on the farm with little means is a rightful
charge upon the farmer—it is taking a risk %—VYes, absolutely a rightful charge.

39. Mr. J. B. llamslton.] You say that you believe there should be some sort of export tax
or some regulation over the w ]

40. Seeing that that is your opinien, do you not think when the farm-produce goes down
below a payable price that Le should be entitled to some protection #—Well, 1 suppose it should
cut both ways in a sense, but I think it is a circumstance that will adjust itself in the commercial
system. It always does.

41. It will adjust itself when prices go down and people will go out of it, but the farmer has
to suffer when the prices go down and the consumer when the prices go up, but the consumer never
sings out when the price is so low that the farmer is making nothing out of it %—That is right. If
I had a clear mental picture I would e able to give an opinion on it. T see the point you raise,
but it has never been present, to my knowledge.

42. If you were farming the same as we have done and came through the period we have
come through you would see that any numbér of farmers have gone through the Court because
prices have gone below payable prices. They have struggled for years without making anything,
and eventually those who hung on were repaid, while others dropped out. Are you in favour
of giving the producer some assistance when prices go down?—1 am against any kind of inter-
ference with the commercial system. That means, let enterprise go on, and encourage it, becausc
that is going to mean the greatest success in the end. At the same time, we are up against a
very difficult situation to-day, and it is for the Committee to go into it very seriously. If I
liappened to be a member of the Cominitiee, very reluctantly perhaps 1 should come to the con-
clusion that it was a proper thing to do to adjust this question so as to make the cost of living
here in New Zealand just a little preferable to other parts of the world. It may even recoil
to the benefit of the farmer that we should do that.

43. Do you think that the cost of living in New Zealand is cheaper than it is in other parts
of the world?%—Yes, I do. I have travelled the world and know what the position is. I would
be very pleased if the world’s eyes were turned on us to-morrow in the light of it being the cheapest
and was going to continue the cheapest place to live in. It would be the best advertisement we
could have, and you would as a result reap the benefit as farmers.

44. Mr. Powdrell.] You say it would be better to have a tax on products. How would it
affect wool, even though the farmer is producing at less than the cost of production—You are
bound to come on to a particular point of the exchequer which one is not familiar with. My own
umnpression is that there are certain surpluses held, but if certain markets were open the whole
of the wool could be sent out and there would be an enormous demand for it, but the way it is
concentrated in the trade to-day puts you in that position. T think it is sound notwithstanding
that on wool the tax would be so small that I do not think the farmer would feel it.

45. Mr. McLeod.] As 1 follow vour evidence, you believe that if an export tax is decided
oun it should be spread over all the products of the land —Yes, absolutely.

46. You know that in the past an attempt to remedy the position has been to charge an
amount to the Consolidated Fund ?—Yes.

47. You believe that an cxport tax in the products of the land would be better I—Yes.

48. You will admit that on the average there are larger incomes derived from sources outside
land than by those people working. Is there any reason why those people should not be taxed?
—They are taxed pretty soundly in other ways.

49. Not in proportion to those on the land 9—If there is a specific case you have T should
be very pleased to give my opinion upon it.

50. Take, for argument’s sake, a concern like the Midlaud Hotel in this city: it may be a
very profitable concern, and might buy butter cheap and sell it to their fancy customers —They
are subject to control by thu Board of Trade, which may look into their affairs and say, ‘° You
must charge so-much less.’ take it that the internal trades dealing with the public are brought
under the Board of Trade, and if any one has any complaint to make their affairs can be investi-
gated and brought down to the proper thing.

51, Mr. J. R. Hamilton.] You are aware, I suppose, that they can pass their increases ou
to the general public —Well, if the Board of Trade fixes the price and does it justly I would
rather have no interference of that kind, because really the other fellow has to pay the export
tax. It alwavs amounts to that.

52. Will you agree with this: that the farmer cannot pass his increased cost on to anybody
—Well, T do not agree with ‘rhat—not wholly. The total farming products are merely taxed for
that portion in local consumption. I do not know what the proportion of local consumptlon
would be. Tf the local consumption was two-thirds I may have a different view altogether, but
my fecling is that the local conswmption in the total exports is a very small fraction.

53. T will give you two different cases: A grocer buys his "’OOdb at a certain figurc and places
10 or 30 per cent. on them, which is the recognized profit. AI(—, you aware that the farmer is not
able to do that—he has to take what the world’s market will give him—he cannot put any per-
centage on +—VYes.

B4. He has no means of placing a profit on his goods?—The difficulty with the farmers is
the matter of accountancy, so that one can know exactly right through where they stand; but
I believe the farmer is entitled to any commission or the conditions of commerce that any other
business man is entitled to. I look on him as a business man pure and simple, and would credit
to him everything T would credit to any other business man.

55. Mr. Powdrell.] Supposing T produced a balance-sheet over fifteen years of what is con-
sidered the best farm in the Taranaki Province, showing that with the rise in the value of the
land, the farm having been sold six times, the farm did not return an investment of 6 per cent.
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after allowing 1s. per liour for the people who worked there, would vou still consider that the
farmer should reduce the price of his butterfat+—No. If I felt satistied with that return it would
astonish e, and I might change my views entirely.

56. The Chairman. ] You mentioned that it was vour duty to conserve as far as possible the
interests of the people over which you had control—that ix, in regard to the milk-supply #—VYes.

57. The previous witness who gave evidence suggested that Dutter should still remain at
Is. 94, or 1s. 10d. per pound. Do vou suggest that some methods should be adopted to enable
butter to remain at the price it is. or that the farmer should he paid really what it is worth,
assuming that it iy worth 2s. 6d., 2s. 3d., or 2y, 10d.%—As 1 have said before, 1 think it is
entirey wrong to iuterfere with the commniereial svstem, but the Comunittee is considering the
abnormal conditions existing just now when there is a wave of trouble everywhere, and if 1 was
sitting with you 1 might 1clu(tani1\ come to the conclusion that we would have to do something
of that kind. You Wlll have hguu,\ before you which T have not, to show who will be hurt, and
vou will he able to judge: but I do think vou must take into consideration seriously -whether
or not the circumstances do not demand that vou should tide over the present abnormal conditions
by what appears to be unfair in the first place; but vou must make it in such a way that the
man who supplics the butter does not lose. He is just in the same position as the man who
sends his hutter oversea and gets the full price for it.

58. Then vour suggestion is that he should be recompensed out of the Cousolidated Fund{—
No, T do not think that is sound. 1 think an export tax is more sound, and the amount could
he carmarked for a special purpose.

Witness subsequently forwarded the following statement: —

Percentage increases as from January, 1919, to August, 1920: Coal, 60 per cent. increase;
benzene, 23:33 per cent. inerease; general labour, 23 per cent. increase; engine-room staff,
17 per cent. increase; motor-drivers, 9'5 per cent. increase; first assistants, 26 per ceut. increase.

The minimum wage paid at the Wellington City Corporation Milk Station is £4 ls. per
week, and an allowance of 1 quart of milk per dayv.

When giving evidence the Chairman questioned me concerning the cost of the treatment of
milk in our city station preparatory to its delivery to the public. This treatment, of conrse,
iy to assurc the removal of the germs, if they exist, of tvphoid, scarlet fever, diphtheria, and
other more or less contageous diseases of which milk is the common carrier.

I'or the month of August past the net station charges, as separated from transport and other
charges, amount to 0°907d.

Jayws Banpanryye McEwan examined.  (No. 6.)

1. The Chairman.] T understand vou represent the distributors?—Yes, of Wellington.
‘). Arc vou aware of the object of this Committee —VYes.

Wil you make a statement to the Committee dealing with the question of the cost of
produdlml of butterfat to the producer, and the cost to the retailer and the consumer —Yes.
[ have prepared a statement in connection with the cost of distribution, and it applies particularly
to the City of Wellington and suburbs. T am speaking on behalf of the distributors in this city.
[ propose to read the statement, and then to hand it over to the Committee for future cousidera-
tion.  The statement will deal exclusively with the cest of distribution, but T wish to preface
my statement with a few general remarks which T think are of importance. The svstem of the
distribution of butter in Wellington and suburbs—and T believe it also applies to other centres
in this country—represents one of the best services in the world for efficiency, economy, and results.
The quality of the produce supplied to the consumers in New Zealand, the quality manufactured
by our factories, and the equipment of our factories are surpassed in no other part of the
world.  Our factories to-day are, | believe, hetter equipped and more expensively equipped than
any other factoriey in the world, not excluding Denmark. Then comes the distributor. He
receives his supply from those factories. The service given to the grocer to-day, I think, is very
hard to beat, there being a daily, or two-days, or three-days service, as the case may be, according
to the conditions, representing a service in which the goods are supplied in the freshest possible
condition. The grocers then would, to my mind, finish this chain of links by giving the con-
sumers a first-class service either in the wayv of daily deliveries or two davs, and always with
the freshest possible goods, and we all know what that means in connection with hutter. During
1916, when the Board of Trade had control of the local butter interests, thev made certain investi-
gations and came to certain decisions, which vou have lieard of, and, in the case of members
of Parliament, created quite a political bone of contention. T wish to read the following extract
from the Board of Trade report of the 11th October, 1916 : ‘‘ The average cost of preparing the
butter from bulk to pounds, including patting, wrappers, collestion from railways, deliveries
to grocers, booking, travellers’ cxpenses, and bad debts was #d. to Zd. per pound. This margin
did not cover railage, which brought the distributing allowance up to 1d. per pound.”” *Since
1916 the only increase in distributor’s margin hag been to malke price ex store instead of delivered
to the retailer. Prior to the recent advance distributors were compelled to make their price ex
store instead of delivered to grocers throughout the city and suburbs. ‘“‘In June, 1920, margin
increased to 11d. per pound. On 16th August railage advanced considerably. (Example butter
ex New Plvmouth prior to 16th August cost 0°184d. per pound railage; under new tariff 0°363d.
an increase of 0°179d. per poun(l.) Margin asked for under new contract, 14d. per pound if
distributors are to continue buying at factory-door, or 1{d. per pound delivered Wellington rail.
Statement showing increase in distribution costs since 1916 Cartage frowm rall 5B per cent.;
factory wages, pao]\ers and storemen, 45 per cent.; office salaries, B0 per cent.; railage, 140 per
cent. ; parchment and wrappers, 125 per cent.; second-hand boxes, 100 per cenf. > These worked
out in detail show an approximate increase in the cost of handling every pound of butter sent out
from the respective premises of the different distributors. T wag recently in Sydney, and T found
that under their control system the distributors are allowed 1:27d., or a fraction over l;{-d. per
pound, for doing the same work as we do, on the basis that the butter is delivered at their nearest

* This ig my statement, not an extract.
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station or nearest port. It is practically the same as we are asking for the coming year. We
offer the suggestion for your consideration. We would prefer the 11d. per pound to the 14d. for
the work of distribution. In the swmmer months we draw our supplies from the Wellington Pro-
vince, and possibly do not have to go more than a hundred miles from Wellington, but when we
get into the autunmn and winter we have to go right up to Auckland and New Plymouili. I do
not know whether the Committee will have tinme to go very closely into these things, but under
the Government control we have found it becoming very difficult to keep up an efficlent service
and carry it out in the best possible manner. For instance, at the present time the stocks in
Wellington are exhausted, and we are drawing supplies from New Plvmouth. We have a very
infrequent service by steanier from that part of the country. '

4. Is that Governinent butter?—Yes. When we draw from New Plymouth to-day we have to
pay #d. railway freight, and if we get the hutter down by boat we save nearly 1d. per pound,
but the service is so infrequent that we do not care to bring sufficient in any one boat, because
we could not serve the butter out to our clients in the best possible condition. I think that covers
the evidence 1 wish to give.

5. Meo J. R Hamilton.| In connection with the cost of distribution, do you think the cost
has gone up in New Zecalaud to what it was twenty yvears ago?—Yes, ovel\thlng, has gone up.

6. Do you think the credit and delivery s\\tem in T\ew Zealand is an important factor in
the rise of the price —Not nearly so important as other factors.

7. Do you not think there is a tendency on the part of the consumers to-day to want even a
tin of pepper delivered at the door?—Well, I think the grocers’ representatives could give you
more information on that point than T can.

STATEMENT COVERING DISTRIBUTION OF Burtir IN WELLINGTON.

Extract from -Board of Trade report, 11th October, 1916: ‘“ The average cost of preparing
the butter from bulk to pounds, including patting, wrappers, collection from railways, deliveries
to grocers, booking, travellers’ expenses, and had debts was £d. to §d. per pound.”

This margin did unot cover railage, which brought the distributing allowance up to 1d. per
pound.

Since 1916 the only inerease in distributor’s margin has heen to make price
instead of delivered to the ‘¢ retailer.”

[n June, 1920, margin increased to 1}d. per pound.

On 16th August railage advanced considerably. (Iixample: Butter ex New Plymouth prior
to 16th August cost 0'184d. per pound railage; under new tariff 0-363d.—an increase of 0°179d.
per pound.)

Margin asked for under new contract 13d. per pound if distributors are to continue buying
at factory-door, or 1id. per pound delivered Wellington rail.

Statement showing increase in distribution costs since 1916 is attached.

In Australia, under present conditions, distributor’s margin is 1'27d. per pound, ex railway-
station, main centres,

Statement showing Increase in Distriliution since Boarvd of Trade Report, October, 1916, to
September, 1920.—Cartage from rail, B per cent.; factory wages, packers and storemen, 45 per
cent.; office salaries, DO per cent.; railage, 140 per cent.; parchment and wrappers, 125 per
cent. s second-hand boxes, 100 per cent.

““ex store”’

Arriur Latoam examined. (No. 7))

1. Phe Chairman.] What are you?—A farmer at Kauwhata, near Palmerston North.

2. You supplied to the Agricultural Department a statement of the cost of production of
butterfat I—VYes.

3. T understand you have made out a further statement i—VYes.

4. Do you wish to speak to the first statement you made, or to the new one?—I wish to deal
with the information in both.

5. In your second statement vou take the land at £140 per acre, and in the first statement
at the price of £64 per acre?—VYes. The statement [ produce to-day is only an cstimate, but
the figures contained in the first statement are correct, based on what I gave for the land, and
show all the items of receipts and expenditure.

6. Mr. Hawken.| You are dcbltmg yourself with the interest you paid and the interest on
the capital account ?—7Yes. There is the interest an mortgages. [Qtatement put in and explained.]

7. Mr. Powdrell.} How do vou arrive at the wages for work in connection with the cows?
—Day labour, £114. T have shown the cattle account at £166 10s. deficiency. Of course, that
expenditure was heavy. There is depreciation in machinery and implements at 10 per cent. on
£250, which malkes £2’), repairs and maintenance, £44 19s.; general expenses, including oil,
£56 95, 4d. ; ; and A, Latham, private account, £200.

R, What is that amount 7—What T have drawn for myself for my labour on the farm.

9. TIs that the living-expenses for the hoyse —Yes.

10. Have vou not allowed anything at all for your own wages%—That amount is my wages :

T have drawn £200 out.
11. 7The Chairman.] Does that provide for the food you buy for the men whom you employ?

—No. .
12. Does that come out of the £20071—No. Except my family T have only day labour, which

I have not to feed.

13. You received no wages except the food for the family?—I received £200 and kept the
familv out of that. On the credit side of my statement there is ‘‘ Butterfat, £712 16s. 4d.;
estimated bonus, £70; underestimated bonus, 1918-19, £6 12x. 6d.; interest on war bonds,
£4 Bs.; discounts and commissions, £14 15s. Hd.; market-garden, £64 2s. 10d.: net loss,
£74 14s. 9d.

14. Mr. MceCombs.] What profit did yvou make in addition to wages—what is the difference
hetween the receipts and expenditure after allowing for wages—1I made £74 14s. 94, of a loss,
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15. How did you arrive at 1s. 8%1d. as the cost of production and 2s. as the receipts I—I have
to put in all expenditure. The cost of production is 2s, 85d.

16. There should be a profit at the difference between Is. 81d. and 2s.7—I have allowed
6 per cent. on my invested capital.

17. T'he Chairman.] Can you give the Committee some information in regard to the general
work of a farmer, as to the rate of wages allowed per hour and what is paid for assistance?—
I have been able to keep the cost of manufacture down to the point 1 have done simply by the
miserable pittance taken for myself—namely, 6d. an hour. To take £200 out of the business I
had to draw £74 out of ny capital account.

18, What time do you start work in the morning —At 5 o’clock, and T average about eleven
hours a day.

19. How long does the milking take?—About a couple of hours, including going for cows
and washing machine.

20. It has been suggested that the farmer has certain spare time on his hands: what do you
do after finishing breakfast?—I finish milking and then go to breakfast. After that I go to
the creamery, feed the calves, wash the cang, and at this time of the year go round every one of
the cows, which may occupy some time, because some of the cows may be sick. It is very difficult
lo say what a farmer does from day to day.

21. Do you work during the whole of the day?— Yes, the whole day, and only stop for not
more than half an hour for meals. There is ploughnm and haymaking to be done, and the green
crops for the cows to be attended to. Tt has been said that the high rate of late and the increased
wages have caused the high price for butterfat; bhut there is one thing that has to be taken into
consideration. Qupposmg a farm changes hands six times, out of that the land agent gets 15 per
cent., the Government 6 per cent., and the lawyer 4 per cent.: that is 25 per cent., or a quarter
of the capital value that has to be paid for out of the butter. That must he a hig element in the
cost of butterfat.

22. How would the farmer manage if he did not have the Government or the land agent to
finance him —The land agents do not finance him. T should like to make it known to the public
that the farmer at the present time is working at a loss if he takes a proper wage for himself.
There is no doubt about that. I would like representatives of the nublic and the members of this
Committee to go round with me and T could show yon a picture that would open your eyes. I
will show you women far advanced in pregnancy, with other children in their arms, getting out
of their beds at 4 o’clock in ihe morning, going to the bails, and milking fifteen or sixteen cows
by hand; and also young children dragged out of their beds to milk cows and then have to walk
long distances to school afterwards. Ts the farmer to be blamed for this? T say emphatically
he is not. He is compelled to do it to keep his head above water. There is a certain section of
the community threatening to cripple our industry if we do not bring the price of butterfat
down. My answer to those men is, let them do one hour’s more work per day and they can have
their bread buttered on both sides.

23. Mr. Hawkhen.] How many cows would one man milk =—Where a man does the thing pro-
perly one man with the machine could attend to sixty cows.

24. What is the average =—One man to one machine.

25. How many cows would a man milk with one machine?—The average is nine cows per
hour.

26. The Chairman.] A farmer could not afford to provide a man for each machine?—No, and
therefore you have to get the members of the family to help.

27. Mr. Hawken.] Under ordinary circumstances, with an ordinary herd, how many cows
does each individual milk with the machine?—Well, that is according to the size of the herd.
There should be one man to one machine, or one child to one machine,

28. Mr. Powdrell.] The average would be about twenty cows per child?—Tn two hours’
milking.

29. What do you think the average number would be to each person—twenty? How many
cows do yon mill &—T milk about thirty-three, and there are three of us, two children and myself.

30. That works out at eleven cows each ?—Yes, and that takes an hour and a quarter or
an hour and a half.

31. Mr. Hawken.] You do not think a man could milk thirty-three cows and do justice to
them —Not with the machine. Not if he kept the machines going he could not.

32. He would take longer over it?%—He could do it if he worked with a single plant, but
what is the good of burning oil for a single plant?

33. Mr. Hockly.] T know one farmer who milkes sixtv-four cows himself and feeds the pigs?
—1T could milk a hundred cows by myself, with six Tots of machines, if T did not strip them.

34. Mr. Hawken.] Could you give me any idea how much labour it takes to milk a cow?
You have put down 150 hours per cow for the season : could vou give the Committee some explana-
tion as to how you get at that =—That is only the cows. It mayv take you two or three hours to
milk the cows. I have thirty-three cows. T put the cups on and take them off, and the children
do the stripping.

35. Mr. Powdrell.] You have averaged the hours you work on the farm and divided it by
thirty-three cows?—No, 1 have not gone into those figures at all.

36. Mr. J. B. Hamilton.] By rights you have to do that, because all the other hours worked
on the farm have a natural bearing on the milking of the cows 9—Yes.

37. ‘The cows would not be there if you did not do the other work —Yes. When a man hrings
down a profit and loss account and a debit and credit statement it speaks for itself.

38. Mr. MeComhs.] How long have you had your farm }—Six years.

39. And vou paid £64 an acre i—Yes.

40. Do von know what the previous owner paid?—I think he made £600 or £700 out of
it, but he sustained a loss.

41. He made a profit out of the land {—He made a profit in selling the land, but made a loss
on the working of the farm.

42, Ts not that the real cause of the hardship that the worker of the farm has to suffer to-day:
he is loaded .with more interest than he has anv right to be loaded with? What is the value of
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your farm to-day %—I suppose it is worth £140 an acre. The dairy industry is not a thing that
will altract the capitalist, and the majority go on under the capitalist, and you know that in
any connmnercial entevprise it is impossible to make a success of it if you go into it under the
capitalist.

A3 Mro S R HMamilion | But is it not the successful farnier who has been the means of pitting
up the valuce of the other man’s land?  Because one man does not make a ““ do”” of it, if there are
twenty successful men they know that that fari can be made just as successful under good manage-
ment &—That is a difficult thing to say. A man will say he does very well out of his cows, but
I would question that and say to the man, ‘‘ You do not do very well out of the cows, but do very
well out of your family.”’

44. Mr. McCUombs.] What is the butterfat return per cow 7—In mny statement I have put down
L7782 16s. 4d. for the thirty-three cows, including by-products, casein, &e.

45. MMave you not worked out the amount of butterfat per cow 7—Yes, 237 lh. per cow.

46, We have had a return fromn a farmer who got a return of 234 1b. of butterfat per cow.
e allowed £50 for depreciation and loss on stock, he took £228 for wages, £27 for farm pro-
ducts used by the family, and after allowing himself 6 per cent. interest on his capital invested
he shiowed the cost of production to he 1s. 3d. per pound, and actually received ls. 10d.—that
is Td. per pound—after paying wages and allowance for his family, which gave him a profit of
£293. In the statement he gave he shows a total return of £735 per annum on butterfat at the
rate of 1s. 10d. per pound. He has a farm at Feilding, and paid £10 an acre for it in 1904 {—
You cannot take that value of land.

47. If the incoming man paid £35 an acre he would have to struggle under the hardship
inflicted on the small dairy-farmer by the land speculator and the land-dealer —To a certain
extent; hut you must remember that if a man bought land for £10 an acre in 1904 he had to
wo on the land before there were any paddocks. If he has spent tine in improving the farm,
surely he is entitled to some consideration for that.

48. Yes, that would appear in the cost of his labour. You seem to have a grievance against
somebody who was forcing the farmer to work his family. T put it to you that it is the man who
sold his farm at such a rate that he had to work his family is the oppressor —Would you mind
telling me the acreage of that farm? 4

49. There arc 80 acres, and he is milking forty-three cows?—I will give him £100 an acre
for that farm to-morrow. For speculation it is worth £140. ’

50. Then we have another case, and the farmer says the records are accurate and are not
estimates.  He has only got 1701b, of butterfat per cow. He charges 6 per cent. on the value
of his capital invested, £246; depreciation of stock, £211; cultivation charges, £150; and
milking-wages, £480. He then shows that he can make those allowances and then has a profit of
£200 on top of that?%—There has always been a discrepancy between one farmer and another in
averaging his costs. Omne farmer may sustain more losses than another, and one farmer may
have an cxceptionally good season. Last season here the autumn growth was splendid, while in
another district the farmers may have been burnt up. There is bound to be a big discrepancy
between diffcrent farmers, but we can onlv deal with figures. 1 was asked to give this estimate
of the prospective cost of butter, and T will defy any one to dispute the figures I have supplied.
In my statement I have allowed for 250 1b. of butterfat per cow, which is a very liberal allowance;
6 per cent. interest on 70 acres of land at £140 per acre, £588; thirty-five cows at £25, £875;
two horses, £50; milking plant, £200; farin implements, £100; cart, trap, and harness, £100.
That comes to £1,325, and 8 per cent. on that is £106. Then there are rates and insurance, £14;
depreciation on milking plant and farm implements at the rate of 10 per cent. on £400, £40;
loss of stock, £75; repairs and maintenance, £40; general expenses, £40; and wages of one
vouth and keep, £134. T have provided for the owner to get 2s. an hour for eight hours,
three hours at 3s., and six hours on Sundays at 3s.—£8 8s. pér week—which comes to £436 16s.,
less £100 for house and wood. That gives a total of £1,373 16s. as the expenditure. Then, on
the credit side there are thirty-five cows with an average of 2501b. of butterfat per cow, which
is R.7501h. at 3s. 13d. per pound, making a total of £1,373 16s. Of the 3s. 1}d. per pound for
butterfat has to come 3d. per pound for by-products, making the cost of production 2s. 104d.;
and that leaves a balance of £6 13s. 4. as between the receipts and expenditure; and T will defy
any person to dispute those figures.

" B51. Mr. Powdrell.] When you purchased vour farm did you buy it on terms or pay cash?—
T have £2.000 invested with my stock. Another point is that we allow no depreciation on the
land. Any one could go over the land, which T consider is the best dairying-land in the Dominion,
and vou will find that where it is being used year after vear the land is going back in production,
and will not carry the same amount of stock if a man las not sufficient capital to ton-dress. The
result is that in a few vears that land will carry three, or four, or five cows less; and surely he is
entitled to depreciation off his land. T would like the members of the Committee to look at the
statement T have prepared and see if there is anything unreasonable put down.

52. You consider that you cannot take a ton of milk out of the herd and off the land without
depreciating the land; you contend it does not come out of the herd, and therefore it must come
out of the land %—You cannot write cheques every day without putting something in the bank.

53. Mr. McTeod.] You are basing you statement on the value of your land at £140 per acre.
Tt is the speculative value of the land which is causing the difficulty and making it difficult for
the business to pav. If the land got back to its original value, would not that apply to the city
property also?—7Yes. . .

54. Tt would be as fair to say a Wellington City block should remain at £10 if you are
caleulating the profit you are making on a business?—7Yes. One of the biggest factors is the
Government and the land agents with the land changing hands so often,

55. The Chairman.] But vou would not suggest that a man should be compelled to stay on
his farm and not sell it =—No. not at all. .

56. Do voun suggest that he should sell it at the original price =—No, not at all.

57. You sav he is entitled to everything in it?—Yes. Could any gentleman say to-day what
we will get for this land in ten or fifteen years hence? It is speculative, the same as in regard to

mining shares,

3—I. 13.
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58. Mr. Powdrell.] You contend it is perfectly legitimate to put in the value of the land as
ity present-day value, because you could sell that land at £140 and get 6 per cent. on the money :
therefore you consider it is a legitimate thing to charge that, although you paid £65 an acre
for it #—7Yes; it is the only right course, or you wonld have a false position.

