jarvices.

of the Govermment to effect economies in govern~
al services and departments are admittedly ntis .0 the
present situatipon ahd dese¥ring of the utmdst sympathy and sapport.
the curtailment of “merely routine or clericzl work, or the pestipone~

ment of projected public works will have no permanent offect upon

the future development of the country. On the other hand, the most

careful discrimination as affecting vital services is essential, to
ensure that the basle framework of our organizationa znd the machinery
necesgsary for future progress is not irreparably injured. 1%t may
be that georganization is called for, dut it must be recogniszed
that readjustment of such intricate and interdependent units must
ingly delicate %task and prodadbly could enly be safely
expert thought and advigse, such as could ouly
properly qualified independent commission.
Tt would appear that the sudden and drastic cuts proposed
cartain of the pudliec services, and notably in agricul ture, sre
likely seriously disorBanize and unbalance the machinery that has
beeon duilt up over a seriod of years in respeonse to definite needs,
to terminate established work of proven value, to disrupt the pro-
gress of promising iavestigations mow in proeess of development
and %0 prevent the inception of further meedful work. Everyone
recognized that never in the present century has agriculture been
in such sore distress. The progress made during this century
is due, in no small measure, $o these very services, which, appar-
ently are now to be seriously curtailed. However sympathetic and
garnest a government may he ia advancing the interests of agrie-

sulture, it is extremely doubtful if any form of assistanse san