59. The Charrman.| At the start you were blaming some people for putting some farmers
in the position they were in. On the other hand, you say the farmer is entitled to everything
in the farm if he retires, and then it becomes the other fellow’s funeral who follows him 7—Yes,
that is so. You have to stand by the rise or fall: if it goes down no one will help you out.

60. Mr. McCombs.] And behind that man the consumers’ funeral, who are expected to pay
not on the cost of the land at £64 per acre, but on £1401—VYes.

61. You first produced an accurate return in which you showed the loss on cattle to be £1667
—Yes.

62. Then in the return which you say is an estimate and in which the figures are not accurate
you show the loss at £75 9—VYes.

63. Then the £166 for loss was quite abnormal?—Yes; but 1 have taken a conservative view
on the debit side of the estimate.

64. The actual cost of production when you included the £166 was Is. 8}d. per pound of
butterfat 7—I had to show everything. The cost is 2s. 31d.

65. But even after putting in what you believed was an extraordinary loss it cost you Is. 81d.
to produce butterfat —Yes.

66. You can only build up this 2s. 103d. as the cost of production by assuming a profit in
six years on the cost of your land at £5,320?—Yes, that is so.

67. Mr. Powdrell.] In your statement you showed the deaths but do not show any deprecia-
tion in your herd?—I had no cause to show depreciation in the herd for the simple reason that
I keep a cattle account which shows it. It would be a very difficult thing to show that. You
have heifers and young cattle coming in, and you change a lot of the cows out. When T came to
the end of the year I found I had lost £166. I was keeping my herd up to standard.

68. Mr. J. R. Hamilton.] In that accurate balance-sheet what do you allow yourself for
wages t—1 allowed myself £200—that is, 6d. per hour—Iless £74 4s. 9d. which I had to take out
of my capital account, so that I really only got £130.

69. You do not think you should be compelled to work for 6d. an hour —Certainly not. I
think that is a fair wage that I have put down in the estimate, and to receive that wage we must
have 2s. 104d. per pound for butterfat.

70. You think yvou are entitled to as much as the wharf labourer per hour ?—I think T am
entitled to a jolly sight more, because when I work T work.

71. The Chairman.] The only redeeming feature of the whole farm from your point of view
is the unearned increment?—I am not taking any unearned mcrement Will you say that in
five years I will be able to get that price of £140 per acre!

72. Assuming you would !—Well, assuming you would, would you take shares in a company
if they had not a substantial reserve fund ? Well, why should not the farmer have a reserve fund?

73. Mr. McCombs.] If vou had succeeded in selling the farm at what you think it is worth,
and you got £200 a year during the whole of the six years, then you would get £5,620 for the
period ?—I will not admit that at all, because if a man is in a town getting a qalary of £300 a
year and he buys mining shares at £5 and they go up to £300 and he sells, what then? You
have no right to bring in the cost of production—it is speculative.

‘74. The Chairman.] In your estimate of the cost of production you have taken the price of
butterfat for the coming vear at 2s. 104d. 9—VYes, that is the estimate of the cost of production.

75. Mr. Hockly.] Will you admit that the increased price of land must mean an increased
cost of production —Yes, it must; but there are also so many other things that cause it.

76. If a man pays more for the land he must make it produce more —Yes.

77. And the natural result is that we are going to have increased production 9—Not unless
the farmer has more capital. 1 am afraid you will not get more production unless he has. He
must have more intense culture. ‘

78. Mr. Powdrell.] Is it not a fact that the farmers are working on more scientific lines to-day

on the £100-per-acre land than they were on the land when it was £12 an acre?—The farmer
is not farming properly at all, because he has not the money to do it.

9. Mr. MeCombs.] Then, because the farmer has not enough capital to work the land becausc
he paid too much for it, he is not working it to its full capacitv I—Yes, that is so.

80. Hlp;h prices do not stand for increased production?—The cost of labour is so high. You
may put in crops, and when they are ripe you cannot get the labour to attend to them. T asked
one man to dig potatocs for me and asked him what it would cost. and he said. “‘ Give me a bag
for every bag I dig.”

Witness put in the following :—

Profit and Loss Account, Season ending 30th June, 1920
Cr. £

Dr. - . £ s d ] 8. Co
To Interest on mortgages 160 10 6 By Buftterfat .. .. . .o 71216 4
Interest on Government lease in perpetulty 36 8 0 Estimated bonus .. 70 00
Interest on caplta,l invested (£2 000) .. 120 0 0O Underestimated bonus, 1918—19 .. 612 6
Wages . .. 114 0 0 Interest in war bond . . .. 4 5 0
Bank charges Ve .. .. 110 6 Discounts and commlssmns .. .. 1415 5
Rates .. .. .. .. 714 0 Market-garden .. .. .. 64 210
Insurance .. .. . .. 412 6 Net loss . . . .. 7414 9
Insurance (life) . N .. 10 0 0 :
Cattle account 166 10 0
Depreciation, m&ohmory and 1mplements :
(£‘>’30 at 10 per cent.) .. .. 25 0 0
Repairs and maintenance . .. 4412 0
(General expenses, including 011 .. 56 9 4
A. Latham—private account .. .. 200 0 O
£047 610 £947 6 10
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Cattle Aecount, 1918-19.

£ s d £ & d
June 30. Thirty-three cows at £20, £660; July 10. Two cows sold .. .. 14 00
five yearlings at £o, £25; one Aug. 9. One cow sold .. .. .. 510 0
] bull, £40 .. . .. 7256 0 0 | Oct. 24. One cow sold . o .. 76 0
Jan. 10. Five cows .. 136 0 0 Five yearlmgq .. 26 0 0
April 14, Three cows (om uglstcred) .. 11810 0 | Keb. 12. One cow (half a,lluwance, Govern-
ment) .. . 110 ©
May 9. Hides and calf-skins .. . 814 0
June 30. Stock—thirty-four cows, six year-
lings, one bull . . 750 0 0
Transferred to Profit and Loss Ac-
count .. .. .. 16610 0
£979 10 0 £979 10 0

Hours worked, 4,380 = 6d. per hour. Vegetables and milk taken for house use only. Average
butterfat per cow, 2371b.; total butterfat, 7,8001b.; cost to produce, 2s. 33d. per pound.
71 acres purchased in 1914 at £64 an acre.

Listimate of Cost of Production of Butterfat for Season 1920-21, based on Present Price of Land,
Stock, and Average Season.

Dr. £ s d £ s d Cr. £ s d.
70 acres land at £140 per acre = £9,800 at 6 per cent, 588 0 0 | Thirty-five cows, an average
Thirty-five cows at £25 . . 875 0 0O of 250 1b. of butterfat per
Tvyo_horses at £25 .. BN .. 50 0 0 cow = 8,750 lb. butterfat,
Milking plant .. .. .. .. 200 0 0 at 3s. 1id. per pound .. 1,367 3 9
Farm implements .. .. .. 100 0 0 Balance .. .. 612 3
Cart, trap, and barness .. . 100 0 © .
£1,325 0 0
£1,325 at 8 per cent. .. .. .. .. 106 0 0
R&tes and insurance .. . .. 14 0 0
J)eprccmtlon (£400 at 10 pu cvnt ) .. .. 40 0 0
Loss in stock .. .. .. % 0 0
Repairs and mamtcn&uco .. .. .. .. 4 0 0
General expenses .. .. .. .. . 40 0 0
Wages (one youth) . .. . .. .. 104 0 O
Kee 30 0 0
Owner—nght hours pu day at 2s. s three hours per da,y
at 3s. (six days), £7 10s. ; six hours per day on
Sunday, at 3s., 18s.: total per weok, £8 8s. =
£436 16s. per year (Icss £100 tor house and wood) 336 16 0
£1,373 16 0 £1,373 16 0
8. d.
Butterfat o913
Less 3d. per pound for by-products .. 03
Cost of production ... L. 210}

IripAy, 24111 SEPTEMBER, 1920
Josurn Groran Harryuss examined. (No. 8.)

The Chairman.] What is your position i—I am seuetar) of the National Dairy Associa-
tion ot New Zealand.

2. Are you prepared to give evidence before the Comumittee i—7The reason of my appearance
before the Committee this morning is to present to you certain statements drawn up by Mr. Mortou,
the chairman of the National Dairy Association, and by Mr. Motion, the chairman of the Dairy
Association of Auckland. To those members of the Committee who may not understand the position
I might point out that Mr. Morton i1s chairman of the executive of the National Dairy Associa-
tion, which is a federation practically of all the dairy factories in the North Island and portion
of the South Island. We are not engaged in the manufacture of butter or cheese, but we voice
the opinions of the factories in connection with this business. On the other hand, Mr. Motion
is chairinan of directors of the largest manufacturing concern in New Zealand of butter and
cheese—namely, the Dairy Association of Auckland. I am here to present their statements to
the Committee. It was their intention to have given evidence before the Committee yesterday
morning, but, unfortunately, unforeseen circumstances arose which prevented the Committee
‘meeting.  Mr. Morton is duc at a meeting at Bull’s to-day to address the farmers, the meeting
having been put back from the previous day

3. We shall be pleased to have the statements, and the Committee would like to know whether
vou are prepared to answer questions?—Yes. T am a farmer and am proud of the position, but
T am not cxaclly engaged at the present moment in farming, though T am indirectly concerned.
I shall be glad if it is in my power to answer any questions which you may submit to me. Mr.
Morton’s slatement is as follows :—
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““ Statement of Cost of Productson of Butierfat.

““ The figures hereunder are based on the value or cost of the land required to carry one cow
as being £120. It will be found, however, that in a great many of our principal dairying dis-
tricts this amount is altogether too low, the prices now being paid being in many cases up to
£250, and the average price to-day is probably at least £180 for the required area. 1t must also
be borne in mind that this price of £120 is less than the prices paid for dairying-land by large
numbers of returned soldiers who will have to depend solely for their living on the return they
obtain from these farms.

““The average production of butterfat per cow is set down at 1801b. per annum, although
the official figures state it to be only 161 lb.

““The items of expenditure are all well within reason, aud are not intendeéd to cover cxtra-
ordinary losses of stock caused by unduly severe climatic conditions, which sometimes wipe out
as many as one-fourth of the whole herd, or from disease or from calving troubles. No allowance
has been made for depreciation of farm buildings, or for repairs, painting, insurance, or any
other cost relating thereto. No allowance is made for the annual expenditure incurred in keeping
down noxious weeds, which in many of our dairying distriets are the cause of largely increasing
the cost of working the farms.

“For a farm to carry thirty-three cows and other necessary live-stock, the following would
be the approximate capital expenditure :—

EY
Land (ineluding buildings) 4.000
Thirty-three cows at £25 . 820
One bull 25
Two horses ... 60
Cart, harness, cans, and genu al hunung_ unpluumts v 190
Total ... £5,100

‘“ Annual cost :— £
Interest on capital cost at 6 per cent. 306
Rates and taxes R 40
Manure and seeds 60
Fencing-material 3b
Repairs and upkeep ... T 25
Renewals of herd . 80
Labour—one man at £3 10s. per ‘week and £1 10s. for keep ... 260
One boy at £3 per week for forty weelks ... 120
926
Less value of by-products (calves and pigs) at £4 per cow ... 132
Leaving net annual cost ... e £794

““ The total annual production of the thirty-three cows at 1801b. each would be 5,940 1b. of
butterfat, and at the above figures this works out at a cost of 2s. 8d. per pound of butterfat.”

I might mention that the amount put down for the item ‘¢ Cart, harness, cans, and general
farming implements’ '—namely, £190—i5 very low.

4. Do you know anything about the figures contained in the statement that would enable you
to give evidence on behalf of Mr. Morton %—Those are Mr. Morton’s figures, and they were typed
in my office, but I know nothing beyond the tigures.

5. Mr. Powdrell.] You can say that those figures represent Mr. Morion’s expericnee of his
own herd $—Absolutely.

6. Mr. McCombs.} Does that statement purport to be a balance-sheet in connection with a
man’s farm 9—7Yes, his own farm.

7. Everything is in round figures #—Well, from my knowledge of the cost to-day of material
wanted for working on a farm I consider, although I am not farming myself except through my
sons, that the estimates there given by Mr. Morton of the cost

8. They are estimates I—The actual figures there put down by Mr. Morton are far below what
would be the actual cost of those things.

9. Mr. Kellett.] But they are only estimates and not absolute figures in regard to the trans-
actions ¢——

10. Mr. J. B. Hamilton.] Are those the actual figures of the cost of running his farm, or
only estimates based on his experience{—1 believe they are the actual cost of running his own
farm.

11. My, Powdrell.] Is it not a fact that in assessing the value of cows a man can only assess
them at £257 For instance, bulls vary I—1 want to say in connection with that, that supposing,
for instance, Mr. Morton has bred some of those cows he is milking to-day, would yvou say that
is not the value of them if put into the market to-morrow if thev brought £407 Before you put
any questions to me, I just want to say this for the assurance of the Committec : that Mr. Morton
iy absolutely a straightforward and lonourable man. 1 am only sorry that he is unable to be
here this morning to back up his own figures. The figures he has given, T am convinced in my
own mind, are absolutely accurate and his own working-expenses. In qnestioning e you will
be asking me on that balance-sheet to criticize my chairman’s figures.

12. Mr. Kellett.] We are not doubting his figures —No.

13. The Chairman.] The point is that with your knowledge of farming and your knowledge
of that statement, after conversation with Mr. Morton you may be able to answer any questions
put to you by the Committee. If you would rather not you need not do so?—I quite understand
that.
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14, Mr. Hockly.] In regard to the charge of £3 a week for a boy, that includes his keep !
—7Yes. He distinguishes between the man who is paid £3 10s., and makes an allowance of £1 10s.
for his keep, but with the boy he includes his keep 1n the £3.

15. Mr. MeCombs.] The first statement is, ‘‘ The figures hereunder are based on the value or
cost of the land required to carry one cow as being £120.” Will you tell us how many acres
there arce in connection with that farm?—That 1 could not answer. The position in connection
with that is this: probably Mr. Morton may be taking that farm at a value of, we will say, £50
an acre. He says that practically 3 acres have to carry a cow, so that you have got to take threc
times fifty to make £160. He puts it dowu at £120. The best land in New Zealand to-day is
srlling}at probably £160 an acre, and it will take an acre of that land to carry a cow all the year
through.

16. Mr. Poland.] Mr. Morton savs £250%—To carry one cow—not £250 an acre. He says,
*“ Tt will be found, however, that in a great many of our principal dairying districts this amount
is altogether too low, the prices now being paid being in many cases up to £250.”” It is not
£250 an acre, but £250 a cow.

17. Mr. McCombs.| He first of all puts before us an estimate of the value of land at £120 to
carry one cow, and on that basis it is to cost 2s. 8d. per pound to produce butterfat. If his
sccond statement is correct that prices are now being paid in many cases up to £250—more than
twice the amount—it would be interesting to know from you what you think it would actually
cost to produce butterfat—something like 6s. Is the Committee to believe that there are some
people in the Dominion who are paying such a price for land which would warrant 6s. per pound
for butter —No, it would not work out at that. T would point out to vou that in giving the
figures of his farm Mr. Morton values his land at £120 as being ample to carry a cow. He states
that some other people are buying land to-day which he believes in some districts will take £2560
to carry a cow. That is almost double; and double 2s. 8d. is not 6s., or it was not when I went
to school. That is only charging up the interest on the land. It does not follow that all the other
charges are proportionately high. I would say this, speaking from expericence: that in working
a small farm of 5O acres of good rich land ‘the expenses are proportionately higher than they
would be if you were working a 100-acre farm.

18. The Chavrman.] The expenses would remain the same while the land might be more ¢—VYes.

Mr. Stngleton: 1 might mention that where the £250 per acre has been paid for the land the
vield of the cow would be greater on the average on the better land. Tt grows hetter grass and
the cow gives a better yield.

19. The Chatrman.] Then you have a statement from Mr. Motion #—Yes.

20. Is that statement prepared from actual cxperience in connection with his own farm !--
1 understand so. He prepared it while in Wellington. Mr. Motion’s statement is as follows :—

““ dverage Cost of Production of Butter in the Waikato.

¢ (100-acre farm, fully improved, valued as a going concern.)

- T i
Capital Depreciation [Interest at
- Cost. at 10 per Cent. i6 per Cent,
£ £ s d £
100 acres at £45 .. . .. .. .. .. 4,500 .. 270
35 cows at £20 . . . .. . . 700 70 0 0 42

1bull .. . .. . .. . o 20 2 00

7 pigs (say) o .. - .. . .. 50 . -

2 horses at £30 .. .. .. .. .. .. 60 6 0 0 13
Spring dray and harness .. o . . o 45 410 0
Scparator .. . 45 410 0
Implements — S.F. ploug,hs £7 disks and hauowa },15 harness, 29 218 0 |)

&o., £7 & 4
Top-dresser - . .. . .. . 30 3 00 |
Sundries .. . .. . . . . 21 2 20 |J

5,500 95 0 0 329
“ EXPENSES. £

Interest - .. .. . . .. . .. 329

Depreciation e .. 95
Md1ntcnance~—Shoemg, £l5 repau’s £5 repam f(,n(/os 5,10 repairs, sundry,

£10 . . .. . . 40

Manures—8 tons at £10 . . . .. . .. 80

Labour—One man at £3 10s. = £182 ; one lad at £2 10s. = £130 .. .. 312

Rates and taxes . . .. .. . .. - 30

886

Income to be deducted—DPigs .. .. .. .. .. .. 100

£786

£786 for 6,300 Ib. butterfat (35 cows at 180 lb. per year) = 29-9d. per pound.
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“ Comparison of Prices, 1914 and 1920.

Article. \‘ 1914, ‘ 1920. Increase.
|
£ s d £ 8 d £ s d
Manures—Slag .. .. 4 00 13 0 0 y 0 O
Superphosphat 4 2 6 1110 0 T 7 6
Bonedust 8 0 0 22 0 0 14 0 0
Wire—No. 8 plain 1210 0 66 0 0 52 10 0O
Barb 17 0 0 3 0 0 56 0 O
Wages 1 50 210 0 . 50
and found | and found
Stock—Cows .. . 700 20 0 0 13 00
Horses .. . 5 0 0 30 0 0 15 0 0
Dray (new) and harness. . 256 0 O 45 0 0 20 0 0
Shoeing (per set) 0 6 0 012 6 0 6 6

“ Cheese v. Butter.

“ Low price of butter deoreases output. Result : T.V. output, 1918-19-—butter 150 tons increases
cheese 1,066 tons increase ; 1919-20—butter 98 tons increase, cheese 1,004 tons increase.

“ Retail Prices of Buiter.
* Australia, 2s. 10d. ; England, 3s. (controlled), 4s. 6d. to 5s. (local).”

21. The Chavrman.] Would you care to give any evidence yourself from the producer’s or
seller’s point of view i—1 could only give evidence on general lines.

22. You are not actually engaged in the business at present?—1 am not actually produciug.

23. Have you anything to say on behalf of the National Dairy Association from the factory’s
point of view —Well, more from the producer’s point of view if I have to speak at all, but I am
not actually engaged in the business. I did not come here with the idea of giving any evidence;
it was only to personally present those statements.

Jouy McKay CampBELL examined. (No. 9.)

1, The Chairman.] What is your position %—I am secretary of the Wellington Trades and
Labour Council. I wish to explain, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, that I am only here in response
to a telephone message from the clerk to the Committee. There has been no meeting of the
Council, and therefore I have no mandate from the Council to attend myself, but being the
Council’s secretary I thought I might as well come down and sec what was doing. I have read
the Press reports of the proceedings of the Committee, and I find that all I would have to say has
already been said. 1 am not going to weary you gentlemen with unnecessary reiteration of the
same statements. But there is one question which concerns the working-class especially—of which,
fortunately or unfortunately, 1 happen to be one—and that is this: while not decrying the farmer
for asking the highest possible price for the products of his farm, which we recognize is a failing
or possibly a virtue of humanity generally—we are all trying to get the most we can—it so happens
that naturally the large majority of us fail to get what we conceive to be a fair share of the
spoil.  This, of course, you will recognize to be a fact, and this is what I was going to point out:
that it is only reasonable for the farmer to ask that he should have the same price f.o.b. in Wel-
lington that is offered on the English market. Given that, it follows that those who have to buy
those products as necessities for their existence must have a relatively increased rise in their
incomes. How that is to be brought about, of course, I would not care to advise such a Committee
as this, wha no doubt know so much more abont the matter than I do. But the gravity of the
situation which might arise must also be obvious. One discontended man is a nuigance, but a
whole community of discontented people would mean that the result might be very grave. [
have no doubt you will agree with me that the most trying situation conceivable is in the casc
of the man who is trying to get an adequate amount of food and clothing for his wife and children.
lortunately I can find plenty for my family to eat and drink, but I will go as far as this and say
that I know that the average working-man in New Zealand to-day is living from hand to mouth.
Certainly that is so in Wellington. T have heard Mr. Harkness tell the Committee that the average
wages of the dairying labourer is £3 10s. per week and found. That would be equivalent in
Wellington to, say, £5 a week. Board and lodging, I believe, cannot be got at less than £1 10s.
per week. Under those circumstances it is somewhat of a mystery to me how the farmers find
1t difficult to get labour. I can confidently affirm that the average labourer in Wellington does
not average £3 a week, and out of that he has to pay rent, which is low at £1 5s., and that leaves
him only £1 16s. a week to provide him and his family with the necessaries of life. That is the
position.

2. Mr. Powdrell.] You are not asserting that the waterside workers only get £3 a week I—
They are ouly one class of workers. 1 am speaking of the average unskilled worker. I happen
to be the secretary of a union of unskilled workers.

3. The Charrman.] That is, the labourer -—The unskilled labourer, such as employed by the
City Council. .

4. You are not referring to the drivers, because the City Council employs a large staff—you
do not suggest they only get £3 a week —T suggest that, and know of a case where one man, the
father of a family of nine, bad not been working for one week. The City Council pays £4 3s. 6d.
a week, provide(li the man works the whole week, but there are men who only earn as much ax

£3 a week.
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5. They do not pay them for the full week when it is wet weather 7—They nominally pay them
if they stand by, but they cannot stand by in the weather we have had here lately. The position
with the general labourer is this: that I hdve had to remit six months’ contributions to the men
who could not meet the demands of the families. The contribution to the union is only 6d. per
week. Now, think of how it is possible to live on £4 a week and pay one’s way. 1 am surc you
will all admit that the average labourer has nothing to spare now, and the avérag‘e consumption
of butter for the average family would be modestly put at 51b. a week. My family counsists of
my wife, myself, and threc boys, and our minimum consumption is 51b. a week. If I have to
do my ubtmost at present to mect my engagements on what T am receiving or what the labourer
is receiving, I shall be Bs. a week short if butter advances ls. per pound. Now, what would
happen if the labourer is Bs. a weck short in meeting his engagements?

6. Mr. Powdrell.] The annual conswmption is estimated at §1b. per week per head?—You
must take into consideration the meat. My family ouly touches meat once a day, and my boys
do not eat jam. I am fully satisfied I could not live and pay my way decently or fairly on the
average wages received by the unskilled worker. Now, this is the position: while admitting
that the farmer is only just like ourselves—and there is no use decrying the other fellow—the
position becomes very grave when members of the community find it impossible to supply their
wives and families with adequate nourishment. I am sure that not even one member of this
Committee would hesitate under thosc circumstances to commit a crime rather than see his wife
and family go short of food. Now, if they are on the verge of starvation at the present time,
what will happen if they have to meet engagements which will entail an extra expenditure of
bs. a week? This question is one of the gravest that can be thought of. If there is a rise in
the price of butter, which I repeat is the very thing T would ask for if I were a farmer—I would
suggest that even from the purely selfish viewpoint—it would behove the farmer, the merchant,
and every onec else in the community to consider the grave consequences which must inevitably
result if you goad the population in such a way that they cannot find adequate nourishment for
their wives and families. If this increase in butter does eventuate, as it appears to be likely, I
would suggest that some provision should be made by which the community should be given an
advance in their wages. That advance in the wages of the workers ghould synchronize with and
be commensurate with the rise in the price of butter. If they have too much to do to-day to
mect their liabilities, how mueh more would they have to do to meet the extra liability of Bs.!
That is the most important maiter T can put before you, and T do not think the gravity of the
situation can be overestimated, Turther than that, in making these statements, a few of the
members of the Council point out to me that it would possibly not be a bad course to follow lo
~impose an export tax on butter. At the present time we have to pay for our boots more than

we care about simply because boots are protected. Well, surely the consumer has as much right
to expect to be reasonably treated by the authorities as the importer or exporter. A substantial
export duty might perhaps to an extent, although T do not know how far, alleviate the difficulty.

7. An export tax on butter %—Yes, on butter. I have not thought the matter out very clearly.
However, what I did consider most seriously was the question of the men being goaded up as a
result of being unable to provide sufficient for their wives and families. T am not speaking for
myself individually. T am situated in such a way that I can manage to keep going, but we ought
to think of the gravity of the situation before we act in the matter and male adequate provision
for the man who has to buy buiter after the price has been raised ls. per pound. Amnother point
I was asked to mention was that this Butter Committee should recommend that provision be
made for an adequate amount of butter to be kept in this country to meet the needs of the popula-
tion. Whether the price is raised or not, it is contended, and I think rightly so, that an amount
sufficient to meet the nceds of the population should be retained in the country. Of course, that
is a purely local matter, and what happens in other countries we are not concerned with. We
are immediately concerned with our own affairs; but whether there is a famine price ruling in
England, it is contended that where there is such a plentiful supply of foodstuffs as in this country
there should be no famine prices prevailing here. '

8. The Chairman.] You made the statement that it did not matter about famine priecs in
the Old Country, and that that was veally no concern of ours. On the other hand, you say the
farmer is cntitled to everything he can get. You suggest that we here should keep the price of
butter down in New Zealand—that it does not matter whatever the surplus is it should be exported
at that price, and that the people in the Old Country must pay the increased rate or solve the
difficulty themsclves. Is that the suggestion, that we are not concerned with what happens in the
01d Country at all%—No, that is not the suggestion; but, to use an old adage, charity begins at
home. We are concerned with ourselves before we are concerned with others, If a famine ocecurs,
even in India, it is a man’s duty to endeavour to relieve that famine, hut not at the expense of
his wife and family.

9. Another witness said that it was not eur concern?—1 would not hold with that. T think

it is a concern of ours. The whole conninunity is a concern of ours, but our primary concern

is with our own people. . '
10. You suggested there should be an export tax on butter: do you not realize that if an

export tax is put on butter the farmer would go out of the business at once and go in for the
manufacture of cheese !—Put a relative tax on cheese.

11. How would you deal with wool: supposing the farmer went out of butter and cheese and
went in for sheep!—He is making too much to go out of any of them. The statement of the
farmer that he is making a loss has to be taken not only with a grain of salt but with a bushel of
calt. The singular thing is that the farmer who tells us he is making a loss every year on his
farm has a nice balance at his bank and buys his motor-car. I find that the larger the debit
balance the more prosperous the farmer. I have a knowledge of mathematics, but that knowledge
does not agree with the statements of the farmer. ) )

12. You say that the wages of the workers should be raised commensurate with the increase
in the price of butter I—Yes.

13. Do you know that butter is a fluctu

14. No; wages do not, as a rule, go back I—Ves, they do;

ating commodity I—Yes, and wages fluctuate.
they fluctuate more than butter.
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15. Supposing the difference was made up by the employers of this country increasing the
wages by Ds. a week to meet the situation, would you suggest that if butter came down next year
lthat wages should come down also?—Yes, [ do. That is only fair. It could be called a butter
onus.

~16. Taking into consideration the position of the worker to-day—and that is what we arc
giving our attention to primarily—if the price of butter was kept down at a low price for this
season as suggested by you, do you suggest that everybody should have the full benefits of the
butter at the same price —That is a matter which would take more than a dull-witted man like
myself to answer, .

17. T do not think you are dull-witted 7—I have not got the knowledge of members of Parlia-
ment. T am speaking for a certain class of the community.,

18. T am only asking yon the question whether you think it should be done of otherwise?—
It T had my way and could find means of carrying it into effect T should certainly charge yon
gentlemen the extra Bs. a week. .

19. Supposing the object was to relieve the unskilled labourer or working-man who only, as
vou say, averages £3 a week, what would you say to a recommendation for the introduction of
a ration ticket to enable the worker to get butter at the cheaper price 7—I really do not know that
I can think very clearly on that matter. I do not think I would care about using a ration ticket.
A ration ticket is revolting—it is too much like charity. )

20. 1 am only asking you the question %I would not like to give an answer offhand. I would
not commit myself to any answer on the point. Tt is semewhat humiliating, and I think your
object ought to be to raise the status of humanity and not to lower it.

21. Tt is not a suggestion from the Committee. We want to get over the difficulty the best
way we can. If butter has got to be kept down for the man with a family, we have got to consider
the position of the people as a whole —Yes, probably. )

22. Mr. Hockly.] In regard to the average consumption of butter, you have told us your own
experience, and you will agree that your family is fairly heavy on butter —I do not know; T
expect we are. We are heavy because we do not eat much butcher’s meat.

23. Would you not cousider that a more reasonable estimate of the consumption of butter
by the average family of five would be more like 3 1b. —Yes; but I have already pointed out that
I am speaking for a certain class. That certain class, the poorer they are usually the larger the
familiecs. The unskilled worker, the man who is usually at the bottomn of the ladder, has an
aptitude to get a larger family than the man with independent means. I think the reason of it
iy that they used to go to church very regularly, and that the parson used to tell them to keep
the cradle full; but in the case of those who had plenty he never told them the same thing. The
worker had enormous families—criminally high; and, assuming there were only five of us, it
would be a fair estimate that the amount of butter consumed by that family was 51b. Butter
is the staple food for that family, and must not the navvy’s boy eat as much as the M.P.”s boy ¢

24, The Chairman.] The M.P.’s cannot afford 11b. per week per head?—No, because his
digestive organs are impaired by high living.

25. Mr. Hawken.] You think there are two solutions, and one is to raise the wages of the
workers -—Yes.

26. The other is to keep down the price —Well, I do not know that I would put that forward
as a solution, but only as a suggestion for you gentlemen to consider.

27. You think the country labourer is well paid?—Relatively very much better paid than
the wharf lumper, assuming that those figures are correct at £250 per cow.

28. If you lower the price you give the farmer less for his produce I—Yes.

29. If you raise the wages the town employer must pay I—Yes.

30. Do you think it is a fair thing to ask the man who pay his men well to forgo portion
of his profit in order that the man who does not pay his men well should get his men for less ?—I
should not think so.

31. That is the position. In effect you say that the country farmer should sell his produce
at less in order that the town employer should pay his men less or get them cheaply —Pardon me.
I am afraid I have been quite misunderstood in this matter. I only stated facts which ought to
be considered in arriving at your decision. What remedy is to be brought about T do not pre-
sume to snggest.  How the matter is to be met I would not dare to suggest to vou. I take it for
granted that vou fully recognize the main questions which T have brought forward. The gravity
of the situation has had the cffect of making the men desperate. [ say this sincercly, gentlemen,
and I have a better opportunity of seeing the average worker than you have. I say that things
are becoming very, very grave, and when a man becomes desperate he ceases to be reasonable, and
does things and thinks afterwards. It takes me all my time to make both ends meet, and I am
sure my salary is twice what the average labourcr gets.

32. Mr. Poland.] You say your earnings are double what the ordinary labour averages in
Wellington, and yet it takes you all your time to make both ends mect 1—Yes.

33. What do you suggest the ordinary labourer does?—I am glad you put the question. The
unskilled labourer, together with his wife and family, are just subject to the same ailments as
my wife and family, I have a wife who has had an ulcerated leg for twenty years. I am now
paying £4 10s. a week for Ler to be cured by a specialist, which, thank Heaven, he is doing.
It 1 was only getting £3 a week, what would happen to that wife of mine? Could I do that!
I have spent thousands of pounds paying licensed quacks to cure her, and they have failed. Each
left her worse than his predecessor. Now she is becoming as well as ever, and that woman is
fiftcen years younger than I am. You put yourself in this position, that you had a wife, and
the circumstances were such that you could not send her to where you knew she would be cured :
you would not be too jolly. In what position would the labourer be who gets £3 a week under
such circumstances?

34. You say you get double the wages of the ordinary labourer #—Yes, I get £6 a week.

35. And you can only make both ends meet now —VYes.

36. How can the man with £3 a weck make both ends meet 9—That is the gravity of the

situation.
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37. What is your idea of it?! You are secretary of a union and know a good deal about
these general labourers: how do they make both ends meet?—Neither I nor any one else can
tell that. Only the man himself can do so.

38. An inercase in the cost of butter to the extent of 1s. a pound is not going to help that
man to make both ends meet %-—No, he will go farther back and get more desperate.

39, What is the remedy %—The remedy is for the anthorities to take the matter in hand. I
would not suggest a remedy.

40. T suggest the remedy is for the employer to pay that man sufficient wages per week,
including the time when off duty, to enable him to maintain that wife and family in reasonable
comfort 4—VYes; but how it ix to be brought about is a matter for you gentlemen.

41. T would not believe that the average wage was only £31—1I would not be sure, but it is
so near it that there wonld only be a trifling difference. I am referring to the Wellington builders’
and general labourers.

42. The Chatrman.] You are not referring to carpenters?—No. T said at the beginning that
I was scoretary to a union of unskilled workers. T referred to them, and I certainly would make
no statement which my conscience did not approve of, and I find no fault with the farmer trying
to get as much as he can—I would do the same thing myself; but T think it behoves the farmer
to consider the consequence in time. When we were boys the agricultural labourer in England
was a shade less intelligent than the Zulu in South Africa, but that is not the position now. The
more vou educate a man the more vou have to take him into account, the more he thinks, and
the more discontented he gets with his position, You would be surprised at the intelligence
possessed Dby the members of the union of which I am the secretary. They may sometimes be a
little hasty and say things which are not quite consistent with what should be, but T expect our
legislators say that sometimes. The more intelligence the men possess the worse will be the
upheaval, and come it will, becanse they are on the verge of unheaval now.

43. Mr. Poland.] You suggested an import tax; but does not an import tax increase the cost
of living 1—Yes, of course, it docs. We are paying the other fellow for our boots and paying our
own fellows for our butter.

44+ You think the import tax should be taken off boots %—I would not go that far. I only
took that as an illustration to show the inercase it meant to us in boots.

45. In order to reduce the cost of living, do you not think the import tax should be taken ofi—
that would reduce the price of boots?—I am not silly enough to suggest such a thing as that
until some other mode of revenue is decided on.

46. What do you recommmend ?—I am not recommending anything, but simply stating facts.

47. You are recommending an export tax on butter —No; it was suggested to me that I shonld
mention that matter, and T said T did not know how it would act.

48. You do not recommend it yourself %—No, T am not speaking for or against it—I do not
know.

49. Mr. McCombs.] Tt has been suggested to you this morning that a ration ticket might be
issued to people with certain incomes and under to make a distinction between the consumers. You
said it would be too much like charity —Well, that is only my own opinion.

50. Yes, I agrec with that?—I wonld not take a ration ticket myself; I would rather go
without or on short rations. '

L. Mr. Aimore.] When referring to the average wage being £3 a week, did you mean three
pound notes, or were you measuring it by the 1914 standard %—1I am glad you put the question.
T should have said £1 10s. a week as compared with the 1914 standard.

52. And do you recognize that in the case of the farmer’s butter, if he got 2s. or 3s. it is
only half that value as compared with 19147 The actual money received by the farmer to-day
has depreciated in purchasing-power exactly the same as the money in the hands of the labourer
or the £3 per week man —Yes, I assuine that, because the relative difference is the same.

53. You know that there is a shortage of the goods manufactured in other countries for which
we exchange our butter, and if there is a scarcity of those goods it will affect our purchasing-
power or the exchange power —Naturally.

54. Then if there ix a shortage of goods in any of the countries from which we import, that
would have some effect in the price of our butter ¢—It would have, but T do not admit that it
should have in the country in which the butter is produced. For instance, I used to buy oranges
al Oporto for a mere song, while in Edinburgh I would have to pay Is. a dozen. 1 should say
it von have to pay 2. 10d. for butter in England you ought to be able to buy it here for 1s. 10d.

" 55, You would not say those two cases were analogous. Ior instance, there is a market for
all the butter we could make throughout the whole world ¢—Yes.

56. You said that if you were a farmer you would expeot the Is. per pound more?—No—I
mercly said that if I were a farmer T assumed that I would try and get all 1 could, but that does
not solve the problem. ‘

B7. The statement you made was that if you were a farmer you would consider yourself
entitled to the increase of ls. a pound?—Not entitled to it, but that T would try and get all T
could. That is humman nature. T mean to convey that if we admit the fact to ourselves, humanity
ig simply like a lot of vultures each fighting for a larger share of the carrion. The man whq gets
the smaller share is naturally in the big majority, and they whine at the men who get the biggest
share. We want to get above that. : .

58. How would you deal with the farmer who in 1914 was producing sufficient butter each
week in order to get a return of £5 profit? What would you say he was entitled to get now
hefore e was on the same footing as then 2—2£10. .

59. He would havé to double the nominal price of his butter to get it?—Possibly; but when
[ admit that, then you must admit that the worker’s wage ought to be doubled at the same time
in order to meet the increased cost of the products. .

60. There has been such a depreciation in the purchasing-power that it hits the man pro-
dueing the butter 7—Yes.  Of course, we would need to ascertain the decrease before we admitted it.

61. Mr. Kellett.| You referred to an export tax. In which way would that benefit the con-
sumer —how would you apply it?—1I have already said that T only mentioned that in parrot-like
tashion. T was told to mention it before the Committee. ’

4—1. 13,




I.—13. 26 [J. MOK. CAMPBELL.

62. There was something underlying it i—For my part, an export duty on butter could hardly
be levied on a certain amount if not on the whole of it, and I am not disposed to uphold that.
It there is a means of the farmer getting the price on the Loudon market, it is only asking what
I should ask for; but if that happens, then we have the consequences to consider.

63. My reason for asking the question is that we arc after information I—Well, I am sorry
I cannot put the matter more explicitly.

Mr. Powdrell.] Yon appear to favour an export tax?—No; 1 have ropoa‘rodl\ said that
I have only been told to make the statement.

65. 1 suppose yon are aware that if there was an cxport tax it would have to be paid by
the share milker and the farmner in this country $—Certainly. 1t would keep the price of butter
down to the level it is at at present; but, of course, there would be this advantage, that the revenue
would go to the Government.

66. If it could be proved to you that the share milkers are earning considerably under Is.
an hour for their labour, would vou still think it was a fair thing that there should be an export
tax put on their butter, they being part owners in the butter by reason of working on the sharc
system {—Before I would venture an opinion on that matter T would have to know what the share
milker was getting.

67. We know because we are farmers; and supposing that was proved, would you still argue
that it was a fair thing !—Well, T have not argued that it would be a fair thing at all. T have
simply put the matter forward for what it is worth. It is not my suggestion. Some members
of the Council thought I should put the matter forward as a point for the Committee to consider.

68. The Chairman.] You are merely carrying out an instruction —That is so.

69. And you do not wish to comment upon it ~—No.

Mr. Powdrell.] You say the wages of the men in the union you are connected with average
about £3 a week I—VYes.

71. I suppose you are aware that the wages of carpenters at the present time are £1 a day;
the freezing-works hands, 18s. 10d. a day plus overtime, and they are casuals; the men working
in the foundries receive a minimum of 3s. an hour and a maximum of 4s. 6d.; so do you not
think the dairyman is the lowest-paid in all the industries vou know of —If you are short of
men I should be pleased to find plenty at 3s. an hour.

2. Mr. J. B. Hamilton.] You say that in vour family of five vou use b 1b. of butter a week?
—VYes.

73. And that you do not eat meat except once a day —VYes.

74. Of course, if you are using that quantity of hutter vou are saving it in the cost of meat?
—Yes, it cuts both ways.

75. If a person makes a whole meal on butter they save it in meat, jam, and other things,
and that leaves more money to spend on butter #—Yes; but I have already pointed out that the
average unskilled worker makes bread and butter his staple food, so the most important increase
or decrease to him in any commodity that he puts on his table is in connection with butter.

76. The average consumption in New Zealand is 4 Ib. per head per week I—Yes.

77. If you choose to use 11b. per head then nobody finds faults with you, but you must
admit you are saving it in the other items of food, and therefore you are not any worse off --—Yes;
but taking our domestic expenses as thev stand, we may be saving on one thing but losing on
another. T have already stated that the average worker cannot pay any more than he is paying
at present, and an increase in the price of butter would be an increase in the household expenses
which he can hardly meet now.

78. You will admit there is a great deal in the economy of housewives: some can make a dish
out of very little, while others would take twice as much —Yes.

79. Which means a good deal in conncction with the poorer people —I cxpect the poor people
have learnt economy when the wealthv people do not need to.

80. I suppose you are aware that in connection with the people on the farms the price of
their products is not fixed—they have to take the world’s market price or the local market price.
One year it may go up on account of circumstances over which nobody has any control, and the
next year it may go down below a payable price. Do you not think that if you are going to take
a little off him when the price is high, that when the price is below a pay able one Tie is entitled
to some protection {—T never questioned his right to protection.

81. Do vou not think it cuts both ways’!—T simply stated the position, and the remedy T
leave in vour hands.

82. You have never known of an instance in New Zealand where the farmer has been
compensated where he has had to produce an article at below a pavable price?—No. T have been
thirty-five years in New Zealand, and during the whole of that period T have been used to the farmer
telling me that the farm was not paying, and yet they became wealthy. [ would not say but
what the farmers were speaking the truth, but still T would say that I do not understand it.

83. You say the farmers are wealthy %—No, I do not.

84. Would you believe that only a portion of the farmers are wealthy, and that fully half
the farmers in the country are just struggling along I—That has not been my experience.

85, The tradespeoplec have to sue a great many of them to get their money?—That is the
same anywhere, bat that is no criterion,

86. Do vou not think it is accounted for by this: that there is a certain amount of brains
required in all classes of industry and business, and that if one person has a little more it
accounts for his making a little more money ?—I am not quite clear as to what is understood by
braing. [ know men who are like blocks of wood and they have been very successful as farmers.

R7. You sa; Yes, or for pro-
tecting the manufacturers in the country.

88. You said you would not be prepared to suggest anything else until there was some other
means of getting that revenue?—Yes, I did say that.

89. Are you not aware that that duty is put on for the protection of the manufacturer
here!—I am fully aware of that.

90. Not for the benefit of the manufacturer, but hecause a lot of people wnuld be thrown
out of employment —7Yes, T am fully aware of that,
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~ 91 You say vou do not view very favourably the idea of rationing. Do you think it is
right that the siall dairy-farmer should supply butter cheap to the wealthy man of the town i—
No, I do not.

92. How are you going to get away from that if you do not take up the rationing idea?—

I'do not know. I simply said 1 would go on short rations rather than take a ration ticket.
_ 93 We are trying to solve this problem and naturally look to men like you to throw a
little light on it. None of us want to provide the wealthy man with cheap butter, because we
consider that the meu making money out of the handling of the produce get a great deal more
money out of it than the producer. We should not have to supply him with cheap butter, but
we want some means whereby we can provide the poor man with cheap butter|—I will give a
definite answer in regard to that. 1f that is suggested or recommended by this Committee, then
those who choose to apply for a ration ticket can have it and those who do not need not take it.
I would have no objection to the ration ticket on those lines. The only thing I said was that 1
would much rather do something else than apply for it. But there are any number of people in this
t'mwll who would apply for a ration ticket, and many others who should not apply for it would
apply.

94. Do you not think many men would be too proud to apply for a ration ticket?—I do not
kuow that sclf-respect is pride.

95. You say that £3 10s. in the country is equal to £5 in the towns?—#£3 10s. and found.

96. There was a case here the other day when a man was sued in the Court for debt. He
was earning £5 a week, and the Magistrate would not make an order for the amount the maun
was sued for7-—1 should not think he would,

97, 1f vou say a wage of £3 10s. in the country is worth £5, how is it that the people in
the towns will not go into the country when they are so urgeuntly required?—I will answer that.
If Mr. Harkuness, who made the statement, is prepared to find employment for, say, fifty men—
efficient men—at £5 per week, I will guarantee to find them.,

98. The Chairman.] That is, in the country, farming —VYes.

99. Mr. S L Hamidton.] 1T vou put an advertisement in the paper to-morrow for a clerk
vou would get a hundred applicants %—That is a poor lot, the clerk’s.

100. Yet if he put an advertisement in the paper for a ploughman at £3 10s. a week and
fonwd vou perhaps would not get one applicant. How do you account for it, when there ig so
much work in the country for the people? Why will the people not go out into the country —
Mre. Harkness made the statement that the wages paid by dairy-farmers was £3 10s. a week and
keep, which is equivalent to £5 per week. If he wauts fifty men, and assuming the labour is
as short as he says, then T will find him fifty efficient men at that money.

101, Mr. Powdrell ] Milkers he was referring to?—7VYes, milkers,

102. Mr. J. B. Hamilton.] One witness before the Cominittee said that if the people in the
towus would work one hour longer a day they could have their bread buttered on both sides?—
I do not take notice of such statements.

103, Seeing they work such a great deal longer hours in the country than in the towns, do
vou not think they could work an hour longer here’—I am not here to say. I work about twelve
hours o day myself, and 1 leave the other fellow to do what he thinks right.

104. A r. Atmore.] Tn speaking of the case of the dairy-farmer who in 1914 was producing
sufficient butter so that he could average £5 a week, I think there was a slight misconception.
I did not mean the price of the butter would have to be doubled, I meant that his money income
on the same production of butter would have to be doubled before he was on the same footing
as in 1914 9—Quite so.

105. You quite agree with that?—Yes.

106. The Chairman.] The statement is made by the representative of the Agricultural De-
partment to the effect that to-day the average payment per hour to the farmer is 1s.: do you
consider that a reasonable price?—No, I do not.

107. You realize that the season is just commencing for the new season’s supply of butter !—
Yes.
108, You know there is a proposal for a contract with the Imperial Government to fix the
price to the farmer and to the producer for the coming year I—7Yes.

109. In vour Council have you discussed the question of butter at all?—It has to be discussed
next Thursday.

110. Do vou think this is the right time to go into the question and arrive at a decision
as to what is to be done for the future in regard to the price of butter for the coming year!?
Are we to nct now, or should we wait till after the season has opened before doing anythingi—
Well, in my reply T would not care to be definite on the matter. A matter of that kind wants
to be thought out. Notice should be given of the question, as you say in the House.

111, T am only asking you a simple question—I am not trying to trap you?—No, I under-
stand that.

112. T will put it in another way: In a letter which has come back from one branch of
several organizations of labour it states that the time is not ripe to deal with the question yet.
Do vou think it is or that it is not—Well, T might modify my reply on more mature consider-

ation, but T think this the most opportune time to consider it.

Hrxry Wonrart examined. (No. 10.)
1. The Chairman.] What is your position ¢~—T am the representative of the Canterbury Trades

and Labour Couneil. -

2. TMas vour Council had any opportunity of discussing the question of the price of butter$—
We have generally considered the question of foodstuffs, and in regard to butter we were
‘ ' Jion that butter-prices should not rise. There is an idea in the minds of
tration Court could equalize matters, but we look at this question from

We realize there are other individuals, such as salaried men,
rise in the

unanimonsly of the opir
wome men that the Arbi

a broader view than that. . ] du
pensioners, and various others who would be hit equally with us if there was any
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price of bufter and who would not have the compensating balance of the Arbitration Court
award. . I would like here to state at the outset that the Canterbury Trades Council, consisting
as it does mainly if not solely of men and women engaged in the secondary industries, does not
for a moment pose as an authority in regard to the dairying industry or in regard to land-
values.
3. We do not want that—it is the consumers’ point of view we want!—When there is the
question of a rige in such an important article as buttter, then we do think we have o viewpoint
to place before the Committee.
‘ 4. Mr. Powdrell.] What trades does your Council 1Lp1esen‘c’l~The Canpterbury Trades and
Labour Counecil consists of the representatives of practically all the organised industries—the
cmployces.  We are decidedly of the opinion that in dealing with this particular question of the
dairying industry and the proposed rise in the price of butter, we have got to look at it
not from any narrow class point of view, but from the national point of view. We wish
to draw your attention to the fact that in the past the community, through their mem-
bers of Parliament, Lave fostered and encouraged and strengthened the dairying industry
in this country. Those engaged in the industry have been provided with experts and
assisted in regard to grading; the Government has imported and bred suitable stock; they have
been assisted finaneially by the Governinent both in the securing of cold storage and the acquiring
of refrigerating plant, and the acquiring of space in refrigerating-steumers. All those things
have been done out of the general finances of the community to assjst the dairying industry, and to
make it possible for them to take advantage of the Home market by being able to land their butter
on the market in a marketable condition. We contend that it is due to the operations of the country
and not to the nction of the dairy-farmers that they are in that position to-day. 1f that is so, then
we suy that famine prices have no right to rule here. If there is a famine in Europe there is no
legivimate reason for charging famine prices to the working class or to the community here in
New Zealand. Then tlere are other things that might be taken into consideration by the
Government. Probably you may say we place too much importance on them, but we do consider
that the gambling that is tuking place in land is a very important factor, and one which should
be taken into consideration by this Committee. I was looking through the latest Abstract of
Statisties, and I notice that in 1918-19 the number of mortgages registered in regard to the
amount over those lifted was something like £10,000,000, but in 1919-20 the amount of the
wortgages registered over and above thosc disch ‘ngtd amounted to £30,000,000. Now, we are
not practical land experts or dairy experts, but there is something there Whmh we think this
Comumnittee might take into its serious consideration and see what can be done. This iy the
way we consider it: that the faurmer has been placed in such » position that he can pay (taking
that £30,000,000 at 6 per cent. in the form of rent or interest) a matter of £1,800,000 more in
interest then he was doing before. I am merely suggesting to the Committee thu points of view
which strike us. I do not say we can eliminate them, but we do think they are important
matters. Then there is another factor, the land agents, who do not add, in our opinion, anything
at all to the value of the land, but who add considerably to its cost, and that is added to its
cost before the farmer can say whether the farm is going to pay him, and he says the land must
declare interest of so-much. We say you must take into consideration the operations of the
land agents. We have in Christchurch—and I suppose Christchurch might be taken as a good
criterion of the whole of New Zealand—something like 110 land agencies. We could safely say
they employ on an average five hands each, which makes over five hundred individuals with
something like one hundred motor-cars between them. What are they doing to add to the
true value of the land?

5. Phe Chairman.| They are uot all engaged in land?—No, land and houses.

6. No, they have other work?—!I1 am referring to the house and land agencies alone who
are solely engaged in the business or spend a large amount of time.in it. We would like you
to take into consideration the extra cost loaded on to the land on which interest has to be paid
before the farmer cousiders his work is paying him. We also believe that these men are a
danger in ore respects than one, and that it is a very serious proposition. Supposing butter
rises to 2s. 9d. per pound, immediately your land-values go up. The land agents will get busy
amongst the farmers and say, ¢ Now is your time to sell; the produce of your farm will bring
vou in such an amount which will give you interest on fdr more nioney invested in the land, and
why. not sell out?” Then he goes to a likely purchaser to sell the farm and tries to bring both
together, or convinces the probable purchaser of the advisability of settling his son on it. When
these deals are carried out the cost of the land has gone up but the value of it has not altered
one iota. Take as an illustration land which the ﬁrst man paid £40 for, and sold for £50, The
second tenant takes it in hand, and before he can say whether it is going to pay him he hus to
strike G per cent. on the £50, whereas the man before him had to strike 6 per cent. on £40.
Those are factors which should also be taken into consideration; and we are firmly couvinced in
our opinjon that the price of the produce determines the value of the laud, not the value of the
land determines the price of the produce; that according as the price of the produce goes up or
down so the land rises or falls in value. We say that if there is any object for which a country
or a nation selects its representatives and places them in Parliament, that object is to look after
the health and well-being of the people. We say that if butter-prices go up milk-prices must
also go up, and consequently the people who perform the useful service in the country, and who
are down at bedrock in the matter of finance, are going to suffer. It is largely the aged and the
sick who are going to suffer by the increases, and we say that undoubtedly you should not under
any conditions allow the price of butter to go higher than what it is to-day. That is the view held
by the Liabour people as far as Christchurch is concerned, and that is the main reison why I have
been requested to come before this Committee to-day.

Have you any suggestion to make to the Committee as to how it is possible to make
arr auoemcntq to keep the price down?—There is the question of an export tax on butter, and
you nnoht utilize the revenue gained from that to equalwe the amount short in connection with
the price. Then there is the questlon of a tax on incomes—say, a tax on all incomes over £300
or £350, or a tax on land-values,
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8. You have told the Committee how the man with the land is advised that directly the price
of produce goes up he should take every penny out of it by the enhanced value of the cost of the
produce t—1 wished to show how the gambling instinet is played to by the land agents.

Y. Is therc not auother phase to it? 'Take the flax-worker who earns a good wage: when
the price of flax goes up does he not say, “The owners are getting an enhanced price, we are
going to have it too ’’ ¥—You mean the employee?

10. Yes; does he not adopt the same attitude—VYes, but that is a factor operating in his
case. That is a levelling-up of wages. He cannot go much above what the standard level of
wages is or else the flax-miller is besieged with men seeking employment,

Il. But when the price of flax goes up the employee demands that he should have a share
of that, and I am not saying he should not. You have given us a nice picture this morning,
but there is the other side of the picture?—But I cannot sce how the flax-milling is the other side
of the dairy-farmer.

12. We were speaking in general terms?i—Yes.

I3. Now, in regard to the export of butter, you suggested that there should be an export
tax?—No, I do not wish to be misunderstood. We are laymen and perhaps do not understand
these things, but those are the methods that appeal to us. Either place a special tux on incomes
or u tax on the butter going out of the country, or place a special tax on land-values. Those
are the methods that strike us,

14, Assuming we put a tax on butter, what about cheese, meat, and wool? Would you
suggest that it should go on the whole lot %—Are you not opening a larger question than the one
which the Committee was brought together for.

15. No, we are not?—You ure opening up the whole question of the private ownership of
land.

16. You say you are speaking from a layman’s point of view; you are not engaged in the
industry ; and if a tax were put on butter to-morrow the bulk of the people producing butter
would go out of the manufacture of butter into the manufacture of cheese?—VYes. At the present
wmoment there is an exceedingly high demand for butter in the Old Country, and that is why
butter is going up, because there is not the same demand for cheese,

I7. Cheese is bringing a better price?—Then why do not they get the better price? 1 awm
told—and you practical men will know whether the statement iy correct or not—that one pound
of butterfat will make two pounds of cheese. Of course those things will operate agalust a man
golng in for one thing as compared with the other.

18. The contracts have already been made, and the price of cheese pays the farmer better
than the price of butter. Then another industry has started—mnamely, Glaxo—which is better
still; but there are conditions in regurd to supplying different lines. For instance, the cheese
man does not get the skim-milk, which the dairy-farmer does. The dairy-farmer will probably
raise so-niany calves. Cannot you sec that if you put a tax on butter the farmer would say,
‘““1 am not going to sell any more butter, 1 am going into cheese ”’ {—DBut if Parliament was
sincerely desirous of conserving the health and well-being of the people as a whole they would
follow that up with a tax on cheese,

19. Would your Council favour a tux on ull farm products or ou butter only’—When we
are cousidering questions of this description we are all practically in the secondary industries,
and we luck the necessary information that we should get.

20. Then you cannot say —No.

21. You heard the question put to the previous witness that possibly a ration ticket could
he given to enable the people of the working class to get butter at a reasonable price I—Mr, Chair-
man, the idea of ration tickets would never be accepted in this country unless ration tickets
were given to everybody regardless of who they were. Your system of ration tickets would
mean that the man of money could purchase any amount of butter, when the true meaning of
rationing iy not in it. The true meaning would be that regardless of wealth each family would
get so-much according to the number.

22. The question 1 put to the previous witness was whether he favoured such a system being
introduced, and he said he did not agree with it; but if it was introduced and the Government
saw that the worker got a ration ticket and that the man who could afford it should pay the
proper price, would you favour it?—No, 1 do not agree with it. It is lowering the digunity of
labour, and I do not think the dignity of labour should be lowered at all.

23. You say emphatically that the introduction of a ration ticket for butter for the worker
would never be accepted #—Yes, that is my opinion.

24. Realizing that this is the time for the export of butter and for the countract with the
lmperial Government, in your opinion is this the time for the Committee to deal with the matter,
or should we wait till later —I want to understand that. This waiting till later; does that
mean that the butter will remain at the same price?

25. No, the season is commencing at the end of this month. Supposing the price of butter
was put up, should the Government or the Committee settle the price of butter immediately, or
wait till later and see what is going to happen in the matter of price?—I cannot see what is
going to alter your view in the future.

26. The Committee has received from the Alliance of Labour a letter to the effect that they
do not think the time is ripe’—If you are face to face with the question of fixing the price of
butter to-day, then I think you should to-day deal with it.

27. What do you think is the average consumption of butter per head -—I could not say.

28. Mr. Hoeckly.] How do you reconcile your statement that the fees which the land agents
earn in the sale of land increases the cost of land when it is the seller who has to pay out the
comniission and not the purchaser —Well, when a man is selling and is fixing the price he
will sell at he will take into consideration all the payments he has to make in the transfer of
that land, which, if 1 am correctly informed, includes b per cent. on the first £500, 2% per cent.
up to £1,000, and 1% per cent. upwards: he will take all those things into consideration when

he sells.
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29. You will admit it iy the selling-value that gets the price, and he can only get that selling-
value, and he has to pay the charges to the land agent above that%—Yes; but in fixing what ke
will sell at he must take into consideration what it is going to cost him. Supposing it would
pay lLim to sell at £47 10s. an acre, and he knew that the charges altogether would run to £2
10s. per acre, he would fix the price at £50.

30. Do vou consider it o fair and right thing to ask the struggling dairy-farmer—Dbecause
there are very many of them —to supply butter at below actual value to the wealthy class of the
community —1 do not think it is right to ask any man to do anything of that description, but
the point that appears to me to be an important factor is this: that when you rise the price
of @ commodity like this you do not finally and ultimately assist the man you are describing,
but assist the man who is farming the fariner, and that is the man who has got something.

31. If you pay the farmer 2s, 6d. per pound you will assist him?—You are paying the man
farming the farmer who is behind him. '

32. Mr. Hawken.] You have told us a good deal about land. You admit, of course, that the
price of land has nothing to do with the price of butter 2—No, T do not.

33. I mean to say that if land iy £200 an acre, or even if a man hax it for nothing at all,
he still gets the same price for his butter -—Yes, if I understand you rightly.

34. He gets the market price for his butter +—Ves.

35. And it is not fixed by the price of the land at all?—I say that the price of the products
determines the price of land finally.

36. And the land has nothing to do with the price of the butter #-—Well, I gave iy statement.

37. Do you think there are any substitutes that can be used reasonably instead of butter ¢—
No, I do not—uot without injury to the Lealth and well-being of the people. [ think the worker
is equally entitled to the best. 1t is good enough for him. Those who perform useful service
should get the best.

38. You find that in practice no substitutes are satisfuctorily used in New Zealand?—I do
not think so,  Ln my opinion there is no substitute to equal it. ‘

39. 1 mean there are no substitutes used in New Zealand ?—Not that 1 know of, except that
many people have to do without it and substitute half a pound where they ought to have a pound,
or substitute mutton-fat for butter; Lut 1 do not thiuk there has been any use of margarine
like there has been in the older countries.

40. In regard to the question of the ration tickets, do you think it would be a good thing
for the man with a family with butter at the present price—do you think he would take advantage
of it? Take a man with o family who does not pay income-tax, do you think he would use such
a ticket if it was supplied to him?%—LForce of circumstances might compel him to, but side by
side with that would be a reduction in his manhood and self-respect. If you are aiming at the
wealthy man who is able to pay it, then tax him.

41. The point is this: that an inerease of 1d. per pound means £100,000, and 10d. increase
means £1,000,000—that is, if we lowered the price on what we use in New Zealand. We could
hielp the family man to a very large extent by, say, allocating half a wmillion for that purpose,
but it would go a very little way when spread over the whole of the population. All we could
do would probably amount to 3d. or 4d. per pound; but if it was allocated to one class of men
on whom the cost of living is pressing very heavily, the man with the family, he would get very
substantial help?—You do not propose to give it to him whether he is in a position to buy it
or not; you are not rationing in the way that every man should get .what he needs, but he must
e able to purchase it.

42. You do not think it is right?%—No. Get at the other person in some other way. I say
the system of rationing is degrading to the manhood of a man. Help him to keep up his seli-
respect.

43, Mr. MeCombs.] You do not want charity —No,

44, Mr. Hawken.] The only way would be to raise a man’s wages or reduce the price of
Dutter ?-~That does not operate fairly. It operates fairly in the case of those in & union which
keeps wages up by menns of the Arbitration Court, but there are thousands of people who are.
ot in a union and who do not get any benefit, such as old-age pensioners and salaried people.
You do not help them by that. You are only helping the people who can go to the Court.

45. Your only solution is to decrease the price of butter #—I say you should keep the price
of butter down to the same price as it is at present, and that you are not justified in taking
advantage of the world’s conditions and famine prices in the Old Country and Kurope.

46. Mr. Poland.] You do not suggest that the dairy-farmer who is producing the butter
should be the man sclected amongst all the farmers in New Zealand to bear this burden of
keeping the price of butter down in order to assist the whole community, and that the dairy-
farmer who is supplying cheese should escape scot-free, or that the wealthy farmer who is not
going to be bothered with the labour of producing butter or cheese and goes in for the growing
of wool and fat beef should also escape! You do not think the one dairy-farmer who is pro-
ducing butter should be selected —No. 1 suggested there was one of three ways—to take in
the whole of the farmners, the man who grows wheat, mutton, cheese, or butter—each pays his
share towards it.

47. That is general taxation —VYes, on the land.

48. Then one of your suggestions is that it should be met by a general increase in land
taxation —VYes.

49. But you would not advocate that the butter-producer should be selected as the man who
should make the sacrifice for the benefit purely of the other people of the community %—No: one of
the suggestions was that you tax the whole lot.

50. You also made the suggestion that the price of butter should be kept down to its present
price I—Yes.

51. Would not that involve a sacrifice on the part of a special class who are producing the
butter —1It, of course, depends upon how you interpret the word ‘¢ sacrifice.”’
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52. It is a sacrifice when anybody sells his products at less than what they can get in the
inarket #—"There is an important factor that you are losing sight of. Those engaged in the dairy
industry have had the general support of this community which has put them in the position that
they can now put their butter in a marketable condition in the Old Country. They could not
have done that without the assistance which has been given by the whole community, and now
fhey are going to penalize us for doing so. Surely after the Government has spent money in
importing stock and the breeding of stock——-

53, The Chairman.] But the fariver has had to pay for it %—The whole country has had to
pay for it in the shape of taxation. You have subsidized steamers with refrigerating-space, and
end money for cold storage.

54. Mr. Hawken.] No, that is not correct!-—The dairy-farmer does not stand on his own
bottom in arriving at his present position.

35, M. Poland.] Any expenditure that the Government has incurred in assisting the farming
comnunity should be paid for, vou think, by the farmers themselves, but vou would not advocate
that it should be paid for by the butter-praducer: he is only one of the classes engaged in fannln;,
Do you waut to single out the dairyv-fFarmer —The dairy- farmer is to get the enhanced price for
the butter sold in the Old Country-—he alone is going to get it.

56, Aud also the chesse-farmer and the butterfat-producer -—The wlole of those men might
be taxed. }

H7. Nearly all the farmers in Taranaki are producing cheese and not butter, and why should
they escape?—That is a question you should be able to answer better than 1 can, as members of
Parliament entrusted with the countryv’s welfare.

58. You are giving the point of view of the consumer %—Yes, 1 am trying to.

59. And that the price should be kept down 1—VYes, in the interests of the community.

60. Mr. McCombs.] You would be interested in the statement made here this morning that
the price of land has nothing whatever to do with the price of butter, and in every balance-sheet
the Committee has had before it there is a first charge made of interest on the land. You sug-
vested there might be an export tax, a land-tax, or an income-tax. Might not all those taxes e
imposed for the purpose of providing an equa]i/ation fund 2—Yes, if necessary, most decidedly so.

61. Then it would press lightly on all of them #—Yes.

62. Then the wealthy man who got butter at a low pricc would more than pay for what
he saved through the tax he would have to pay?—7Yes, that would get him. According to his
wealth he would pay more.

63. Mr. Atmore.] In regard to the price of land and the interest on it that has to be earned,
is not the price of land made up by the price of the products?—I believe 1 stated that. In my
opinion the price of the produce determines the price of the land, not the price of the land deter-
mining the price of the produce.

64. Mr. Kellett.] You state that, in the opinion of the Couneil, the issue of ration tickets
would be objected to t—VYes.

65. You do not state what you base your objection on. I take it froin your remarks that
you object to it because we live in a community which overproduces that connﬁnodity. You could
understand that systew prevailing in a country and it should
then be rationed in the true sensc-of the word. A(*(Jordlnu to their nucds the people should be
supplied. That would be the interpretation of rationing that would be acceptable.

66. What is the opinion of your Council on the system of rationing in a country which can
exporl, against a country like Britain which has to import where ther(, Is a scarcity and neces-
sarily high prices? ls that one of the reasons why you object to the export tax—because we are
in a community that is able to produce in excers of our requirements, against a country in which
there is a shortage, and that the rationing system should comne from the other end and not from
this end %—1 do not get the crux of your question. I think the rationiug system is degrading.

67. 1t may be necessary !—If it is necessary, then it should apply to every one regardless of
the question of wealth. [f there was rationing owing to scarcity, then every one would get in
proportion to their needs.

68, Mr. J. L. Hamidion.] You seem to think that the whole increase in the cost of butter
hinges round an enormous speculation in land. Do you think that if all the land was leasehold
it would obviate that%—No. I think the increase is due to famine prices and the demand for it
at high prices in Kurope. [ say there is a big tendency forcing you that way due to the gambling
that is taking place in land. :

69. Nearly all the witnesses from your point of view have laid the blame on to the high prices
of land. They do not seem to place nearly the same importance on the high cost of production
as on the high cost of land. They seen to think that the land speculator and what the land agent
is getting out of it has raised the price of land, and that that is the chief cause of raising the price
of butter 7—1I would like to ask you a question.

70, Very well, T will answer it if T can?—Has the cost of producing butter from butterfat
gone up since the war?

71. Yes; gone up, [ think, Is. per pound t—The converting of it from butterfat into butter?

79. We have to pay £80 a ton for wire when before the war we paid £12, and £12 for
manures for which we previouwlv paid £4, and wages have increased, as you know I—VYes.

73. And the tendency is to lay the whole of the blame on the increased price of land %—VYes.

74, Tf the land was on leasehold, wonld not the man sell his goodwill the same as in the free-
hold —Then there is no differcnce.

75. How are you going to abolish it ?—Abolish private ownership in land—make it national.

76. Supposing the nation, or the country, or the Goverrmiment owned the whole of the land,
it is no good to them without somebody will work it #-—VYes, that is so.

77. You would have to apportion it out to each man $—VYes.

78. He would get a lease of it —Yes.

79. Could he not sell the goodwill of his land ?—Who would he sell it to!

80. To the man who wanted to buy #—DBut if it was nationalized !
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WepNESDAY, 2971 SEpTEMBER, 1920.
Huniy Dargavinne Bonwerr examined. (No. 11.)

1. The Chavrman.] What is your position #—T am representing to-day the distributors of
butter throughout New Zealand.  The Committee recently had a representative from Christchureh
before it who gave cvidence apart altogether from the evidence that will be tendered as a result
of the conference which took place yesterday in Wellington between representatives of the dis-
tributors.  The evidence that will be given on behalf of the Dominion grocers will not be in con-
flict with the evidence submitted by the Christehurch representative. To hegin with, sir, | want
to impress upon the Committee the fact that the grocery trade is a trade returning very little
profit.  Those members of the Conmittee who are associated with commercial activities will know
that grocery profits arc lower than those of other businesses. Dealing with the question of what
1t is costing uy to-day to run our businesses, it is apparent that during the last four or five
years the gencral overhead costs of running all businesses have very materiallv increased, and in
connection with the grocery trade the increase during the last four or five year:q has been, roughly,
from 14 to 18 per cent. to-day. Whether it will stop at 18 per cent. or not of course one does
not know.  You will admit that we are perpetually face to face with increased demands not only
from our assistants but in many other dircctions, bringing about higher costs in everything we
use for the carying-on of our trade. '

2. Mr. Atwmore.] It was 14 per cent. when +—Say, about 1914, At any rate, it is costing us
I8 per cent. now. I want to be perfectly fair in the evidence T give before the Committee, and
I wish to explain that there are some retail grocers who can run their businesses at a very much
lower rate of cxpenses than 18 per cent.; but the general consensus of opinion that has been
expressed by the traders in the various parts of New Zealand enables me to say with confidence
that it is safe to take it at 18 per cent. as being the fair general average rate. There are many
who are working even above that, and there are some working below. Then, I think it is also
fair to say that the general rate of overhead expenses incurred by the smaller trader is perhaps
lower than that of the average: he would probahly be working on a 15 or 16 per cent.; but the
expenditure of the general business man who emplovs Jabour on overhead expenses is 18 per cent.
The matter of the distribution of food for the future is a question that we look upon with a good
deal of anxiety. 1 have heen asked by the conference to emphasize this point: that during the
war period we had been handling butter at a rate of profit which was lower than we should have
asked ; but we were compelled to do so, and did so quite willingly, knowing it was the war period,
and that we were only sharing in the self-denial that was being indulged in by many other people.
But we say that that war period is now over, and we ask that the Committee will recommend that
we receive a fair profit for the handling of butter. We ask for a fair profit, and we desire to
point out that for one reason or another the general community to-day asks for a special service.
[t is not our fault that the individual housewife of to-day insists upon a certain service, and we
as traders arc obliged to give it. Tt ix often the case that we are asked by the customers to make
deliveries of small parcels of butter, the profits on which are almost insignificant as compared
with the cost of making the deliveries. We say that because the general community ask for that
service, which we arc obliged to give, we ask the Committee to take that into consideration when
assessing the general costs of working a grocer’s business. [ need hardly emphasize in connection
with this evidence the fact that the general cost of everything that the grocer requires in his
service has very materially increased in price. T think, perhaps, T might leave that as covered
by my previous remarks that the overhcad costs of running a business are 18 per cent. The margin
which was allowed to the grocer in pre-war dayvs was 2d, per pound, and the margin was the
same in the early war period when the price was 1s. 8d. We were also getting 2d. per pound in the
early days when the price of butter wax very much lower. We ask that the rate of profit allowed
to the grocer when the price of bufter is hovering round 2s. 6d. to 3s. shall have some relation
to the costs and expenses in connection with running our businesses. We contend that, as the
cost of running a grocery business is 18 per cent., the margin of profit allowed on butter should
bear some relation to that cost. T would like to state here that a grocer’s business has certain
features which are worth considering in dealing with a question of this sort. For instance, we
cannot deny that there are certain articles in the grocery trade that are always handled at a lower
rate of profit than would cover the general overhead expenses, and butter is one of those, but
there is a certain limit within which that can be worked. The provision trade under the grocery
heading forms a very large proportion of the business done by the ordinary grocer in the ecity,
and we calculate that his sales in butter alone reach as high as one-seventh of his total trade,
so that if the margin of profit allowed on butter is removed too far below the reasonable rate
that has been agreed upon as our working-expenses, it means that the profit that the balance of
the trade will have to carry in order to make the business a payable one will be so high that we
will be going perhaps dangerously near to the provisions of the profiteering Act. T would also
like to point out that quite recently the price of sugar. which also forms a large proportion of
the grocer’s turnover, has also been restricted, to say the least of it, to something below our
working-expenses. Therefore we have two important articles—namely, butter and sugar—that
are being tied against us. It is well known that the handling of bacon and cheese provides no
profit for the grocer, and, taking everything into consideration, I can speak quite conscientiously
and say that the grocer’s lot for the future looks to be a pretty hard one. The margin which
we think should be considered a fair one for the retail distributor is, generally speaking, 4d.
per pound when the price hovers round 2s. 6d. to 3s., and we suggest that there should be a
differential price for booking and delivery when these are called for. As a result of the conference
we held vesterday we decided, very much against the will of quite a number who wanted more
than that, to ask that the margin of profit that should be allowed to the retail distributor should
be on the basis of, roughly, 124 to 13 per cent. gross for cash and 15 to 16 per cent. for booking
and where delivery is also made.  We wish the Committee to understand that what we are asking
for is below the cost of our working-expenses. We want to be perfectly fair and reasonable in
our request; and although butter is an article that we always handle at a rate of profit verv
much lower than most things, we shall be content with the profit we have mentioned, considering
the difficulties that the country has to face to-day. T might mention without divulging any
scerets that a large number of the delegates at the conference we held asked that we should make
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application for a good deal more than that, and none of them suggested that we should take less.
. As a result of the conference we decided to ask the Committee to recommend that the sum I have
mentioned should be allowed the retailer. We will try and struggle on with that. It means
12} to 13 per cent. for spot cash, or 15 to 16 per cent. for booking. That means that the grocer
will have to continue on the usual lines of adding a little extra profit to the outside lines in
order to make his business pay. That has been the custom of the trade, and we purposc con-
tinuing on those lines. T would at this stage emphasize the fact that there is a profitcering Act
in existence at the present time, the provisions of which have been freely inflicted upon various
traders, while the grocer has not been immune from the attentions of the Board of Trade. Quite
recently a grocer in this city was brought before the Court and fined £100 for what the Court
considered a breach of the Act. Those are the things we are up against, and when we give our
consent to handling butter at from 12} to 13 per cent. gross, having to make a loss on it, we
know at once that we have to put cxtra charges on to other side lines and run the risk of being
hanled betore the Court. T do not know whether T would be justified in alluding to the conditions
existing in Australia.

3. The Chairman.] Do you mean from a retail point of view I—VYes.

4. Yes, you may refer to it 3—Well, in Australia they have consented to give the retail dis-
tributor a margin of profit that is actually in cxcess of what.we are asking here.

b. Do you know what the figures are?—The cost to the retail distributor, according to the
Australian Grocer, is 25, 24d., and the retail price is given at 2s. 65d. for cash—that is, for
bulk, in Melbourne and suburbs on 12th August, 1920; and in prints, 2s. 7d. per pound. Then
there is an extra 4d. charged for booking, and another id. per pound when delivered, making a
price for ordinary trading conditions of 2s. 8. as against 2s. 23d.

6. That shows a profit on the cash basis of 4d. in bulk and 44d. in pats?—Yes, 44d. per
pound in pats for cash over the counter. T do not intend to labour the various matters which will
be better known to the members of the Committee. There are many other aspects that the Com-
mittee will no doubt consider; but I woyld like to say one thing in conclusion, and that is that
during the period of restrictions in trade the grocery business has suffered far more than any
other business it is possible to imagine. The general conditions of the grocery trade in New
Zcaland, together with the restrictions that have been imposed upon us by the War Regulations
and other things, have been such that we have been practically carrying on our business for the
last four or five years at a loss. The Board of Trade recently called for returns from the various
grocers. A summary of the evidence was published, and out of six who were called three had
to show an out-and-out loss in their trading, while the other three were just able to get over the
fence and show a very small margin of profit. Such conditions have not been singular to New
Zealand.  You will have noticed in the cables recently published that that very large concern in
Fngland which was making arrangements to purchase the whole of the exportable surplus of the
New Zealand butter made, according to their balance-sheet, a loss of £138,000 for the period.
I do not know what would have happened to the New Zealand producer if he had accepted the
offer of that society. The producers would probably have called a conference to discuss the
question as to how they were going to be paid. However, it is clear that the retail distributing
trade has suffered in New Zealand in the same way that they have suffered in other parts of the
world. We ask the Committee to give us fair consideration, and I think it will be admitted that
our request is very modest. We are not even asking for a rate of profit which will cover our
working-expenses.  We intend to follow the usual custom of the grocery trade, and sell butter
at a margin of profit which is less than that required to cover our working-expenses.

7. Do vou find a very great difference in the cost of handling the butter—that is, from the
point of view of cash and booking? What is the comparison generally—is the preponderance in
favour of cash or booking %—That depends. No two businesses are alike. In certain city shops
they are able to do the greater part of their sales on a cash basis only, while in other city shops
75 per cent. is done by means of booking, the other 25 per cent. heing for cash over the counter.
Fven two businesses in the same street may not have the same class of business, because it depends
on how the proprietor of the business desires to run it. Some rcfuse to give credit and insist on
cash, at the same time selling very much cheaper and getting all the cash trade; but there is no
standard that we can put before the Committee as a criterion which would show what proportion
of the trade done was cash and what proportion was hooked.

8. Is it not a fact that some people cut the price of butter for cash over the counter —VYes;
it may be done when you do a cash-over-the-counter business.

9. Mr. Hockly.] Do 1 understand that the Wellington grocers are definitely prepared to sell
butter at a loss or without actually covering their working-expensesf—You perhaps require to
know a little of the inside working of the grocery business to understand just what the position
is. In every grocery business the rate of profit on different articles varies. For instance, you
may come into my shop and pick up an article that might only show a 10 per cent. gross profit,
and then pick up another article showing a profit of 60 or 70 per cent. gross, although not very
often. Generally speaking, 50 per cent. would be the outside limit. The general bulk of our
turnover gives us, we consider, 20 per cent. gross profit. The general aim is to get from 20 to
25 per cent., but we have not been able to do it, especially during the war period. TIn the case
of butter and sugar and some other articles we have to sell them at a low rate of profit, and it is
because we arc selling butter, sugar, and other articles of that sort at below a profit that will
cover working-expenses that we look for a better profit on certain lines to make up that loss. Tt
is one of those customs which has attached itself to the grocery business that makes it unprofitable
and unattractive. There is one other point T would like to bring before the Committee. T was
asked by the Invercargill delegates who were not present at the conference to urge upon the Com-
mittee the necessity of making a special allowance for places such as Invercargill and other inland
towns in the South Island where they find their costs a little higher than ours. They specially
request that when the Committee is going into the question of prices due consideration
should be given to those places that are some distance away from the factories. T would suggest,
where a certain price is fixed for the principal towns, that in the case of a town far away from
the point of production the Board of Trade be empowered to consider the claims from certain
inland towns for increases to the extent of }d. or 1d. per pound. The Board of Trade should
be allowed to consider requests of that sort.

5—1I. 13.
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10. Mr. Atmore.] You state that the sales of butter in a grocery business equal one-seventh
of the total turnover 7—7Yes. That, of course, varies according to where the shop is.

11. And in the case of sugar, that i

12. If you are not allowed a reasonable profit on butter you have to get your working-expenses
and profit out of other articles?—Yes. We have got sugar and other articles ticd down against
us.  As a matter of fact, trade has recently undergone a very material change. The restrictions,
for instance, on wheat and the price of beunzine aud other articles have made them absolutely
unprofitable for the ordinary grocer to handle, and the trade has slowly cut them out. The
firms who used to handle fowl-wheat have ocut it out and now restrict their trade to the ordinary
grocery lines.  Wherever a restrictive price has been named by the Board of Trade it naturally
iullows that the price is based on the lowest possible margin. We have raised our voices against
it, but we have invariably failed to get a sufficieni margin of profit on all those lines that the
Roard of Trade has fived the price of.

13. Mr. Poland.] 1f the overhead charge is increased or the gross profit on butter is kept
down to an unpayable limit by the Board of Trade or the Government, 1s it not a fact that you
must increase the overhead charges and gross profit on other items that vou scll to the people
in order to cqualize matters and give you a living in the business %—Yes, it is absolutely necessary
that that should he done, otherwise we must close up.

14, What is the bewefit of selecting butter and sclling that at a loss when the loss has to be
made up on some other article that you sell#--There is no benefit—it is only the custom of the
trade, which scems to have picked out what we eall the bread-and-butter lines and sells them at
a very much lower rate of profit than the other lines,

15. You contend that to scll a pound of butter which costs 2s. 6d. at a profit of 4d. cash
over the counter is not a payable proposition 7—No, what we say is this: that if we were allowed
to handle butter alone we would be able to carry on our business at a very much lower overhead
charge than 18 per cent. on butter only: we would then probably be able to work the business
on 10 per cent. There is evidence that that can be done by selling butter only, because you are
not bound by the conditions of the award applying to the grocery trade.

16. So that if the sale and distribution of butter were taken out of the hands of the grocer
and dealt with separately it could be delivered to the consumer at less cost?—-Yes, but unfor-
tunately it is not practicable. It might be done if you took the City of Wdhngﬁfon or a block
in the city, and ran that on those lines, but it could not be done for the whole country.

17. But it could he done on the block system +—Then T am afraid the expenses in connection
with the systein would be more than the amount paid to the grocer,

18. Supposing a system were cvolved by which butter was distributed to the consumer
separately from the grocery business, then you would be able to sell the other goods in the grocery
business on a lower cost than to-day {—7Yes.

19, To-day you have to scll the other goods at a price to recoup you for the loss on the
butter #—Ycs, theoretically that is correct. We would prefer, if butter is not allowed to bear
a reasonable rate of profit, that butter should be taken out of our hands altogether. It is
common-sense that when you have men standing behind your counter doing £1,000 a month
turnover it does not add very much more to the running-expenses of the business to do £200
per month more, the extra being for butter, and that is why butter is taken at a low rate of
profit.

20. You say it is taken at a rate of profit which means a loss?—Taking it by itself, the rate
of profit we get on the sale of butter does not come up to the average cost on our turnover for
the month or for the ycar. °

21. Mr. McCombs.] Ts it not a fact that butter is onc of the items that is easily handled
and has a rapid rate of turuover --—Yes.,

22. Does it not follow, then, that it is less expensive to handle than another article that
may have to remain on the shelves for a year and be dusted day after day +—Quite so.

23. Might it not be that you are making a profit out of handling butter at 124 per cent.
taking into consideration the low cost in effort and the rapidity of the turnover? If, for
instance, a shop could bhe opened and only handle butter at 10 per cent., and you secure in the
grocery business 124 per cent. to 13 per cent., then you are making a profit on butter I—The
factors that are brought into play when you handle butter as a separate business are, firstly,
that you are under no award. T could open a shop in town here and not be subjected to any
existing awards. There is a shop at present in existence in Wellington which is not subjected
to the existing award in regard to closing-hours or any of the other conditions. They run their
business at the smallest possible expense, and if you go there you will find that a girl with her
hair down serves you with butter. The last award pr rovides that a grocer is not allowed to have
girls like that behind the counter unless they are paid the full rate provided for in the award
for men.

24. Is the price of 2. 23d. in Australia for butter in bulk, or is the wholesale price for pats
higher than 2s. 23d.7—1 just quoted that price from the Australian Grrocer, and the 2s. 23d. will
be the bulk price, Deeause it was bought from a factory,

25. Then in m.xl\mg it up into pats the man selling posslbh might have a greater margin
than the man selling in bulk?—He is sellm;, prints according to the list at 2s. 7d. per pound.
I have no cvidence to show that that is in bulk, but T think it is, because there is an instance
shown of where a firm was prosecuted for selling at 2s. 9%d. per pound, which was 1d. per pound
over the maximum price, aud it was a purchase of 40 1b. of butter direct from a factory,

26. Mr. Poland.] That would be in pats I—I am not quite sure, and I will forward information
on the point to the Connnittee,

27. The Chawrman.] To what extent have the wages increased in the grocery trade since
1914 7—The increase iu wages from 1914 up to the preqent day is from £2 Bs, to £4 Ts, 6d. May
I point out here another 1mportm1h factor : that while in 1914 and earlier we were able to employ
boy labour at the rates fixed in the award, we are not able to get them at all now, so we
have always to employ men where previously boys did the work.

28. Then you say emphatically that unless you can get 12} per cent. profit you would much
prefer that butter should be taken out of your hands entirely !—Yes, we say that after due con-
sideration.
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Witness forwarded the following memorandum :—

““ Following the evidence which I gave before y(‘)'ur Committee to-day regarding the margin
to be allowed to the retail trade, and to my reference to the margin allowed in this trade in
Australia, 1 beg to submit the following information (vide Government Gazette, New South
Wales, Monday, 9th August, 1920) :(—

‘ The price of butter is fixed as follows: Wholesale, in 1'1b. prints, 249s. 8d. hundredweight
(Zs. 33d. pound); retail—Cash, 2s. 63d.; booked }d. per pound, dclivered d. per pound, cxtra.

“““I'his is just about 12% per cent, on the cash basis on selling-price, with an allowance of
1d. extra for booking and delivering, which is the basis we are asking for in New Zealand.”

C. R. Purrig examined. (No. 12))

1. The Chatrinan.] Your full name, Mr. Petrie —Charles Robert Petric.

2. And your position$—I am manager of Seetons Limited, of Auckland,

3. Will you make a statement?—Yes, sir. T desire to speak about our provision department,
which deals with butter-supplies. It also deals with bacon, cheese, eggs, and other sundries,
such us tinned meats, fish, &. But butter is the most important class of produce we deal with
i that department. Irom some of the questions put this morning by some of the members of the
Committee it would appear as though they have an idea that it would be cheaper if the grocers
were cut out of the trade altogether, and that the butter should be distributed on what is known
as the block system. But I do not believe that the block system would be any cheaper than the
system which our firm is at present employing. Our business is one of the largest of its kind
in New Zealand, and it is run on the very best up-to-date lines. Each department is run
scparately, and the overhead charges are carefully calculated. We have five different depart-
ments. We have a system of analysis which shows us exactly what each department is costing,
and I have some of the figures here. The figures for last year, for the year ending 31st March,
1920, showed that the provision department was costing us 12°95 per cent. on the turnover;
and I think you will admit at once that that is a low percentage to run a business on. We
are able to run this department at this cost because we have had a great deal of experience in
the business. We have introduced efficiency methods into the business, and also our very large
turnover has reduced the working-expenses. But in spite of that low overhead charge we find that
the gross profit of that department works out only at 10'58 per cent. for last year. That shows a
loss on last year’s turnover of 236 per cent. I have a number of figures here which give full
particulars with regard to the working of that department, but I will not go any further into
details, as they are mostly of a confidential nature. However, those percentages I have quoted
to you will show you what the position really is in regard to retailing butter under the present
system of control. We are running the business on the lowest possible margin of working-
cxpenses, and it is impossible, with the butter control, to make those expenses.

4. Mr. Hockly.] What you Lave lost on the sale of butter you have made up by extra charges
upon other lines?—Yes. The percentage of expenses I have mentioned refers only to the pro-
vision department. The percentage on the turnover of the whole business is a great deal more
than that. 1t is somewhere about 17 per cent. 8o the other departments had to bear the loss.
The loss amounted to abont £700,

5. What you say bears out Mr. Bennett’s statement in regard to the overhead expenses?i—
Yes.

6. Mr. McCombs.] What is the present selling-price of butter %—1Is. 9d. per pound.

7. What do you get out of that?—About 24d. per pound.

8. Mr. J. B. Hamilton.] In connection with an endeavour to work out a scheme whereby
the poorer people would be able to get butter without the Government having to subsidize all
and sundry, do you think that the grocers would be willing to help in that matter I—They might
possibly be able to do something.

9. Do you think that such a scheme could be devised, say, with tickets?—Coupons would be
just as good as cash to us.

T. Parsons examined. (No. 13.)

1. The Chairman.] Your full name, Mr. Parsons ¢—Thomas Parsons.

2. You have a forty-cow dairy farm of 160 acres at Eketahuna 1—7Yes, sir.

3. You have already sent in a statement of your receipts and expenditure?—VYes, sir. 1
would just like to make one small alteration to that statement. 1 did not take into consideration
the outgoing empty cows. I wish to allow for five outgoing empty cows at £4 each. That will
increase the receipts by £20, and will reduce the debit halance to £57 6s.

4. We would like you to tell us something about the value of the land—that is the first thing!
——Well, T took that land up as standing virgin bush over thirty-five years ago. T have put all
the improvements on that land. T took it up at £1 an acre under Mr. Ballance’s deferred-payment
system. At one time I had about 700 acres. T may say that I have never speculated in land. 1
have never taken up any land except what I took up in the early days as standing-bush land.

5. The original cost was £1 per acre }—VYes.

6. And the price you have put into. your return is the selling-price to-day?—VYes. That
is the price at which land has been sold adjoining. I may say that out of the original fifty settlers
who took up the block of land of which this section forms a part only four are left to-day. All
the others on that block of land are now returned soldiers.

7. Mr. Hockly.] Tt is all dairying-land?—VYes. It is all second-class dairying-land. I have
lived upon the land now for over thirty-five years. T have always taken a great interest in the
dairying industry; in fact, T was the first man in New Zealand to call the seftlers together in
any distriet to start co-operative dairying. I had four different sections at ome time. When
1113; sons grew up and were old enongh T leased three of the sections to them, and I sold one. That
was aboub. six years ago. As to this particular section, T leased it to my eldest son six years
ago at £1 an acre. That was a fairly good price at that time. He stayed on it for six years,
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and did fairly well, but he was not satisfied. and went away to another distriet and took up
100 acres of good land. Well, when this sechion came back into iy hands I commenced to work
it myself, but when I commenced to go into figures I found that dairying was not now what I
thought it was. 1 began to sec, for one thing, that the land all around me had risen very much
in value. The land I had sold six years ago had changed hands four times, and at a higher price
cach time. T thought at one time I should get that section back on my hands again. 1 sold it
at £24 an acre, but the man T sold it to only paid a small deposit, and he had to pay me over
£200 a year in interest. He was getting into financial difficulties. T believe he had over five
mortgages on that property at one time.  But somebody cawe along and offered him a higher price
per acre than he had paid, and it also changed hands later at a higher price. The man who
got it managed to hang on to-it until cventually the Government stepped in and put returned
soldiers on it. 'T'hat is what has been taking place. Men have been taking up farms and hanging
on to them in the expectation of being able to sell out at a rise. That section which I sold and
which the Governmeng eventually bought for veturned soldiers was a section of about 150 acres,
fully improved. T think it cost the Government about £32 an acre, and it was the cheapest
place in the neighbourhood. Well, with regard to this section I have given you the statement
about, which I took over from my son, when I took it over I had to go into the matter of stocking
it, and I found that I could not buy for less than £20 cows which cost me in the autumn of 1913
only £4 9s. 6d. 1 commenced then to go into figures, and I found that working a da-iry farm
now is quite different from what it used to be. 1 could get £35 an acre for that land, but that
is on paper. If T could sell at £35 an acre for cash I would accept it. T am satisfied I could
do very much better by selling it at that price than by managing it.

8. 1 see you have in this statement of yours £364 for wages for yourself and a man at £3 10s.
per week %—Yes. That is £2 10s. each for wages per week and £1 each for board. That seems
a large amount, hut I have worked it out, and I allowed for myself and the man 114d. per hour
cach for twelve hours a day for eight months of the year, and eight hours a day for four months.
Then in the statement I allowed something for my wife’s assistance. I have put that amount down
at £25, and it is a very small wmount. Then I have put in depreciation on cows. 1 do not
think nuiyself that the average useful life of a dairy cow is more than six years, and I have calcu-
lated that amount for depreciation out accordingly. T have also allowed 10 per cent. for depre-
ciation on plant, and £40 for rates and taxes. In our district the rates are very heavy. Well,
six, I honestly think that the caleulations I have put into that statement are well within the marl,
and [ have come to the conclusion that there are hundreds of settlers who are just hanging on for
somebody else to come along and get them out of the hole they are in.  In my own neighbourhood
nearly all the old settlers have sold out, and they are now simply sitting down receiving their
interest. The Government has put about two hundred returned soldiers in Eketahuna County,
and the settlers who have sold out are lying low for a year or so. Thev will probably be able to
buy cheaper land in two or three years. That land which I sold six years ago changed hands
four times, the Government eventually stepping in and buying it for returned soldiers.

0. Mr. Powdrell.] You must be a bad judge of land-values —It does not follow that I am
a bad judge of land-values. I think it is the others who are the bad judges. There are a very
large nuinber of bad judges of land : that is my opinion. My opinion is that there is going to
be a very serious aspeet to these high values in more ways than one. One aspect of the question
is that when land is thrown back on to the hands of the Government no rates are paid. In our
district last year we lost over £70 in rates in that way. I may also say that T quite agree with
the figures supplied by Mr. Singleton regarding losses in dairvy-farmning.

10. The Chairman.] Supposing it was suggested that an export tax should be placed upon
butter, what would you say to that?—I am against an export tax on anything. 1 believe that
if everybody worked as hard as the people employed in the dairy industry work, and would put
theiy shoulders to the wheel, New Zealand would very soon be out of its troubles. But as soon
as our goods leave the factory the ““ go slow ’” policy comes into force. ‘

11. You think that?—Yes, I do. And I think that the dairy producers should be the last
people upon whom a special tax should be levied. What we want to get us out of our troubles is
increased production, and the producers are doing all they can to increase production. If only
the other classes of workers would put their shoulders to the wheel we would soon get out of our
difficultics. T say if this money has to be found let those pay who can afford to pay; let those
who can afford to pay pay most of the tax. I have heard it hinted that an increase in the income-tax
might mncet the case.

12. A small increase in the income-tax~—Yes, that might wmect the case. | think myself
that the man who can afford to pay should be made to pay.

13. What about the man with a family of ten?—I think the fairest thing would be to merely
{ax those who can afford to pay.

14. Mr. Powdrell.] Do you consider that the dairy-farmers work harder than the water-
siders?—7VYes; I consider that the dairy-farmers work much harder than the wharf labourers.

15. And you think it unreasonable that the wharf workers should have an equal rate of pay
to the workers on the dairy farms?—7Yes, I do. . ‘

16. And the same applics to the workers at the freezing-works. You believe that the dairy-
tarm worker should have equal pay for cqual work 1-—Yes, I do.

7. Mr. McCombs.] You agree that land-values are too high?—VYes, I do. We shall all know
it in a few years. ' ‘ . ' .

18. Do you cousider that there has been an increased production of farm-produce during
the last fow vearsi—I am afraid there has not been so much as there should be, and T will te}l
you onc of the rcasons why. At one time I used a good deal of basic slag on my land, and it
‘pm'd me to use it at the price 1 could .thcn‘get it at; but the price IlOW.haS become quite pro-
hibitive, and land is going back in all directions because of the want of fertilizers. .

19. Is it not a fact that the production of Dbutterfat has increased during the last few
years —Yes, 1 believe it is. ' . o
) 90. Considerably increased—Yes, 1 think so. Cheese has increased especially, but I think
butter has gone back.
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21 Have not the increased prices increased the production of butter and cheese —There has
been a considerable increase in cheese.

22. M». J. R. llamilton.] You heard Mr, Jamieson giving his evidence 7—Yes.

32. Do you think that is a typical case of a dairy-farmer %—Yes, there are thousands of such
cases.

24. And if a dairy-farmer is worth any moncy to-day it is only because he has exercised a
tremendous amount of hard work, energy, and thrift{—Yes, that is so. Of course, working on
a farm is not all hard work. There is a great deal of pleasure on a farm.

2b. And is it not a fact that the ordinary dairy-farmer docs not uallv know what he is
making —There is no doubt about that.

Samurr, Knioar examined. (No. 14.)
1. The (/'/L(m;/}mn] What are you %-—A farmer at Ongarue.

2. You have (not sent any statement to the Commlttw in regard to the cost of production of

butterfat —No, but I have a written statement in regard to my receipts and expenditure, as
follows : —

Butterfat returns, average 290 1b., twenty cows, at £ s d. £ s d
Is. 7d. ... ... 459 3 4
Pigs and calves .. 460 0 0
. — 919 3 4
319 acres, at £2 Ds. purchase, balance mortgage
£500: interest 35 0 0
General store account, clothmg’, {.',10(;(,1105, boots,
cheese ... ... 320 10 2
Calls on shares . . .. 10 0 0
Cow-covers, separator- 0il (plopm Llon) o 1718 0
Insurance and rates ... o260 4 4
Hay, salt, bran, and pollard ... o124 1 6
Interest on cow-shed . . 9 16 0
Manure and harrow1ng 60 acres ... b3 b 6
Working and grassing turnip land, 25 acres .18 T8
Winter tcu{ roots, carrots, and turnips .91 14 3
Butter puuhased .20 0 O
(Labour of four hands not (,harg,ul) ————— 786 17 5

Balance £132 5 11

3. You are not farming land worth from £100 to £150%—No, I am not. I amn unaffected by
ithe inflated prices. 1 have been a farmer all my life, and when the bank pinches me I shift on
to another farm. When I fecl that 1 am going bankrupt I go to another farm. When I have
been squeezed and found it difficult to make both ends meet T move on.

4. Mr. Kellett.] You move on and leave the worry to some one else?—VYes, it seems so, and
they appear to get on. I started in the Hutt Valley and then went to Rongotea, then to Auckland,
and now | am in the King-country farming there. 1 work as long as any farmer in the room. 1
have tried to work eighteen hours a day.

5. You have not thought of retiring9—I thought of doing so two years ago, but I found it
did not suit so well, so I returned to the farm. My two sons are crying to get out amongst the
workers. They receive nothing in the shape of wages, and have never done so. I think the time
Las come when the farmers should raise their voice. I can remember when we used to get. 2s. 6d.
for our butter in the Hutt Valley some years ago, and £100 an acre was given for the land forty-
five years ago, but it is now used for bullocks. There is more money in pasturing on some of
the first-class land, and the land is not going back. It will never go back in New Zealand. 1
am a pedigree breeder of cattle now.

6. The Chairman.] According to your statement you have 319 acres —Yes.

7. Is it all clear —It is open country, but not all cleared. It is in process of being cleared.
It cost me £2 Bs. per acre unimproved. I have a mortgage on it of £500, and have to pay interest
to the extent of £35, which is 7 per cent. On the working of the farm for the year I find we
are £132 Bs. 11d. to the good.

8. How many has that £132 to keep I—There are eight of ux. There is one son twenty-
seven and another twenty-three, and then there is my wife, who works as hard as I do.

9. Do you mean to say that you have all to exist on that £1321—Yes, so far as concerns the
statement.

10. Do you think you would be better off working down in Wellington $—That is what 1y
bovs want to do, but I wanted to keep the place together. We go out to any other work we can
get in the district. We cart anything we can get, and the boys earn a few shillings in that way
for pocket-money.

11. Are you in a position to retire to-day %—VYes, I am, but the bovs would not be in a position
to carry on. I have taken a very deep interest in the development of the industry, having gone
into the various companies, such as dairy, bacon, co-operative, saleyards, and freezing shares,
and bought pretty heavily so that we might have cool storage.

12. My. Kellett.] How can you afford to do that 9—Simply by working.

13. You told the Comunittee vou only made £132 a year profit and that had to keep the
family —That is for the last year. I start worl at b o’clock in the morning and do not knock
oft till 11 o’clock at night.

14. Mr. Powdrell.] How many hours do you and your sons average in the business a day +—
I reckon twelve hours. We do not rest at meal-times. We take on as light work as possible in
the daytime or we would break down.

16. 7

Two of us do.
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16. And you pay no wages %—No, no wages at all on the farm.

17. Mr. Powdrell.] You have allowed for no wages in your return of cxpenses $—No.

18. Mr. Kellett.] You refer to your bhoys struggling on and yet you go in for pedigree stock?
—Yes, that is what T rely on. The milk goes to the calves and pigs rather than to the dairy
tactorv the main return being from that portion.

19. The Chairman. ] Are vou in a large way with pedigree stock —-1 started in 1908 and now
have a herd of eighty Fricsians, I have been trying all my life to get away from the milking and
butter and go in for stock. Years ago we were getting Is. 2d. per pound for butterfat, and we
were doing better then than we are doing now with 1s. 7d. per pound. I have worked hard to
get the factou/ established, but I know it would pay better for me to make the butter instead
of sending the milk to the factory, provided I have the same market as the factory has. 'The
factory has an advantage in that they make a superfine article. With the kind assistance of a
good Government we have been able to make a good superfine article which is now in world favour,
while we have now got into the pesition that we get a decent price for our butter in the world’s
markets.

20. In view of your rcturn I take it you are working on scientific lines¢—7Yes, I stress that
particularly, because we put in some hours of the day at the books.

21. Mr. Powdrell.] Do vou milk by hand or by machine?—By haund. T started with the
machine when | had cighty cows, but T would never go back to the machine again. My cows are
milked three times a day, and three of us are milkers. We milk at 5 o’clock in the morning,
tl’Leln }n the afternoon, and again at 9 o’clock at night, going to bed at about half past 11 or 12
o’clock.

22. Do you go to church on Sundays?—Yes. It is only one hour of recreation, and I let the
cowg and turnips go for that period.

23. Do you and your family go to the pictures ?—Never. I have not been five times in my life.

24. Every penny you get is a prisoner, only vou do not get enough of themn?—VYes, and I do
not drink or smoke.

25, Mr. J. B. Hamalton.] 1 suppose most of the moncy the farmer Las he has saved up —Yes.

A. W. Pacu examined. (No. 15.)

L. The Clevirman.] Your full nane, Mr. Page #—Arthur William Page.

2. Your occupation i—>Master grocer.

3. And your address —Auckland.

4. I understand you wish to make an additional statement, on behalf of the Retailers’ Associa-
tion, bearing upon Mr. Bennett’s evidence this morning ?—VYes, sir. I wish to apologise for
Mr. Bennett’s absence this afternoon, but, unfortunately, he had another engagement which has
prevented him coming. But we have gone carefully into the matter, and we think that possibly
lie may have left some niisconception in the minds of some of the gentlemen of this Committee in
regard Lo the question of retailing butter. Oun thinking over Mr. Bennett’s evidence we cawmc
to the conclusion that possibly some of the gentlemen of this Comnittee may have thought that
we were anxious to discontinue the sale of butter unless we get a certain wmargin of profit out of
it. That is hardly the case. In Auekland every small shop-—and there is a large number of
them, provision shops an(l others—make a feature of retailing butter, and they very often cut
butter below the grocers’ prices. We would like to state that, although we are quite in accordance
with Mr. Bennett’s statement with regard to conditions genera]ly, we would like to make it
quite clear that in no case would we be satisfied to allow the retailing of butter to go out of the
hands of the retail grocers.

5. Mr. Bennett’s statement would not be in accordance with your wishes in that respect?—
No, not on that point. On that point he did not speak for the majority of the traders in the
Dominion; on that point he was only speaking for his own firm. We think it will be very detri-
niental to the trade if the retail sale of butter is taken away from the retail grocers. As Mr.
Bennett has stated, it is one-seventh of our trade, and it is a proportion which has to be carefully
safeguarded. We do not for a moment think that it will be possible to get working-expenses out
of it, but if we can get a proportion of the working-expenses we will be satisfied. T will not go
further into details, because Mr. Bennett has already given you the details this morning. My
associate here, Mr. Petrie, can give you further information. He is the manager of Messrs.
Smecton’s Linited, of Auckland. Thcy do a very large business, and have separate departments
for their different classes of trade, and they keep records and ﬁgures which allow definite analysis
to be made. Mr, Petric can give you definite information, because in one of their departments
they practically only deal with bacon, cheese, butter, and eggs. We hope that the information
we arc able to give will be useful to vou in coming to some solution of this matter. We know
it is a very large problem, and we trust that our evidence will be of value.

6. T suppose you have no suggestion to make to the Committee as to how the difference in the
price can be made up %—No, sir. That is a very large question. We are retailers, and we leave
that question to wiser heads than ours,

7. Myr. Hockly.] Do the retail grocers get their butter from the tactorxes in pats or in
bulk =—The majority buy from the factories in pound pats. A few of the larger grocers hLave
butter-pat-making machinery of their own, but there are not more than two or three of such firms
in Auckland. The major 1ty of the shops get their butter in pats.

8. Docs Mr. Bennett’s statement with respect to the 124 per cent. margin of profit for spot
cash and 15 per cent. for booking cover the whole lot i—VYes, it covers the whole market for butter.

9. Mr. J. R. Hamallon.] As a grocer, what do you think of the suggestion that tickets should
be given to poor prople who are not able to pay the current rate: how do you think that would
work %—Do you mean in the shape of ration tickets?

10. You can call them ration tickets, or any other kind of tickets you like?—Would not
that lead to confusion? EKverybody would want to gel the tickets. If Mrs., Jones found out that
Mrs. Brown was able to get butter cheaper with tickets she would want to get tickets also.
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11. The tickets would only be issued by the Government. The grocers would not have any-
thing to do with the issuing of the tickets }—I am afraid you would bring a hornet’s nest about
your shoulders. There would be coustant confusion arising. Mrs. Jones would want tickets
because Mrs. Brown had them.

12. But if anybody witlh, say, under £300 a year income was only allowed to have the tickets?
—1I do not think such a scherue would be workable.

13. But would not that be better than the Government having to subsidize all and sundry out
of the Consolidated Fund? It is estimnated that such tickets would mean a subsidy of only
£100,000, whereas to subsidize all and sundry would probably run into over a million ¢—I would
like to think further on that subject. I would not like to give an answer now. I am afraid it
would lead to endless confusion, and that it would not be a fair deal to the public.

14. It would save £80(),()00 or £900,000: would it not be worth trying ?—I am afraid that
such a preferential scheme would affect the purchasing-power of money, and that it would not he
werkable in other ways.  There would be endless confusion created. Tt does not appeal to me as
a feasible scheme at the present time.

156, Mr. Powdrell.] 1f people who have families and do not pay income-tax were given such
tickets, if they were entitled to get butter at a lower price fixed by the Government, would not that
be fairer than also giving the concession to others? Would not that be fairer, for instance, thau
giving such a concession to hotels, boardinghouses, and shipping companies  Would it not be
belter than giving the concession to the rich at the expense of the dairy-farmers or the taxpayers
of the country?—It might be worth considering, but, speaking of the richer classes, they would
pay it in other ways. It would be simply taking it out of one pocket and putting it into another.

16. Take, for instance, the Midland Hotel here: do you think the dairy-farmer should con-
tribute cheaper butter for the Midland Hotel with its high tarifi ¢—No, certainly not.

17. And the same thing applies to the steamers: do you think it is fair that the steamers
should get cheaper butter at the expense of the dairy-farmers—No.

I8 Mr. J. . Hamalton.] Do you think the grocers would be willing to help the Government in
a scheme of the kind I have mentioned, in order to try and make it workable %—Yes, T think yon
can rely upon the co-operation of the grocers in the matter.

19, It is worth considering %—It may be worth considering.

Ernpst Joserir Cagrwricar TuNNyoLirrr examined. (No. 16.)

The Charrman.] The Committee is desirous of obtaining evidence from the producer’s
point of view, and would you care to make a general statement as a farmer as to the cost of pro-
ducing butterfat? You sent in a statement to the Department some time agof—Yes. I might
mention that I started on my farm twenty years ago. The farm was a lease in perpetuity, and
my capital was only £130 at that time. I worked exceedingly hard, together with my family,
for a number of years to make both ends meet. Dairy-farming is the most unpopular branch
of farming. A man prefers to become a sheep-farmer or a meat-farmer in preference to dairy-
farming on account of the drudgery entailed, the long hours it is necessary to work, and being
always tied to the place. One hLas to be on the farm working seven days a week, night and morning.
However, I was in a more favourable position than other men who have come in later. The return
T produced for the Department will show what my farm has cost me for material, &e. The cost
of materials has gone up considerably since. I started milking by machine in September, 1915.
The price of benzine then was 18s. per case, but the next month the price went up to £1 ls. 3d.,
and during last year it has averaged practically £1 18s., and I have paid as high as £2 2s. 6d.
per case. That makes a considerable difference in the working-expenses. I shall be glad to answer
any questions that the Committee may desire to put to me.

2. According to your return the area of your farm is 80 acres?—Yes.

3. And you show the expenditure on the farm at £687 18s. 3d. 7—Yes.

4 And your receipts at £977 1s. 7d. -—Yes.

The value of the 80 acres of land you show at £2,122 7—Yes

6. Is that the price to-day, or when%-—~That is the value put down in the latest Government
valuation as the value of the lessee’s interest.

7. You are still holding the lease That sum applies almost wholly to 50 acres,
hecause 30 out of the 80 acres consists of a Maori lease with only a short time to run. T have no
capital value in the 30 acres, with the exception of about £150 if 1 wanted to sell the lease.

8. What would the B0 acres lease in perpetuity be worth to-day if sold on the open market I—
About twelve months ago some land on the same terms as mine sold for £110 per acre, and I conld
possibly get £130 or £140.

9. If you were buying that farm to-day or bought it last vear at that price you would not
be able to show a credit balance —No.

10. In order to get the £2,122 as the value of your land in your statement you have taken
the Government valuation of your interest in the lease !

11. You are in a much better position than the ordinary farmer because you got in years
ago —VYes.

12. But you have put your labour there ¢—7Yes.

13. Do you work on the farm yourself —No, my son is practically running the farm now,
and he has a hoy working with him. 1 do not take a hand in the actual milking, but that has
only been since last year when my son returned from the war. DPrevious to that 1 wor]xed

14, What do you estimate from a producer’s point of view that a farmer should earn in
wages per hour &—That varies. It depends on the p0s1t1011 the man is in. It is impossible to
state how much he earns. T think the Committee is beating the air by taking the evidence of
individual farmers. I think the only practical way to find out the real cost of production is for
the Government to buy a farm and run it themselves as a commercial concern, and then they would
find out by practical experience.

15. Do vou not think the indiivdual might run it much cheaper than the Government?—.

He may do.




I.—13. 40 [E. J. 0. TUNNYOLIFFE.

16. Mr. Hockly.] In what district is your farm?—At Aorangi Settlement, near Feilding.

17. You put down In your statement cultivation charges, including manure, sceds, and
wages, at £4 Ts. 6d., which means that you grow practically no artificial feed for the cows?—No,
only a little maize.

] L\". ’J.'hercforkevin that respeet you are in a very much better position than a great many other
dairy-farmers t—Yes.
~ I9. In the Waikato, where a farmer has to grow winter feed and does not depend on grass
for more than four months in the year, his cost of production would be materially higher than
vours —Yes, . ' i

20. With regard to wages, what do you base your estimate on—so-much an hour, or so-much
per week, or a year 3—1It is based on share milking,

1‘]21 1VVhat percentage of the gross returns do your share milkers get 9—I am paying the men
one-third.

22. But you find the benzine for running the machinery ¢—Yes, half.

23. Is that one-third of the milk alone or one-third of the milk, calves, and pigs—In another
respect we arce placed in a more favourable position, hecanse we are manufacturing casein as
well ag butterfat.,  The man has half of any calves after rearing a few heifers for me, and half
the skin-money, ‘ .

24. You stated that you thought the Committee was beating the air in calling evidence of
this nature: is that owing to the fact that conditions vary so materially, not only from district
to district but also from farm to farm, that the individual expericnce of particular farmers cannot
he of very much benefit to this Committee —VYes, T think that is so.

25. Would you agree that any statement made by Mr. Singleton, the head of the Dairy
Division, who is a practical man, would be of more bencfit to the Committee than the evidence
and cxperience of individual farmers?—I would not sav it would be, but it may possibly be. I
do not think you could get at the cost of production until yon had, as I have said, practically
demonstrated it on your own account.,

26. Mr. Powdrell.] In connection with the share milking, do you give the man any propor-
tion of the £27 3s. 7d. for calves %—VYes, half of it.

27. We are interested in vour return because vou sayv the cost of production is 1s. 3d. per
pound of butterfat. Yon show that your butterfat at 1s. 10d. works out at £922 18s., and
two-fifths to the share milker shows that vou paid to themt £371 16s.; then vou have wages and
cultivation charges put down at £228. How do you account for ilie disecrepancy between what you
have shown and what you get out of the milk 2-—T give less than one-third.

28. You have not asscssed the Governiment interest in vour land at all—you have only assessed
the lessee’s interest I—Yes.

29. Do you think that is a fair thing in arriving at the cost of production? If you had
land worth £100 an acre to-day and vou could sell it at £100 and get 6 per cent. on that value,
would vou not consider that was the price you should put in the balance-shect in arriving at the
cost of production of buiterfat?—That is a question for the Committee to determine. That is
liow T have reckoned it out.

30. Mr. J. R. lHamilton.] You say you think the Government would arrive at a more aceurate
idea of the cost of production if they had a farin; but, seeing that the conditions vary considerably
throughout New Zealand, it would depend upon where that farm was situated 7—VYes.

31. In the South Island the value of the land is worth about £35 an acre?—VYes.

32. And in the North Tsland about £100%—Yes. The whole question resolves itself into this:
unless the Government adopt the policy that no produce will go out of New Zealand until a
sufficient quantity remains in New Zealand—and they have no justification for singling out one
particular product and saying that shall sell at a certain price—it is not necessary to go into the
question of production.

33. We have to try and arrive at what is a fair cost of production !—Yes.

34, You adinit that your cost of production is a little low as compared with others?—
Yes.  There is one little error in my statement in regard to wages. The statement was made up
in a hurry in reply to a request to me to send in a return. I went through it, and there was less
put down for benzine than there should be. Tf the proper figures were put down the £292 should
he a little over £300, making a difference of about £30 more for cost of production than is shown
in the statement.

35. The point is that the cost of your production has come out so much lower than that of
the averagei—-The fizares I have shown ipdicate practically the real position. 1 worked out the
cost of production at nearly ls. Bd. per pound.

36. Mr. Powdrell.] That is not allowing for the present value of the land?%—Not allowing the
full market value, no.

37. Mr. McCombs.| Do you wish to put in an amended balance-sheet? Tf you did, what would
be the expenditure then—you have £687 down now —1I have not the exact figures with me now,
but I could send them to the Committee. }

38. Even with an amended balance-sheet you still make your cost of production ls. Bd. per
pound - —Yes, or a fraction over. )

39. We have had lower returns than yours produced before the Committee showing the cost
of production at ls. 1d. aud ls. 4d. in other districts: how would you account for that—because
they got their land at a reasonable rate?—I should think so; or it might arise from the fact
that some men do not want so much interest on their capital.

40. In your opinion how arc the land-values determined—by the price of the produce)?——
They are determined, in my opinion, by the price of the produce obtained from them in the first

place.
: 41. Then if in the war period high prices were received for produc? because of famine con-
ditions obtaining in Furope, do you consider it fair to t'he consumer in New Zealand that he
should have to continue to pay the high prices so that the inflated value of land might continue?
—I do not sce there is any way out of it under the present conditions while we are depending on

the world’s market for the sale of our produce.
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4'2. It resolves itself into this: that if butter was ls. 9d. for export, or ls. 3d., it could be
sold for Is. 3d. herc?—Ceortainly; if vou arc going to take up the stand that while butter is
2%. 6d. per pound in Lngland we should sell it for Is. 6d. here, then when butter-prices fall the
Government would be legicallv bound to keep it up to s, 6d. here.

43. Dairying would still he carried on if batter fell to 1s. 6d. per pound, aud things would
halanecc themselvcslup and land-values would come back to normal-—Yes; but that also affects
o‘ther produce.  Of course, butter has been controlled recently, and we have in our district a
(;hn;? factory which has not been controlled, and the farmers in our district have been going to
}.;:: (11134?(0 factvory, where they could get a higher price for their hutterfat. If the price of butter-
fat. does not go up the same as cheese, the tendency will be for the producers to go ont of butter
into other products to get the best return.

44. The swn and substance of it is this: that the dairy-farmers can get a certain price for
export, and what justification has the Government or the Committee to say they should not be
treated the same s any other producer in the Dominion, up to a pointf—VYes.

45, Aud all this price-chasing so far as the cost is concerned is all moonshine$—That is my
opinion. ~
46. Mr. Powdrell.] Do the farmers have to work overtime—that is, before 8 in the morning and
after H at night 3—7VYes.

47. And on Sundays?—Yes. The farmer is in the position that he has to be there morning
and night.  He could get away in the middle of the day very often.

48. What time do you start in the morning I—The men start about 6 o’clock, and finish about
half-past 6 or 7 at night,

49. And work on all holidays and Sundays?—Yes. They do not work all the day—they have
an interval between.

50. Mr. Kellett.| How many Lours a day would they work?—The hours they actually work
would be about nine hours a day.

51. Mr. Powdrell.] Do you consider it would be right and reasonable that those working in
the dairy industry should have equal rates of pay with the waterside workers, and do you consider
the work of milking by hand is as hard as the work performed by waterside workers?—I do not
mind answering the question, but I do fot think it has any bearing. As to whether the farmer
should have the same puy as the waterside worker, 1 think most farmers make more pay than the
waterside worker.

H2. That is, the man milking the cows?—In the case of the share milker and the working
farmer, possibly they do not get the same for the same number of hours, but 1 think every one 18
entitled to the same rate of pay supposing they are working under the same conditions.

53, You consider that the farmer milking the cows and the owner are entitled to the same
rate of pay as the freezing-works hands who get 15s. 10d. a day for pasting labels and painting
ting -—Yes, | should think so.

54. And if the workers on the wharf are getting 4s. 4d. per hour overtime on Saturdays and
5s. per hour on Suudays, would you consider it reasonable that a farmer should have the same
rate of wages!—That is a difficult question to answer.

5%. Do you sce any reason why he should not have the same rate of pay?—There is a difference
in this respect: that the farmer in many cases is working for himself, and he pleases himself
whether he wishes to work overtime or not, but he is not working for a private employer the same
as the waterside worker would be.

56. Is there any reason why the farmer with the practical knowledge—and you will admit
he has more knowledge than the waterside worker—should work on Sundays and holidays at
lesser rates of pay +—No, he should not,

57. The Chairman.] The return from Mr. Singleton shows that in 1914 the farmer’s average
wage was 8d. per hour, and in 1920 it is 1s.: do you think that is a reasonable wage for a farmer
to earn @—No, I should think it is a very small wage.

5. You say emphatically that you think the farmer should receive the world’s market price
for his hutter T have already stated that, T think,

59. One witness said that the farmers were patriotic enough to sell their butter at a low price
irvespective of the world’s market price : what do you say about that %1 do not think he is.

60. You think e is entitled to the world’s price!—Yes, certainly. While you maintain the
present svstem of production for profit a man is entitled to get all he can out of it.

61. Well, taking vour own farm to-day at the price that you say you could sell it at, if you
were to take the full value of that farm and invest it at 6 per cent. and then take a job working
as a labourer, if vou like, would you be better off than working on the farm {—I might be making
more money, but I do not know that T would enjoy life any better.

62. Do vou think vou would be better off? Supposing your farm is worth £5,000 or £6,000,
at 6 per cent. that would give you a decent income for a start. Would you be better off with wages
at the present price —T am not inclined to take that on myself.

63. You arc not working the farm!—My present life suits me better.

64. But if yon were working there, do you think you would be better off if you invested your

money and wenf out to work at present prices —No, I have not thought that way or 1 should have

done it, and T have had any ainount of temptations to do that sort of thing.

65. Supposing vou sold your farm at to-day’s price, and seeing you agreed in answer to a
question from one of the members of the Committee that the price of the produce would regulate
the price of the land and bring the value back. if vou sold on to-day’s prices it would necessarily
follow, if hulter fell next year, that the man you sold to could not make ends meet 7—Yes, that is so,

Perrr HansEN examined. (No. 17.)
1. The Chairman.] You are a farmer residing at Awahuri{—Yes.
9. Tn response to a request from the Agricultural Department you prepared o statement of
in connection with your farm of 62 acres?—7VYes.

3. 1 understanidd vou took the Government valuation of £100 as the value of your farm per
acro?—Yes. One of the scctions I bought ten years ago. I have two sections totalling 62 acres—
one 374 acres, one 24} acres. Since T sent the first return in I have made out another halance-
sheet, but the one I sent in first I made out on the Government valuation,

6—1. 13.

receipts and expenditure
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1. You have in your statement the land at £100 per acre: is that to-day’s value or the value
three vears ago b—It i not the selling-value of the Luud to-day.

5. What would be the selling-value of the land to-day with the buildings?—I lived on the
farm for lwenty years and made 1t my home. Other land in the district is sclling at from £120
to £150 per acre.

6. What would you estimate your land to be worth?—I do not know, but I suppose anything
from £100 to £150. I would have no trouble in getting £150.

7. You have in your return put you capital account down as £7,060?—That is including the
value of the land and stock,

8. The expenditure works out at £741, and the receipts at £6791—Yes.

9. You show that on last year’s working you were working at a loss?—Yes, if I allow any
wages for myself and interest on my money.

10. You say you made out another stutement?—VYes, the only difference is in the value of the
land. I have taken the value of the land in the other statement at £100 an acre. I allowed
nothing for my house in the first statement.

11. Tu this new statement you show that your annual expenditurc is £660 and the receipts
£759 7—That is so,

12. Taking into consideration the rights of the people living in a country like New Zealand,
which is producing so much butter and cheese, do you think the farmer is entitled to the world’s
market price for butter —I think so.

3. What hours does the average farmer work 9—I work eleven hours a day on an average.

14. Have you cousidered what a fair rate per hour would be for what you do?—1s. 6d. per
hour, which would run out at about £300 a year,

15. That is not giving you overtinie for Sundays?—No, there is no overtime rate allowed for.

16. Mr. Powdrell] But you do not do the whole of your milking yourself 7—I have one man
employed, and sonietinies my boys assist.

17, The Chairman.] What do you pay a man per week to-day?—I reckon £2 a week and £1
for his keep; but you cannot get a man for that now. :

18. What would it be in 1914 ?—Before the war I paid £1 10s.

19. Do vou think if you sold your property, taking what you could get for it to-day, and
invested the money at interest and went out to work you would be better off 7—Yes, I would be
hetter off.

20. Mr. Powdrell.] You show a loss in your balance-sheet when you have only allowed £10H4
for wages and keep of one man, and nothing for your son and vourself, but you think that for the
hours you work you should be entitled to £400 for it %—1I consider so; at the rate of Ts. 6d, an hour
for myself and a quarter of that for my son.

21. Do you think the farmer and his son are worth as much wages as the waterside worker ¢—
I do not know. We have no say in the rate for the waterside worker

22. Do you think your work is worth as inuch?—I certainly think we work longer hours under
more disagreeable conditions, wet and dry. The farmer has to be up early in the morning no
matter what the condition of the weather.

23. The casual workers in the freezing-works receive 15s. 104d. per day for unskilled work.
Do you think the farmer is entitled to as much as those men who are sticking on labels and painting
tins?—VYes, I think so.

24. What time do you start work in the morning?—I get up at 5 o’clock and start work at
halt past 5.

2h. And do yon work on Sundays and holidays?—Yes. 1 reckon the Sunday work amounts
to at least seven hours.

26. How long do you consider your herd is in milk-—ten months{—Practically ten months.
There are always some in all the year round. There are less in the winter-time, but there arc
other things to do on the farm hesides milking.

27. How many cows have you on your place?—Thirty cows. I have a machine, but I milk
by hand yet.

28. Mr. Kellett.] Do you put the whole of your time into the industry —Yes.

29. How do you live, then —If yon allow yourself interest on your capital there is nothing
left for wages. :

30. T am speaking as o city man, and some of the statements produced show a loss up to £100
a vear, practically proving that you are actually losing money. If that is so, how do you live?—
It you allow 1s. 6d. an hour it comes to £300 a year.

31. Can you live on 1s. 6d. an hour —You have to. I was for seven years ‘‘ baching ”’ and
milking, so a man had a pretty hard time of it.

32. You put your wages down at Is. 6d. an hour?—VYes. .

33. How many have to live on that?—There is £300 a year allowed for myself and £100 for
my son. If you allow interest on the eapital in the farm, which T consider a man is entitled to
after twenty vears’ hard work, then you can charge no wages.

34. You put yourself and one boy down at £400 a year?—Yes, £300 for myself and £100 for
my son, i
35. Mr. Atmore.] What was the value of the land when you took it up first —One section was
a Government lease at 15s. 6. an acre. That is twenty years ago. I have put twenty years’ hard
work into that, and it is valued at £100 to-day. I have the right of the freehold.

36. That has gone up about £80 an acre?—VYes.

37. When talking of making a loss, should you not consider the increased value of the land as
part of your income?—That is where a man’s savings come in. That is all he has got to show for
his hard work : it is in the value of the land. It has increased from £15 an acre to £100 an acre.

38, Mr. Powdrell.] Have you put any improvements on the land —There were no buildings
on the land when I took it up. ’

39. What was the state of the land when you took it up?—-Tt was all stumps. It was an
estate the Government bought and subdivided. It was previously the Saunders Estate.

40. Was there any drainage on the land —No. o

41. What buildings did you put ou the land?—An eight-roomed house and outhuildings.

42. How much liave you spent on the land and buildings #—1 valued the house at £800 without
the outbuildings, and therc is an engine-room and trap-shed,
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13, About £1,200 worth of buildings?—VYes.

44. On how many acres?—On 62 acres.

45, That is over £20 an acre in improvements for buildings alone?—Yes.

46. Without fencing, draining, or stumping ?—VYes,

47. That rise in the value of the land is not wholly profit%—I do not think so.

3. There is some of your Iabour gone into that land during those years?—There is the whole
of my lebour.

49. Which you have not been paid for?—No; that is where 1 consider my labour and savings
are, in the value of the land.

50, Mr. McCombs.] In the statement you furnished the Committce you show the cost of pro-
ducing butterfat is 3s. 3d. and the revenue received 1s. 93d. You would therefore be losing in
the year on the whole of your production Is. 6d. per pound?—1 have not worked it out that way.

51. You have been losing 1s. 6d. per pound during the year on the basis of £100 per acre
valuation. How do you expecet the man who comes in and pays £100 for the land to make a living ¢
—1I myself think the value is too high. ) ’

52. Then the value of the land is not worth £100%—1 would not like to pay £150 an acre
and work it. A man would be making a slave of himself,

B3, Then your land is not worth that#—I do not know. It is what vou can get for it.

54, You paid £15 an acre+—For some of it, and for the other section I paid £50 an acre.

53, After making all allowance for improvements, you would still be making a profit on the
Land of £4,0009—That 1s if I sold 1t at £100 an acre.

56, 1f you sold it at the figure on which you base your balance-sheet i—Yes,

57. You tell the Committee that you have a farm showing a loss of 1s. 6d. on every pound of
butterfat you produce, and it is based on the valuation you put it down at?—I do not know that
that 18 a question for me to answer.

h8. The Committee wants to be convineed of all the items in your balance-shect, and among
the items is 62 acres of land at £100 per acre?—Yes. .

59. That relates to the largest item, and interest on thal at 6 per cent. is the largest item of
expenditure.  If you cannot justify the first item in your balance-sheet on the expenditure side,
vour balance-sheet is not worth much 9—If I had a mortgage on it I would have to pay 6 per cent.

60. 1 am not objecting to the 6 per cent., but to the valuation —1I have put down the Govern-
ment valuation, and 1 am entitled to that plus 10 per cent. The butter people are the worst paid
of the dairv-farmers in the community. In our district we are up against the Glaxo factory on
the one side, and there is a cheesc-factory a mile and a half from the butter-factory. Unless the
suppliers can gel a reasonable price they are determined to supply ecither the Glaxo factory or the
cheese-factory.  We find great difficulty in holding our suppliers together in the factory, and I have
no hesitation in saying that if the Government continue to restrict the price of butter, butter will
wet scarcer instead of more plentiful. The Govermment return for the year 1916 showed there
were 17,000 tons of butter cxported, and the following year a drop to 11,000 tous. It can be
proved that those people went from butter to cheese because it was a better paying proposition,
and there hias not been the restriction placed on cheese that we have had placed on butter during the
last four or five years. In my district there is only one other factory making butter, and when
I went there twenty years ago they were all making butter, but have gone into the manufacture of
cheese.  The factory I am connected with will have to seriously consider going into cheese. If
people are going to get 6d. and 9d. per pound more on butterfat for cheese, no one can expect
them to supply for butter.

61. The Chairmasn.] The Counuittee pretty well understand that position $—VYes.

62. Mr. MeCombs.| Every member of the Committee is exceedingly sympathetic with the
butter-producer and wants to see that Le gets a fair deal, but the particular point is, is not the
butter-producer not getting a fair deal not because of the restriction of price but because of the
ouirageous price he 1s expected to pay for lund: is not that the whole difficulty #—VYes.

63. Is not that why his wife and children and himself have to slave and grind to make a living !
~—Yes; and not only that, but the people will turn the butterfat into Glaxo if they can see more
money in it,

64. Lhe Chairman.] What Mr. McCombs neans is that the man who is now going on the land
buys it at an cohanced price?—Yes. I know a farm in my own district which changed hands at
£150 an acre. :

65. Mr. J. B, Hamilton.] 1 suppose you admit that the high price of land has got absolutely
nothing to do with the price of butter 7—If the growing of meat or wool paid better, naturally
the people would go into wool or meat, but of course we have only small holdings.

66. You admit that the price of butter, like wheat, and cheese, and cverything else, is regu-
lated by the law of supply and demand on the world’s market i—VYes,

67. And that the price of land has nothing to do with the fixing of the price of produce?—
There is & world’s searcity of butter.

68. You will admit that probably in three years’ time the law of supply and demand will
probably make butter unsaleable, and you may have to accept Is. per pound for it 9—Certainly.

69, Aud the farmer will have to put up with the consequences #—Yes, and I do not think any-
one would subsidize us in connection with the loss. '

70. Then vou will admit that a farmer in making up his profits has to consider them over
a number of :ve:u's, hecause the fluctuations in prices one year might result in his making a
good thing and in another year he may make nothing —That is so. ‘

71. Therefore the farmer has got to throw his profit over a great number of years in order to
arrive at an average of what he is making per year ?—VYes, _

79. He caunot take any particular year, because the price of produce may be high that year
and low the next vear —VYes, and the climatic conditions may materially affect his returns.

73. Mr. Atmore.] Does the price of butter or other produce fix the price of land, in your
opinion?—I think so. 1t necessarily must. 1f a man found that the price of produce dropped,
I suppose the price of land would drop, too. ‘

74. The point is that the price of the produce off the land makes the value of the land %—VYes,
1 think so. . .

75, And it ix not the high price of land that makes the price of the butter high%—No, T think
it is the other way about. I have supplied butterfat at 8d. per pound when I started and had

to make ends meet.
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76. When sclling butter at 8d. pur pound the price of land was very muelt less —Yes; the land
£15 an acre, and cows returned £10 each u year gross; the value of the cow was £5.

77. And if butter went up from 8d. to ls., that would be reflected in the higher price of the
laud —VYes.

78. A man would put the money down and the quantity would be determined by what he
could get out of the land 9—VYes. ]

79. The Chairman.] Lt has been suggested to the Commiittee that the farmers under the present
conditions of high prices ruling in the Old Country ought to be patriotic and sell butter at the
old price. How would the farmers consider that?—I think the farmer would be quite agreeable
providing he could buy all his requirements at the old price too, but we have to pay present prices
for everything we waunt on the farm. Fencing-wirc is £70 as against £20. I would be quite
willing to go back to Is. per pound if I could buy all my requirements at the old priee.

80. As one connected with a factory, what would you suggest the Governmnt should do to
meet the price of butter for the people as a whole so that they could get butter at a reasonable
price: would you advocate an export tax #—On butter alone!

81. That is for you to say I—If you put an export tax on butter you would get less.

82. The farmers would all go in for cheese i—VYes, they would have to.

83. Then supposing there was an export tax on butter, cheese, wool, and meat, would you
favour that #—To my mind, it is rather a vicious way of putting extra taxation on the farmer. 1
think to take it out of the Consolidated Fund is a fair thing. It means that the wealthy man in
the town would reap the benefit at the expense of the poor man on the land.

84. If butter was sold at the present price of 1s. 9d. for the coming season, and the butter
was worth 2s. 10d. to the farmer, have you any idea what that is going to cost the country from
the Consolidated Fund? It would cost £1,100,000 for the requirements of the Dominion —VYes, at
least.

85. You think it ought to come out of the Consolidated Fund t—Personally, I think the fairest
thing is to put it on the market and let it take its course,

86. You think butter should take its place on the market and the people should pay the
price 9—VYes.

87. Mr. Powdrell.] Free trade in everything you are in favour of $—7Yes.

88. Mr. McCombs.| 1f the Government or the Committee thought of providing an equalization
fund by a percentage increase on land and income tax, then only those with incomes of over
£300 a year would have to contribute. Those with incomes of between £300 and £400
would have to contribute one-fifth of a penny in the pound—a mere bagatelle—and so there
would be a varying percentage rise, as we have in our income-tax. If you pursued that policy in
regard to land you would get all this money not only from the farmer who exports, but also from
the producer and the merchant in a steepening grade from £300 upwards. That would be bring-
ing into the Consolidated Fund a special tax for a special purpose—for the purpose of providing
an equalization fund. Supposing the Committee wanted to find an expedient for keeping down
the price of butter and had to consider that idea, how would that strike you —Would it only be
used to keep the price of butter down?

89. There would be a special levy of, say, 10 per cent on land-tax and income-tax to be used
as an equalization fund for whatever was kept down, butter or anything else, and the producer
should get the export price—Well, I understand that the Consolidated Ifund really consisted of
contributions from the wealthier class, so would it not come to the same thing?

90. No, you would make a special levy in addition, which would get over the objection of
levying on the Consolidated ¥und, which also consists of the Customs revenue, which is provided
by the whole of the peoplet—I take it it would be for the whole of the people.

91. Yes, and it would not matter then if the rich man did get his butter at 1s. 9d., he would
pay a little more in taxation ¢—7VYes, that is so.

92. Does that commend itself to you?-—1 had not had time to think that over, and I did not
expect that question to be put to me. Personally I do not think it is fair to put any more taxes
on the farmer. He has to pay land-tax and income-tax. My taxes have increased over 100 per
cent. this last season.

93. Mr. Hockly.] Would you agree if that was done that an equalization fund should also be
provided to compensate the farmer for extra prices he has to pay for all his commodities —It seems
fair it should be so.

94. Mr. Powdrell.] Would you favour the setting-aside of a sum yearly out of the Consoli-
dated Fund to compensate any cases of bankruptey or loss or hardship to meet the price of butter
if a fall takes place in the value of land #—It seems to me it would be justifiable. If the price of
produce comes down I do not see how the men who pay high prices for land are going to malke both
ends meeb,

95. The first thing will be that if there iz a fall in the price of land the farmer and his family
will have to work for nothing '—VYes.

96. Mr. J. R. Hamilton.] Do you not think it would be just as fair to put a tax on luxuries,
such as beer and other things, as to put it on the land—to put it on picture-shows and the like I—
I certainly think so—the farmer has to go without that sort of thing.

97. My. Aimore.] Mr. Powdrell asked you whether you did not think a fund should be esta-
blished to prevent farmers going baukrupt. Have vou known any farmer going bankrupt in your
district during the last five years?—I do not know that I could mention any.

98. You know all the persons farming there 4—VYes.

99. You have been there for twenty yeays?—VYes.

100. How many farmers have gone bankrupt in the last twenty years?—I do not know any
wlo have gone bankrupt, but that is not to say they are particularly well off. They have to make
ends mieet and cut their coat according to the cloth.

101. You stated that your taxes had doubled #—VYes, the land-tax.

Freperick Winniam Toomas examined. (No. 18))

1. The Chatrman.] What are you {——A farmer at Rototuna, Hamilton.
2. You are engaged in dairy-farming 9—VYes, exclusively.
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3. You have preparcd a statement of your receipts and expenditure in vonnection with the
production of butterfat —Yes. The statement is as follows :—

CAPITAL. £ £

Dairying arca—91} acres at £75 ... .. 6,862
Stock—1 bull at £31 31
38 milking-cows at £18 ... 634
12 yearlings at £4 48
15 calves at £2 ... 30
3 working-horses . 9b
12 pigs ... . 42

—_— 930

Plaut, milking-machines, scparator, faror implements 264

£8,046

Revinve axp Exresprrori, Yrar sNoiNg 30Tn June, 1920,

Bapendeture. £ £

Interest on capital at 6 per cent. ... 483
Iusurance, rates, and taxes 31
Benzine, oil, and rubbers 26
Loss of stock (one cow) ... Lo 18
Depreciation, 10 per cent. 93
Cultivation charges, including manures, uula and wages 98

— 749

Milking wages—

One cimmployee (including keep) 208
Owner at £5 per week 260

—_ 468
Cartage . 20
Food ])lllbhabcd for bt()blx b
Sundry expenses 45

—_ 70

£1,287

Reveirue. £ £

3,009 1b. butterfat at Is, Sd. . 27
Calves sold 44
Pigy sold 22
Value of farn- lnoducls wsed by tanul) 75

—_— 368

Loss ..o £419

4. You have put down the price of the 91§ acres at £70: is that the price of the land $—That
is the selling-value, but 1 could get £80 per acre for it to-day.

5. The statement you have produced shows a loss of £419 for the year?—Yes. 1 pay £3 a
week to an employee, and that includes £1 a week for his keep.

6. You put your own wages down, which would cover the fawily, at £260%—Yes. The only
rcason that T can live on the place is that I bought it in an unimproved btatu and worked it up.
My work has been put into the farm,

7. Mr. Powdrell.] The loss vou have shown is basing the land on the prcscnt day values?—
Yes; the interest on the capital value at 6 per cent. 1 put down at £483.

8. What did you give for the land I—£15 per acre.

9. What do you value it at now ¢—£75.

10. How many acres ?—91} acres.

11. The loss you set down about represents the rise in the value of the land: you would
just about pay yvour way if vou worked it out on the original value?—Yes. It was an unimproved
farm, and I had to fence it, drain it, and improve it. I have put my labour into it for the last
fifteen years.

12. Your cows return an average of 224 1b. of butterfat 3—Yes.

13. The Chairman.] Were vou always able to allow yourself £5 a week in wages when you took
up the farm?%—No; T think for the majority of the time I would not make £2 a week except for
the last few good years.

14. In regard to the price of butter, do you consider that the farmer should get all there
is in it on the world’s market 9—VYes, I certainly do.

15. Supposing butter had to continue to be sold at the present price, do you consider the
difference should be made up by an export tax?—I do not agree with an export tax. I believe in
the law of supply and demand re;,ulating the price of our produce

16. M»r. Powdrell.] That is, if there is a big thing in farming and big profits to be made, it 1s
open for every one to get the big profits %—Yes; let them go into farming and try it.

17. And you are quite w1111n;1 to ge s, T am quite willing to fake interest on my
money and get out. At present 1T work thirteun hours a day and have no holidays, and work
five hours on Sundavs. We have to be there to look after the cows even when we are not milking.

18. My, Hockly.] You are not allowing anything in your statement for interest or deprecia-
tion, and taking merely the receipts and expenditure your return at the end of the year was
£157, allowing yourself £5 a week wages for the family 2—Yes. T should like to say that T could
not live off the farm alone if T did not have other means.

O Me. Powdrell.] What hours do vou consider the milkers work on the farm, and yourself ?
—We start nilking at half past § in the morning and finish work at 7 at night, never taking a
full hour for meals.
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20." And you find something to do all the time from half past b till 7 p.m.%—VYes, and even
then cannot keep up with the work on the place.

21. Do you consider the people employed on a farm need to be as skilled or are as skilled as
the waterside worker or the casual hands employed in the freezing-works?—>Much more so. The
farm hand would be useless if he did not know more.

22. You think the men cmmployed on farms arc just as much entitled to get the same wage
ax the waterside worker or the freczing company’s casual hands%—Yes. They have dirtier work
to do, and in wet weather they have to go out and milk, and feed the calves and pigs, go to the
factory, and to possess a knowledge of stock. 'There is a lot more to learn in connection with
farming that there is about the work on the wharf. The milking and attending to the cattle
has to be done at regular hours.

23. Apparently you do not get much overtime for the hours you work —1It depends on what
you call overtime,.

24. 1 mean paynient for overtime —If you look at my balance-sheet you will see I am carrying
ou at a loss.

25. Mr. MeCommbs.] T am still up against that problem of how a going concern showing a loss
of £319 per annum can possibly be sold at the valuation alleged. On what basiy do people
buy land—do they pay the bigger the price the bigger the loss ’!—I suppose they are looking for-
ward to the time when we will get an open market. While the war was on our produce was taken
at a price, and we unanimously submitted to it because we thought we were helping our boys
at the front. Now the war is over I consider our produce should go on the open arket the
same as anybody clse’s.  Why should we be penalized as a body of men ? 7 1 cousider we work longer
and harder than other members of the community.

26. At what price did you produce butterfat in 1914—before the war?—We were getting
about ls. 1d., and we were better off than we are at the present time.

27. And during the war period, what pricet—About Is. 73d. or ls. 8d. per poumd. It
went up gradually, and very slowly at first.

28. When you make a loss at 1s, 8d., which was 73d. more than you were getting in pre-war
days, where did the extra expense come in—To begin with, all that we required on the farm
jumped up by leaps and bounds. Articles such as wire, iron, and paint went up enormously.
A neighbour of miue painted his house the other day at a cost of £100, and before the war I
painted one for £22. For four bolts I had to pay 9s. 6d., and I could have got them before the
war for 4d. ’

29. Do you think the farmers generallv anticipated a rise in 1916, and that this year the
export price of butter would be 2s. 6d.9—They did not anticipate anything. We were fighting
and struggling on, hoping for the best.  We did not know but what the Germans would not
be here now.

30. Then you did not continue the loss of £419 per annum in the anticipation of a rise in
the near future —We were hanging on. If vou arc on the land you are tied there, and we appear
to be at the mercy of the unionists.

31. Do you not think your disability was the disability of the high land-values—Certainly
the land-value has gone up, but why 1 do not know. I suppose they reckoned that when we got
an open market lhcrc would be a scarcity of food all over the world, and the price of produce
would go up.

32. Mr. Powdrell.] Is it not a fact that the high price ruling for land is due oftentimes to
the opportunity given by the seller of the land to the purchaser to get on the land with very little
vapital t—Very often.

33. And due to a false idea that there is a fortune in dairying ¢—1 believe that is so. The
purchasers are let in on too small a deposit People get in thinking it is a good thing, but they
fall in. Many of the returned soldiers going on the land are going to be off 1t in cighteen months.
If they have no capital they go on improved farms at £50 an acrc. They lose the little Imoney
thev have got, and will have to come out with nothing. There is nothing surer. I have been
farming all my life and know what I am talking about.

34. You think that the returned soldier going on the land with no labour except at the present
prices will not be able to make a do of it?—He cannot unless we get 2s. 8d. for butterfat. He
will l)e off the land in eighteen months. '

Mr. J. B. llamalton.] 1t is generally admitted that what the average farmer makes goes
into the land %—VYes, that is his bank. He has very little in the other bank.

_ 36. It is his life-work which goes into the land, and all he gets out of it during the vears
he has been on it is his keep 9—7Yes, that is practically all, and he looks to the land going up in
value to give him what he has to give to his children.

37. The increase in the value of the land is practically all the farmers are making out of
the land —Yes ; most of them have an overdraft at the bank.

38. You will admit that in a great many cases, as your statement shows, a man has to throw
in his own labour or not get interest back on the capital invested I—VYes.

39. And if he gets interest on his capital invested he gets nothing for his labour —That is
exactly as I stand. If T got interest on my capital T would get nothing for myself. I made myv
Place. T bought in a cheap market, and my labour is in the farm. 1f I got interest on my capital
I would have no wages.  If I sold out and did nothing I would get a better living by investing
my capital than T am getting at the present time with working thirteen hours a day.

40. The Chatrman.} You would have accumulated your labour in the past and got it in one
sum —VYes.

41. Mr. Powdrell.] Do you go to the pictures with your family?—Never. I do not believe
in them.

42. Do you go to races?—No, I have never had a bet in my life. I take an interest in public
life ancl am conncoted with three public bodies. T enjoy public life, and like to sec my children geb
a good education and learn music.

43. Mr. J. R. Hamilton.] T suppose the reason why the farmer accumulates money is because
lie lives cheaply and does not spend his money%—VYes. I grow the potatoes and vegetables that
I require to keep myself employed during the milking, and also kill my own meat. I also buy
store sheep and keep them till they are fat. T can live at half the rate that the people in the
towns live, and I live as well and better than the people in the towns,

44. It does not cost so much for pocket-money for the man on the farm as for the man in
the town %—No. ‘
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Arnruep Coomss Brackmonrn examined. (No. 19.)
L. The Chairman.] What are youl—A farmer at Rototuna.,
2. You have forwarded to the Committee a statement of your receipts and expenditure -and
the capital 1 your farm $—Yes.  The statement ig as follows :—

CAPITAL. £ £

50 acres dairying-area at £90 ... 4,500
I bull at £25 .. 25
25 cows at £20 .. . H0o
2 yearlings at £15 30
2 dry cows at £18 - ... 36
1 working-horse 20
b pigs at £8 ... 40

— 651

Plough, milking-machines, trap, farm implements ... 300

£5,451

Ruvenug axnp Exewnpirvne, Yoaw mxoen 30T Jone, 1920,

Expenditure., ' £ £

Interest on capital invested at 6 per cent. ... 327
Insurance, rates, and taxes 15
Benzine, oil, rubbers 43
Loss of stock (one horse) ... 30
Depreciation at 10 per cent. on stock 6h
Wages 206
Manures and seed 76
Cartage of cream L 21
Sundry charges . . 68

— 851

Revenue. i

6,704 1b. butterfat at 1s. 83d. b72
Calves sold 16
Pigs sold B . 64
Value of farm products ... 40

o 692

Loss .. £159

3. You have put down the value of the 50 acres at £90 per acre: is that the price vou paid
for it 7—That is the price I refused.

4. When did you buy it 1—1T1 paid £3% an acre for it six years ago.

5. Your loss on the vear vou put down at £159%—Yes, My son works the place with me, and
that inclutles the wages. '

6. What about your own wages%—I amn not working on the place. The wages are put down
tfor thirteen hours a day and seven days a week. My work takes me amongst hundreds of farmers,
and I find that, generally speaking, Sunday is set aside for overhauling the milking-machines.
The average farmer has not the time to put too much work into those things during the week, and
he gives them a general clean-up on the Sunday. My son runs the farm and works thirteen hours
a day, and on Sunday for seven hours.

7. Mr. Powdrell.] There are twenty-five cows and only one man on the farm #—VYes.

8 Mr. Hockly.] You put down the butterfat at 268 lb on the average 1—Yes.

The Chairman.] Have you a special breed of ¢ Jersey.

10 Mr. Hockly.] Does the one boy millk the whole 1wcnlv five cows %—Yes, the whole lot.

11. And does he do all the rest of the work on the farm —Yes, everything.,

12. My, Powdrell.] You have charged interest on capital, 58327, and £206 wages for your
son, a total of £533, and yon have shown a loss of £159. If you take that £159 away it leaves
£374.  So that you either do not get full interest on your capital, which is £327, or else you work
for no wages?%—I would absolutely not be able to work it at all unless 1 counted interést on the
£90 per acre. If I got in on to-day’s prices I would not be able to do it. T am able to carry on
because I bought at £32 an acre. I would not be able to do it otherwise. My results are much
above the average from my herd, and if I only had the average herd I would be in a worse
position,

13. T you charge anything for labour you get nothing for interest, and wice werse?—Yes.
People say, ‘¢ Well, why don’t you sell out?’” but T would have to go somewhere else. A farmer’s
son gets no commercial education, and he has to be a farmer. A lot of the labourers who are
share milkers very often get a farm themselves, and they have to go on and cannot get out of it,
"Their only bank is the increase in the value of the land.

14. Mr. McCombs. ] How do you think that man was going to get on if you had accepted the
£90 which he offered, seeing that you show a loss Of £159 and only pay £206 in wages I—It would
be impossible for him to make a do of it on last year’s price of butterfat.

15. Mr. Kellett.] And yet there are hundreds going on the land%—I do not know how they
are doing it. If a man goes on it he will be out of it in eighteen months. T do n.ot see how he
can do it.

16. Mr. Hockly.] An extra ls. per pound on butterfat would give you £330 more of a return?
—Yes. The farmer is, generally speaking, living from hand to mouth.

17. Mr. 7|11(/om/m] The farmers are all making a loss under the cxisting conditions, and
yet expecting to sell their land at a profit —The cost of prodnetion has gone up in some cases
200 per cent.  Basic slag has gone up tremendously, and the land must go up in sympathy with
the increase in the price of commodities.
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18. Then, because the cost of working the land is more than ever before, the value of the
land must go up +—1T cannot sce anything else for it myself : that is iy idea.

19. Tt secems to me that the value of the land should only go up in proportion to the net return,
and not in proportion to the losses wade beecause of the increase in the cost of working it?%—
We could alford to let the land come down in value if the cost of production cane (lown We
were far Detter off with butterfat at 1s. and 1s. 1d. per pound and land at £32 per acre than
I would be with butter at 2s. 6. now and land at £92 per acre.

20. You are now working at a loss by charging the value of the land now —Yes; that is the
only way 1 an existing, by the cheap land.

21. The Chairman.] You could have got that price for your land at last season’s price of
lmtfor ?—ch

. Mr. Powdrell.| When you put manure on the land costing £15 10s. you contend that the
land is more valuable on that account?—Yes, it is ahsolutely eq\entml You could not get the
returns if you did not put it on. You wonld have less production, and that would put up the
cost of the finished article.

J. Jamieson examined. (No. 20.)

1. The Chatrman.] Your full name, Mr. Jamieson ¢—James Jamieson,

2. Your occupation ¢—Dairy-farmer.

3. And your address —Horotiu.

4. Will you make a statement to the Committee —7Yes, sir. T have all the books here in
connection with my small farm, which I have been running since 1912. This is my bank-book.
All sums 1 have received 1 have passed through the bank, and everything that has been spent [
have drawn out from the bank. I have not handled a penny in cash. This bank-book goes back
to the 21st October, 1914 : that shows the carefulness with which I have kept my books. Now,
I have herc another book which gives the particulars of my receipts and expenditure for last
vear. That is for the year ending 30th June last. [ will now read out my receipts. My receipts
were: Cash for butterfat for 1919-20 season, £701 8. 6d.; stock sold, £283; bacon sold, £6;
bonus for butterfat still owing, £20. Those are my receipts, and they amount to £1,010 8s. 6d.
My expenditure was as follows: Wages paid for year, £158 1bs. 6d.; fire insurance on buildings,
£4 Bs. 6d.; fire insurance on mortgage-deeds, £1 Tls. 11d.; accident insurance, 18s.; rates,
£27 Bs. 9d.; interest on £2,923 at 6 per cent. and £80 at 5 per cent., £180 4s.; seed to renew
15 acres of grass land, £40; feed bought for stock, £50; manure, £89 10s.; cement, £1 Ts.;
crcam-cartage, £17 s, 9d.; railway freight on manure and goods, £9 10s.; share deduction,
£13; three cows drowned in drain, £b4; iron for roof of shed tree fell on, £9; horse-shoeing
two horses, £6; separator-oil, &e., £1 Bs.; disinfectants for cow-shed, 10s.; repairs to spring
cart, gig, and har ness, £11 11s.; land and income tax, £11 1bs. 4d.; 100 fencing-posts, £6 10s.;
300 battcns £2 14s.; 3cewt. wire, £10 16s.; 12 1b. staples Ts.; tlmber for two gates, £1 10s.;
hinges, 1ds.; breakages, three axe-handles, 9s.; two shovel- hand]es, Ts.; steam-boiler certificate,
108, ; cow-(lrenches, £1 12¢.; three bass and cane vard-brooms, 19s, 6d.; 1 gallon Burge’s paint,
£1 10s.; wsixteen rolls pape £2 8s.; savings-bank amount to K. Allen. £T7 Ts.; expenses to
Auclxland re mortgage, £2 l()s ; valuation fee to G. Hyde, £5 5s.; service of two mares, £8;
six heifers, £106. That gives a total expenditure of £846 1s, ]ld which leaves a balance of
£164 6s. 7d.

5. You have an item here, ‘‘ Interest on £2,923 at 6 per cent. and £80 at b per cent.”” : what
ix that —That is the mortgage on my property.

6. What does the mortgage work out at per acre?—£16 12s., £17 10s. being the purchase
[il'lOC.

. What is the value of your farm to-day I—Aceording to the selling-values of the farms around
me 1t 1% hetween £50 and £60 an acre.
. Over £50 an acre?—Yes. The farm adjoining me was sold for £52 an acre only the other
day.

9. What is the area —181 acres.

10, What is the total amount of your mortgage —£3,003.

11. The figures you have read out to us are your actual returns for the year —VYes.

12. The position is that you have merely charged interest on vour mortgage of £3,003 for
the 181 acres of land, which originally cost you £17 10s. per acre, and which is worth to-day
between £50 and 60 an acre 1—Yes.

13. There is an item here, £158 15s. 6d. for wages: what wages does that refer to?—That
is for the men I employved in breaking up ground, clearing rushes, blackberry, &e., repairing
fences, and doing farm labour generally. That does not include anything for milking. T do not
pay an}lmdv to help with the milking.

14, And all these items of prendltnre deducted from the receipts leaves a balance of £164
6s. 7d. 2—VYes, that is so.  But there are some other amounts which T owe. ‘

15. That represents the wages of yourself, your wife, and vour children —VYes.

16. How old are vour children —1 have a hoy seventeen years and a girl eighteen and a half
vears who assist me.

17. How many cows are you milking —1I have fifty-five cows for this coming season. I had
forty-one cows last season. The average per cow was 185 Ih. butterfat.

18. What hours do vou work: do vou work any overtime?—Well, T do not know whether
vou would call it overtime, but mlmcdlatd\ it is davllgllt I am into my clothes, and I never know
what it is to sit down to my tea without a lamp, neither I, nor my wife, nor the two children T
have mentioned. I have cleven children altogether. Tt has just about ruined my wife’s health,
and my cldest daughfor s health, and my own.

19. How long it is since vou took up this farm —Tight years.

20. Have you had any cpportunity of selling it 1 may tell you that T have lately had an
offer of £53 an acre for the property, and T refused it, becanse T could not see how T could expeet
any man to pay interest on that amount when T could not make it myself.
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21. Supposing you sold your farm—never mind the other fellow—supposing you sold your
tarm at that price, and lived on the interest, would you not be much better off than you are now !
—Absolutely. I would have more leisure.

22. Mr. lockly.] What capital did you have when you started 1—£600. T paid £300 down
for the property, and I spent the rest on stock and implements.

23. Mr. Powdrell.] You and your family worked a little harder to produce a little more {—Yes,

24. You all worked a few more hours each day —VYes.

25. Mr. MeCombs.] 1f you were to sell it you would make a profit of over £6,000%—VYes.

26. Was the offer in cash?—No, not all in cash; there was o be a deposit of £2,400, and 1
was to be paid interest on the balance. This was to include stock.

27. You would take the cash if he offered it to you all in cash?—Oh, yes. If he offered me
£45 an acre in cash I would take it.

28. Mr. Hockly.] What were you doing before you took up the land?—I was working in the
mines. 1 was wor]\mg in the gold-mines, which was more dangerous, working four years under-
ground. But when in the coal-mines I was supplying Denniston and Millerton with a good deal
of mining-timber.

29. What would you get if you were working in the mines at the present time #—1I could earn
£2 a day at the present time.

30. You could earn that yourself —Yes.

31. If you worked the same hours as on the farm %I could not do that. I would break
down,

32. Mr. Powdrell.] You could not work the same hours in a mine as on a farm {—Oh, no.

33. Mr. J. R. Hamilton.] What is the difference in the hours?—I think it is about seven
hours daily from bank to bank at the mines.

34. You have practically put everything vou have earned, and your family has earned, during
the time you have had the faxm, into the tarm ‘7—Yes, that is so.

35. Mr. McCombs.] Would vou rather work twelve hours on the farm or seven in a minef—
Twelve hours on the farm.

Witness put in the following :—

BALANCOE-SHERT As TAKEN 1N Juny, 1926.

Recerpts, £ g d

Cash for butterfat for 1919-20 season 701 8 6
Stock sold 283 0 0O
Bacon sold 6 0 0
Bonus on butterfat ( T 20 0 O
£1,010 8 6

Payments, £ s d

Wages paid for year . . 158 15 6
Fire insurance on bulldlngs 4 b 6
Fire insurardce on mortgage-decds ... 11111
Accident insurance 018 0
Rates 27 5 9
Interest on £2, 923 at 6 per cent. and on £30 ab 5 per cent. 180 4 0
Seed to renew 15 acres grass land ... . . 40 0 0
Feed-box for stock 50 0 0
Manure ... 810 0
Cement ... . 1 70
Cream-cartage 17 3 9
Railway freight on manure aml uoodq 910 0
Share deduction ... 13 0 0
Three cows drowned in drain 564 0 0
Iron for roof of shed tree fell on 9 0 0
Horse-shoeing (two horses) .. 6 0 0
Separator- 011 &e. o 1 5 0
Disinfectants for cow-shed . 015 0
Repairs to spring cart, gig, and harness 1111 0
Land and income tax 10 10 0
100 fencing-posts ... 610 O
300 battens . 214 0
Jewt. wire 10 16 0
12 1b. staples 070
Timber for two gates 110 0O
Hingeg . 015 0
Breakages, three axe- handles 0 9 0
Two shovel-handles 0 7 0
Steam-boiler certificate 010 O
Cow-drenches 112 0
Three bass and cane yard-brooms 019 6
1 gallon Burge’s paint 110 0
Sixteen rolls paper 2 8 0
Savings-bank amount to E. “Allen 7T 7 0
Iixpenses to Auckland 7¢ mortgage ... 210 0
Valuation fee to G. Hyde ... 5 b 0
Service of two mares 8 0 O
Rix heifers .. 106 0 O
‘ 846 1 11

Balance 164 6 7

£1,010 8 6

7—I. 13.
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W. D. Poworenn, M.P., examined. (No. 21.)

1. The Chairman.] You wish to give some evidence to the Committee, Mr. Powdrell —Yes,
sir. At the last mecting of the Comunittee some of the members desired to have actual balance-
sheets, and I have now got actnal balance-sheets here. In the year 1904 I had 860 acres of the
best land on the Waimate Plains, and I sold all of that with the exception of 121 acres, which
was the best of that land. As I sold each section of land a few of the best cows were put on to
this last remaining section. I ihen sold this section, together with these picked cows. T will
not give the name of the purchaser—I will simply call him A——  Well, A purchased that
121 acres from me at £30 10s. per acre.  But he only paid me a deposit of £200 upon the land,
and stock, and plant. That is all the cash he had. Tt was really about b per cent. on the capital
value of the land he was charged. He also purchased 100 dairy cows, and gave me a bill of sale
over them, he agreeing to pay me 7 per cent. on the stoek, and to pay off the bill of sale by allowing
me to retain half of the milk cheque. And after he had paid for the stock I was then to take
half of the milk cheque on account of the amount owing on the land. I want you to particularly
note that I liave liere, in these books, every monthly return from the factory, and I have also here
in mogt cases the returns for pigs and calves sold. 1 kept a careful record of all the cheques
received from the factory, and of all other payments, and at the end of each year T rendered
A—— a balance-sheet showiug the amount he had paid off.  Now, I have all these Dalance-sheets
worked out here, and 1 have also included in then a great deal of useful information which
should be of interest to the Committee. I will read thesc sheets to the Committee. Sheet No. 1
deals with the year 19045, The sheets also showed the year and the number of timeés this farm
was sold, the price paid each lime, also the purchaser.

Exavpie No. 1.
1904--5.

On Ist August, 1904, A purchased 121 acres 1 rood 13 poles from W. D. Powdrell at
£30 10s. per acre (5 per cent.), and cows, £1,050 9s. 64, (7 per cent.), paying on cows and land
all Lie possessed—£200 on land costing £3,700, and cows costing £8 cach, or totalling £1,050
O, 6d. A agreed to leave halt the milk cheques in reduction of the purchase-money as they
became due from the factory, and gave W. D. Powdrell an order to receive all cheques. A——
received all moneys from calves sold, also pigs sold. Therefore A—— had hLalf of wilk-money,
plus calves and pigs, to pay rent, interest on cows, rates; keep his family, ineluding wife and
sclf—ten in all; replace all dead cows or faulty cows; purchase manures, calf and pig feed; repair
machinery, fences, house, yards, sheds, and windmills.

£ s. d.

A paid W. D. Powdrell off cows out of milk .. 349 5 10
Rebate on amounts paid off monthly interest ... 12 15 2
* £362 1 0

The family milked by hand 100 cows (say, five milkers, eight £ s d
hours’ work, at ls. an hour, 300 days) 600 0 O

362 1 0

Tioss 23719 0

Plus arrears rent ... 63 4 2

£301 3 2

In other words, instead of receiving 1s. per hour, or £600, they received £301 3s. 2d. actually
for five milkers (including the manager) working eight hours daily, starting at 5 a.m., for
300 days = 12,000 hours = 133 hours per cow, as family had each to milk 18 cows by hand,
Dhesides other work, and received equal to 7d. per hour.

£ s d

A——"5 half milk-noncy was 349 5 10
Net profit (say) 70 calves, £105; 20 skins, £2; pigs, £90 197 0 0
£546 5 10

Outgoings : — £ s d
A s rent was 185 0 0
Interest, bill of sale (7 per cent.) b9 10 0O
Interest on original capital, £200 (7 per cent.) 14 0 0
Rates (Ps. per acre) ... 26 0 0
Food for family of ten. at 7s.6d., and clothes, at Ds. 326 0 0

609 10 0

Deduct receipts 646 5 10

£63 4 2

Behind in rent

This is not allowing any labour at all, as labour was the amount paid off to reduce the debt on
cows. No allowance is made for depreciation on land, buildings, fences, cows (deaths or yeplace-
3 1 1 < ? ¢ q q
ments), manure, repairs, cans, harness, buildings, doctor’s expenses,
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1905-6. £ s, d.
Half milk 425 9 4
Interest rebate .. 14 4 0
A—— paid W. D. Powdrll off cows 139 13 4
Loss or behind in reunt 12 19 4

£452 12 8

I.—18.

Ag £452 125, 8d. was the earnings oi tive milkers for eight hours for 300 days, wages earned
were 84d. per hour, including the owner’s time (allowing 7s. 6d. per week for food and Bs. per head

for glothlng)

£ g d
A—— received milk-money . 425 9 4
Calves and pigs (say) 197 0 0
622 9 4

Rent, interest, rates, food, and clothes for family (as shown above
for 1904~5) 609 10 0
Profit £12 19 4

Noru.—No allowance for manure, depreciation, land, buildings, cows (deaths or
ments), repairs, windmills, harness, cans, doctor’s expenses, grass-seeds.

1906-7. £ s d
Powdrell received—Rebate interest 14 4 0
Milk 53319 0

Total in reduction land purchase £548 3 0

£ s d £ s d.

Total yearly milk (as per factory roturns) 1,131 11 10
Calves and pigs (estimated)... 197 0 0
_ 1,328 11 10
Rent, interest, rates, living, and clothes (as shown above) 609 10 0
719 1 10
Deduct wages 600 0 O
Profit over wages to family ... £119- 1 10

As family were hand milking, and allowing five milkers 18 cows each, at Is.

replace-

per hour for

eight hours for 300 days, wages would amount to £600, giving £9 10s. profit over wages to cover

management ; depreciation on land, buildings, repairs,

fences, yards;
shoeing, harness. i

manures,
ExauvprrLe No. 2.
1907-8.

A—— resold to Powdrell. Stock as per book, £1,025 12s.

Laud, £40 per acre.

£ s d

r "V,[ilk 961 12 3
Pigs (half) . 47 19 10

%klnb (31) (half share) 2 00

Calves (B0 at 30s.) (half) ... 40 0 O

£1,061 12 1

Share milkers— : £ s d.
Wages (two-fifths) 384 12 10
Calves (50) (half shaxe) 40 0 0
Sking (31) ... 2 00
Pigs (half) gross 47 19 10
£474 12 8

Share milkers earned 94d. per hour. _—

£ s d

Share milkers’ wages (milk only) 384 12 10
Powdrell’s rent 269 10 0
Rates ... 12 4 9
Interest on cows (£1 025 IZs at 6 pu ccnt) 61 10 0O
Depreciation, cows (§ per cent.) . 50 0 0
Crops and haymaking - 25 0 0
Pig-feed ... & 0 0
£810 17 7

_; 8. d

Powdrell’s total receipts 1,061 12 1
Labour, 94d. per hour, including Ient 1nterest deprematlon coOws 810 17 7
£240 14 6

1mplements,

After allowmg only 5 per cent. depreciation on cows, 5} per cent. on land, 6 per cent. on
cows, nothing for death or replacement, or depreciation of ances and gates, or for manure, or

depreciation of land, or for my management, my supposed profit was (;E,Z‘LO 14s. 6d.
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1908-Y. £ 8 d

Total milk for ycar 830 11 9
Powdrell’s half pigs sold ... 2310 0
Half calves sold (14 at 9s. 6d.) (mt) 318 3
Half calf-skins (77 at 2s. 7d.) - 4 3 4
Total year’s earnings ... ..o £862 3 4

£ 8. d

Share milkers’ wages (milk share above) . 332 0 10
Rent or interest paid by Powdrell (6% per cent. ) 269 10 10
Rates . 12 4 9
Interest, cows (£1, 025 125. at 6 per mnt) 61 10 0
Dcplcuatlon cows (b per cent.) 50 0 0
Crops and haymaking 26 0 0
£75U 6 b

£ s

Milk, pigs, &e. ... . 862 3 4
Expenses 0 6 5

Profit .. £111 16 11
Powdrell’s profit over interest, to cover his management, depreciation on buildings, fences,
land, repairs, harness, cans, replacement of stock by deaths, meal for pigs and calves, &c. =

£111 16s. 11d.

Share milkers received — ' £ 8 d
Two-fifths milk - 332 0 10
Half pigs sold o 23 10 .0
Half calves sold (14 at 9s. 6. ) (nu, after wmnnmwn} 318 3
Half skins sold (77 at 2s. 7d.) (uet) 4 3 4

L£363 12 5

Total share milkers’ wages for year, £363 12s. bd. = 71d. per hour.

Nore.—Pigs grossed 10s. 54d. per cow; calves grossed 3s. 7d. per cow (as nearly all werc
killed for sluns) total (gross) per cow (calves and pigs) 14s.

I realized it was better to sell out on. any terms possible and invest the mouney. "This I did,
selling to B al £65 per acre—£410 down on land, 7 per cent. on all money left on cows:
total, £1,003 9s. 6d. at T per cent.

ExamprLie No. 3.
1909-10.

B purchased from Powdrell at £65 per acre (5 per cent.), £1,003 9s. 6d. Cows, 7 per
cent. T'otal capital paid (land and cows), £410,
£ s d
B—— paid me off land and cows ... - 639 11 2
B received— £ a8 T4
Milk . ... 1,698 16 ©
Calves (gross—no feed allowul) oo 2816 3
Pigs (ditto) ... 66 7 1
Actual return pigs and calves produced ... ... 1,693 17 4
To reduction land 639 11 3
After deduction for land and cows 964 6 2
Expenses—
B 's interest in land (£7,902 10s. at £ s d
b per cent.) 395. 2 6
Interest on cows (8 per cent. on £1 ()0&) 80 0 0
lemg tor family of five at Ts. 6d., clothes
bs. weekly 162 10 6
Rates 26 0 0
Crops, haymaklng 20 0 O
_ 682 12 6
Profit .. .. £271 13 8
Add amount paid off land (as above) 639 11 2
911. 4 10
Less wages of family at 1s. per hour 600 0 O
Net profit ... ..o £311 410

After allowing five milkers, working eight hours per day for 300 days, ls. per hour, or
133 hours per cow-= £600, B—— made £311 4s. 10d., but did not allow for any depreciation
for land, cows, machinery, plant, deaths of cows, or cost of bulls; and only allowed 7s. 6d. for
each family for food and 5s. for clothes.
1910-11. £ 8 d
paid off land to Powdrell 126 14 6

R ——— e ———

B
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or for repairs to house and sheds, or for management.

£126 11s. Gd. off land.

T'otal milk

Calves (net, (stlumtul)
Pigy (net, estimated)

Licgs—
Interest,
Interest,

land
COWS

Living (hvg at Ts. 6d. ) “clothes (‘LL Os.)

J»atc.s

Crops, hay, (\’

Assumed profit .

£ d.
794 0 0
80 0O 0
bo 0O O
395 2 6
8 0 0
162 10 0
26 0 0
20 0 0

£ 8,
924 0
682 12
£241 7

6

6

This amount (£241 7. Gd.) works out at 5d. per hour for five milkers, working cight lLours,
at. Is. per hour for 300 days, or 133 Lours per cow (vide Singleton’s estimate of 100 hours per
COw).

B—-

half cost of cows.

Rebate inberest

Total milk received

Calves (say)

Tigys (say)

Less—
Interest,
Interest,

Rates

did not allow for depreciation of herd, land, manure, machinery, fences, or harness,
Out ot this assumed profit he paid Powdrell

Noru.—This bad year was due Lo mammitis iu ww;s, and B—— sold nearly whole herd at
1911-12. £ s d
10 5 9
Powdrell received oftf land ... 337 18 8
£ s d £ s d
1,218 10 8
80 0 0
560 0 0
—_— - 1,348 10 8
land 396 2 6
COWS 80 0 0
Living (five at Ts. ()d) clothes (at Ds.) 162 10 0
2600 0
Crops—hay, mang,els, &u 20 0 0
— 682 12 6
Assumed profit £6b5 18 2

This asswmed profit works out ab s,

04d.

for labour employed or family labour,

but not

allowing for deaths or replacement ol cows, or depreciation in land, fences, yards, houses, sheds,

or for
£337 1bs.

manure ;

£6 bs. over wages.

of ¢

8d. went to reduce land;
be shown equal to £6 Bs. for the year.

also, no extra allowance 1s made for management.
and if Is. per hour were allowed a profit on the farm would
A profit of §d. on 12,000 hours would be shown equal to

1912-13.

Paid off land

"Potal milk
Calves (say)
Pigs (say)

Costs (as for 1911-12)

Assumed profit

Paid out family earnings to reduce land

£ I
1,109 15 6
8 0 0
b0 0 0O

8.

Out of the family wages

8.

1,239 15
632 12

557 3
326 0

£ d.
3% 0 T
T

d.

6
6

0
i

£231 2

5

The amount of profit (£567 3s.) is equal to 11td. per hour for five milkers for 300 days,
u;ﬁh( hours per day.

gd.

If the family received ls.

it 1. per hour paid, £42 17s.

Exavpre No. 4.

1915.

ars).

per hour no profit could be shown, but a loss

Actual loss

Price land purchased at £77 10s. per acre = £9,342 13s. 6d. at b per cent.

C

paid to Powdrell off land

Total mill (as per returns pl oduced)
Calves (estimated) . .
Pigs (estimated)

Less—
C

’s interest on land

Interest on cows (£1,200 at 8 pcr cent. y o
Living (five at 10s.), clothes (ﬁve at 10s.)...

Rates

Hay, mang,,els lucerne

£ s d
821 19 0
80 0 O
50 0 O
462 19 9
72 0 0
260 0 O
2800 O
20 0 0

£ 8.
312 17

£ =

842 19

d.
1

d.

9

£108 19

3
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Labour (machines)—Four milkers, 1s. per lour, eight hours, £ s d

300 days .. 480 0 O
Benzine, engine, machines, 111(L1Lbf upkupp 1ubbc15, 011 Iepaub,

deplwlatlon 0 0 0

550 0 0

Profit over reut, interest, rates, famnily keep ... 108 19 3

Loss had labour been paid . £441 0 9

After upkeep machines, benzine, and oil paid for, family carned #d. per hour as wages.
Loss does not include depreciation land, fences, buildings, machines; death of stock; manure,
or management.

1915-16. £ s d

C—— paid off land to Powdrell 516 12 0

£ s, d. £ s d
Total milk received 1,628 19 11
Calves (net) 80 0 0
Pigs (net) 50 0 O

— 1,688 19 11

Less—
Interest on land 462 19 9
Cows (6 per cent. on £1 20()) 72 0 0
Living (five at Ts. 6d. ) clothes (hV(, at bs. ) 262 10 0O
Rates .. 30 0 0
Crops, hay ... 20 0 O
— 847 9 9
£811 10 2

Labour worked out at 1s. 6}d.; so that, after allowing 1s. per hour for 300 days, eight hours
per day, for family of five (= £600), there remained a profit of £212 to cover depreciation and
deaths of cows; depreciation on land, house, fences, plant; manures, shoeing, seed, harness,
and management was allowed only 1s. per hour.

1916-17. £ 8 d
Paid off land 383 b 1
£ s d. £ . d.
Total milk 1,272 0 0
Calves (estimated) 80 0 O
Pigy (estimated) ... 50 0 0
——————— 1,402 0 0O
Less—
Interest, land 462 19 9
Interest, cows 72 0 0
Living (as shown abovc) 262 10 0
Rates 30 0 0
Crops 20 0 O
—_——— 347 9 9
£5b64 10 3

It family allowed four milkers 1ls. per Lour, eight hours per day, for 300 days (= £550),
a profit of £4 10s. 3d. would be shown; but no depreciation or management is allowed for, as
mentioned above.

1917-18. £ s d
Paid off land 343 16 b
£ s, d. £ 8. d.
Total milk 1,090 0 11
Calves (estimated) 80 0 0
Pigs (estimated) ... 50 0 0
— 1,220 0 11
Less—
Rent 462 19 9
Interest 2 0 0
Living 262 10 0
Rates 30 0 0
Crops 20 0 0

347 9 9

£372 11 2

Wages, four milkers (machmeb) ught hours pu day, 300 days, £ s d
at 1s. per hour . . 480 0 O
Machines, kerosene, teat- cupb, rep&ns 70 0 0
550 0 0

372 11 2

£177 8 10
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Loss,

L177 8s.

10d. if wages paid.

Family actually

55

1.—13.

carned Tid.

not paid, earnings went to mnorigagee to reduce debt on land,

July 10, 1918.—C

Powdrell received ...

rlw

‘otal milk

Calves (net)
Pigs (net)

Liess

ExavprLe No. b

Land (£10,600, ai 6 per cent, )
Interest, cows (£] 500, at 6 per (eni).

Rates
Living

Crops

Apparent profit

But if wages paid (as before)

There would be a loss of

at £87 10s. per acre.

£ s d
366 b6 4

£ s d £ s.  d.

975 19 8 )

8 0 0

O 0 0

_ 1,105 19 8

636 0 O

9 0 0

40 0 0

262 0

20 0

—— 1,048 0 O
£57 19 8
£ 8. d.
b0 0 0
57 19 8
£492 0 4

In other words, if benzine and upkeep paid for there would be an actual loss of £20 0s. 4d.,
family would receive no wages whatever, and this without allowing anything for management or
This man was well off, and met his expenses out of other moneys coming in.
realized the position, and sold out at £100. '

depreciation.

Examprr No. 6.
July 10, 1918, —T-——— bought at £100.

Paid mortgagee off land during year ...

Total milk
Calves (net)
Pigs (net)

Less—

If wages at 1s. per hour,

Land (at £100 an acre = £12,150,

* 64 per cent.)

Cows (80) and 1mp1en|entq (20) (El 80())

Rates
Living (four and w1fe)
Crops .

Apparvent profit

at

£ 8 d

hb21 19 b

s, d. £ s. d
1627 0 0
& 0 0
5 0 0

— 1755 0 0
729 0 0
108 0 O
40 0 0
260 0 0
20 0 O

— LIB7T 0 0

£H98 0 0

per hour; but as wages

and

e

as cxplained before (£5560), as well as depreciation of machinery,

were taken off, £48 would be left to pay for depreciation and deaths of stock, depreciation of

house, fences, &c.

wages.

I have some further statistical figures here.
important, and T will read them to the Committee.

In other words, the only profit made was on family labour, they getting no

I consider that these figures arc cxceedingly
The table shows what amount the owner could

have paid his family as wages had he paid out his profits in wages instead of to the landowner
o purchase land :—

1904-5.
1905-6

1906-7.
1907-8.
1908 9.

1909-10.
1910-11.
1911-12.
1912-13.
1914--15.
1915-16.
1916-17.
1917-18.
1918-19.
1919-20.

Sold at £30 10s. per acre:

Sold at £40 per acre :

Sold at £77 10s. per acre:

Sold at £87 10s. per acre :

Sold at £100 p(;r acre :

6d.

81d.

12d.

94d.
7id.

12d.
5d.
121d.
114d.

3d.

12d.
12d.

71d.

od.
12d.

per hour
per hour

per hour:
per hour:
per hour:
per hour:
per hour:
per hour:
per hour:

per hour

per hour :
per hour:
per hour :
per hour:

per hour:

to family, or a profit over.

to family ; no profit over.

£9 10s. over at 1s. p-r hour.

£240 14s. 6d. over at 1s. per hour,
£111 6s. 5d. over at 1s. per hour,

loss, £158 12s. 6d., if 1s. per hour paid.
£65 18s. 2d. profit over.

£76 4s. loss if 1s. per hour wages paid,
only could be paid.

profit, £312 over at 1s. per hour.

profit, £4 10s. 3d. over at 1s. per hour.

nothing for wages ; lmq £20 Os. 4d.
profit besides, £48.

1273d.  Average, 81d. per hour,

£311 4s. 10d. profit over at 1s. per hour,

loss, £176 18s. 10d., if 1s. per hour paid.
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T have another sheet here which I am very anxious to put in. I will read it to the Com-
mittee. It deals with the total value of the milk for cach vear, and statistics are given with
respect to the hours worked by the milkers compared with the liours worked by carpénters water-
siders, and freczing-works employees :— ’

Year. Total Milk. Year Total Milk.

8, d. ’ £ . d.
19045 . . 698 11 8 1914-15 .. .. 821 19 0
1905-6 .. . 850 18 8 1915-16 .. .. 1,528 19 11
1906-7 . .. 1,06718 0 1916-17 . .. 1,272 0 0
1907-8 . . 961 12 3 1917-18 . .. 1,090 011
1908-9 .. 83011 9 1918-19 . ... 97519 8
1909-10 .. .. 1,59815 0O 1919-20 .. .. 1,628 0 0
1910-11 . - 794 0 0 ] — e
1911-12 . .. 1,21810 8 15 years . .. £16,444 13 0
1912-13 . .. 1,10915 6 ’ ——

Average milk per year, £1,096 6s. 2}d.

Cost of Production of Butter (Labour only; no Rent),
Five milkers. Herd, 100 cows to start with.

Allowing five milkers working eight hours a day for 300 days, at waterside wages (2s. 4d., 4s. 4d.,
bs.) (no overtime) = £1,500. Loss, £403 13s 03d.

As carpenters get 4s. 4d. overtime (Saturday afternoons, holidays, Sundays, and Mondays to
8 a.n., bs.), and farmers work a third of their time overtime—five men for 4,000 hours at,
say, 2s. extra = £400. Loss would be £803 13s. 9d.

Freczing-works rates (alnost 2s.): Eight hours, five men, 300 days = £1,200. Loss on lahour
alone (no overtime), £113 6s. 3d.

If one-third overtime paid for as works hands at, say, 1s. = £200. Loss, £313 6s. 3d.

Cost of Production (Labour only).
Four milkers. Herd, 90 cows.

Carpenters and watersiders’ rates: Four men to Y0 cows = 22} cows each. Four men working
eight hours for 300 days at 2s. 6d. (engine, benzine, upkeep, &c., £70) = £1,270. Loss, £172
13s. 10d.

It farmers got overtime or overtime hours on Sundays and holidays for a third of their time,
same as watersiders = £320 extra. Total loss, £493 13s.

Freezing-works rates: Four men, eight hours for 300 days at 2s. per hour = £1,030. Profit,

£66 65, 31d.
If one-third for overtime (Sundays, holidays, over hours). Loss would be £93 13s. 83d.

Notu.—If no rent for land allowed or charged, or interest on cows, or depreciation on stock or
buildings, butter could not be produced on past year’s figures at union rates of wages.

2. Mr. McCombs.] You made a comparison in that statement with the waterside workers’
wages I—1I have worked out what it would cost to produce butter at the union rate of wages.

3. Ranging up to Bs. an hour{—1T did not put it at 5s. an hour; T allowed Zs. 6d. for water-
siders, and 2s. for freezing-works workers, and T allowed up to 4s. for overtime. At times they
gel Bs. on the wharves for overtime, but I struck an average of 4s.  In the case of freezing-works
workers I allowed an additional shilling, which is very much under the freezing-works workers’
rates of pay for overtime.

4. 1 have here an extract from the New Zealond Dairyman taken from ‘‘ Dairy-farming in
New Zealand,”” by W. Powdrell, M.P., showing a share-milking agreement. I presume you will
vouch for the accuracy of it?%—That is my milking agreement with my own share milkers for a
period of fifteen years. I have had over twenty years’ experience in connection with dairying,
and 1 am chairman of one of the largest cheese-factories in New Zealand at the present time.

5. By this agreement the share milker only gets one-third of the value of the milk?—In the
first year, milking heifers, the share milker got one-half, and then when the values of land rose
and le purchased the farm he was only expected to reduce or pay off his land and cows purchased
by two-fifths of milk-moneys, and then when values rose again he paid off land purchased by one-
third of monthly milk-moneys, so that as land became dearer his terms of repayment were made
casier for him.

6. One-third with machines?—Yes. That is the general ratc at the present time for share
milking.

7. As the land went up in price you took a larger and larger share of the other man’s produc-
tion 7-—Yes, after putting machines in; but when the price of land went up the price of butter
went up also. At the present time share milkers are a long way better off than they were in 1904,
The farmer has greater risks now with dear land and dearer cows, while the share milker’s risks
are nil, and his profits now amount to one-third of 2s. 6d. per pound butterfat, as against two-

fitths of 8d., or 31d. per pound in 1904.

8. Mr. Kellett.] T have one question I would like to ask you, Mr. Powdrell :
in favour of an export tax %~—No, I would not. ) ]

9. Have vou any ideas on the subject?—I deny absolutely the right of any one to [interfere
with the farmers’ prices. You have no more right to interfere with the farmers’ prices than
you have to interfere with any man’s private banking account. If it is necessary to .reduce the
cost of butter in this country. then T am of opinion it should only be done by a subsidy out of
the Consolidated Fund. As the same time I consider that such a subsidy should be given so as
to benefit only the man with a wife and family, one who is not paying income-tax. I would not
allow hotels, boardinghouses, shipping companies, or the retired rich to get cheap hutter at the
expense either of the country or the farmer. That is my opinion.

would you be
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APPENDICES.

APPENDIX A.
Mr. Thowas Parsons submitted the following statement :-—
STATEMENT oF ExreNvirure anp Reciirrs, orry-cow Fanm.
Bwpenditure.

£ RN
160 acres of land at £35 per acre (£5,600 at 6 pw (J(,nt) 336 0 U
Forty cows at £20 cach (at 6 per cent.) . . 48 0 0
Four-cow milking plant (£230 at 6 per cent.) .. 1316 0
Six cans ab £3 3s., £18 [8s.; horse, cart, and har eSS, £90 (at 6 1)u cent. ) 6 10 0
Cost of upkeep of same 10 0 0
Benzine and o1l ... 10 0 0
Ten pigs at £1 bs. 12 10 0
Pig-feed for topping oft ... b 0 0
Calt- food, six calves . 410 0
Self and mnan, wages and food at £3 10x. per week . 364 0 O
Wife, assistance (£Z") per annui) ... 26 0 0
DLI)It( 1ation on cows (cow to last six years) ... . 133 6 0
Depreciation on plant (£338 at 10 pu cent.) . . 33 16 0
Rates and taxes ... 40 0 0
Sundrics . 256 0 0

£1,067 8 0

Receipls. s d
Forty cows, 170 1b. butterfat per cow, at 2s. 6d. per pound 80 0 0
Ten pigs at £6 s, each 62 10 0
Six calves at £4 cach 24 0 0
Thirty-four calf-skins at 8s. 1312 0©
Produce used from farm ... 40 0 0
Five suleable dry cows .. 20 0 0
_ 1,010 2 0
Dr. balance ... £57 6 0
CoMpARISON oF Pricks ror MArTLriALs, 1‘)14 AND 1920,
1914, 1920.
£ s d £ s d
Horse 15 0 0 20 0 0
Spring dray ... .. 24 00 60 0 0
Harness 710 0 14 0 0
Cany ... 110 0 3 6 0
Machine .. 170 0 0 230. 0 0
Chaff ... 6 0 0 13 0 0
Hay .. 4 0 0 12 0 0
Benzine 019 o 116 0
Slag ... .. 410 0 13 0 0
Fencing-wire ... .. 12 0 0 55 0 0O
Galvanized iron .. 19 0 0 0 0 0
Cows ... 8 0 O 20 0 0
Cement 0 3 6 0 7 6
Labour - 1 5 0 3 0 0
Irreight . .. . 019 6 2 2 6
APPENDIX B.
Mr. Tunuicliffe handed in the following statement :—
Capital. £ s, d
Dairying area, 80 acres: Lessee’s interest ... .. L2122 0 0
Stock—
One bull 14 0 0
Forty-three cows at £10 645 0 0O
Ten young stock at £3.. . 30 0 0
Two working-horses at £9 .. 18 0 0
Plant, milking-machines, farm implements ... .. 300 6 0
£3,129 0 0

8—1I. 13.
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‘ Revenue.
" 10,068 1b. butterfat at Is. 11d. per pound

Valuu of skins and calves sold

Value of farm products consuined on farm

Expenditure.
Interest on capital at 6 per cent. .
Rent of land
Ingurance, rates, and taxes ...
Benzine, oil, and rubbers
Provision for depreciation and loss of stock
Manures and sceds
Wages
Wuc staples, 1(,1)@115, &e.

Balance (profit)

APPENDIX C.

Mr. Hansen subinitted the following statement :—

Cagprial.
Dairying-land, 62 acres: Government valuation
One bull ...
Thirty cows
Two horses
Milking plant, tr&p, and 1mploments...

Revenue.
6,397 1b. butlterfat
Casein
Pigs .
Value of Hllll\ and buttex 101 own use
House allowance
Eavpenditure.

Interest at 6 per cent. on £5,707
Insurance, rates, and taxes
Benzine, rubbers, and oil
Depreciation on stock and assets
Cultivation and manures
Wages and keep, one man
Horse-shoes (carting millk)
Pollard for pigs

Balance (profit)

Value of house (six rooms), £800.

52

Own labour, £300.

By Authority : Marcus F. Marks, Government Printer, Wellington.—1920.
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d.

0

ooCcoCc o

£ o« d

964 17 0
2T 37

27 0 0

£1 019 0 7
™6 5 9
£262 14 10
£ d.

£ s d
b67T 0 0
40 0 0
42 0 0
30 0 0O
80 0 0
£79 0 0
660 0 O
£99 0 0
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