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the week-end in which to examnine the meas-
uires, and become wvell informed regarding
them before the House meets again on Tues-
day next.

lion. C. P'. Baxter: Will one week-end
be enough?

The HONORARY MINISTER: I sup-
pose so.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The copies,
of the measures wvill be made available by
the Clerk Assistant.

Houste adjiourned at 3.3C p.m.
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MEETING OF THE ASSEMBLY.

The Legislative Assembly suet at 3 p.m.,
pursuant to proclamation, which was read
by the Clerk (Mr. F. G. Steere).

SUMMONS FROM THE LIEUT.-
GOVERNOR.

The Speaker and members, in response to
summons, proceeded to the Legislative Coun-
cil Chamber and, having heard His Excel-
lency deliver the opening speech (vide Coun-
cil report ante), they returned to the As-
sembly Chamber.

UIEUT.-GOVERNOR'S OPENING
SPEECH.

Air. SPEAKER: I beg to announce that,
accompanied by lion. members of this Chain-
her, I attended His Excellency the Lieut.-
Governor in the Legislative Council Chamn-
ber to hear the Speech which His Excel-
lency was pleased to deliver to both Houses
of Parliament. For the sake of greater
accuracy, I have caused copies of the Speech
to be distributed amongst members of this
Chamber.

BILL-CATTLE TRESPASS, FENCING
AND IMPOUNDING AMENDMENT.
THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier-

Boulder) [3.19]: In order to assert and
maintain the undoubted rights and privileges
of this H-ouse to initiate legislation, I move,
without notice, for leave to introduce a Bill
for anl Act to amiend Section 34 of the Cattle
Trespass, Fencing aid Impounding- Act,
1882-1932.

Leave given; Bill introduced and read a
first time.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.

Adoption.

MR. WITHERS (iBunbury) [&%20] : I
wish formally to move-

That the following address be presented to
His Excellency the Lieut.-Governor ini reply to
the Speechl lie has beeni pleased to deliver to
Patrlianient:-''Nay it please your Excellency.
We, thea memhcrs of the Legislative Assembly
of the Pailiaoment of the State of WVestern
Australia, in Parliament assembled, beg to
express our loyalty to our Most Gracious Sov-
ercign, and to thank Your Excellency for the
Speech that you have been pleased to delivor
to Pallianient."

MR. WANSBROUGH (Albany) [3.21]:
1 desire formally to second the motion.

Question put and passed; the Address-in-
reply adopted.

BILL-FINANCIAL EMERGENCY.

Standing Orders Suspension.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P3. Collier-
Boulder) [3.22]: I move-

That so much of the Standing orders be
.suspended as is necessary to permit of the is.-
troduction and passing through all its Stages
of the Financial Emergency Bill at this sitting.
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MR. LATHAM (York) [.3.23] : I hope
the Premier will afford us anI opportunity
to discuS thle Bill at, a later sittingo it we
desire to place sonme amendments onl the
TN1otiee Paper. It would be verv dlifficult,
after having thle Bill placed befor-e us only'
this afternoon, to g'ive an intelligent vote
in thle Conunittee stage. We are aware (of
the principles embodied in the Bill, hut it
may lie necessar ' for mienbers to move sonic
amendments;. I suggest that we might- mneet
to-morrow iii order to give uts that oppor-
tunity.

THE PREMIER (lio--n. 1'. Collier-
Boulder-in reply) [3.24]:* Although tile
object of thle mnotion i., to enlable the Bill
toD be paissed throug-h all its stages at this
sitting, that w-ill be 'lone only if the cir-
eumstances mnake it possile. If we can
make such progress as will permit of the
Bill being passed through all its stages at
this sitting, well and good, but if -we can-
not do that, we shall hare to consider the
Bill at a later stage. If the progress is such
that we are able to get the Bill through at
a reasonable hour, the motion will enable us
to pass it.

Mr. SPEAKER : I hare counted the
House and there is ain absolute majority
present.

Question put anid jpassed.

First Reading.

Bill introduced hy thle M1inister for Works
and read a flrst time,

M~essagye,

Message from the Lieut.-Govcrnor received
and read recommuending appropriation for
the purposes of the Bill.

Sec-ond Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (lion.
A. MeCalluin-South Fleemantle) [3.26] in
mioving the second reading said: I wish to
thank members for having a-rced to the sus-
pension of the Standing Orders to permit
of thne Bill being pass;-ed throuigh all its
stag-es, if that is found possible, at this sit-
ting. 'I also wish to express the regret of
the Government that it has been necessary
to call members together after such a short
respite, but the circumstances are such that
members will agree it was impossible to

leave matters as they were. I think it will
be generallyv conceded that the sooner we
get to grips wiih tlie rsbentials of the situni-
tion, the better it will be. There is not
mitch need to delay getting to the renl kernel
of tile position. The Bill morel; re-affirins
the measure which the Government brought
dlown last session, and it is iuile ret rospec-
tive to the 1st Januiary. The old law hav-
ing lapsed, the drafting of this Bill had to
be altered to meet the situation. The con-
tents of the mneasure dto not differ ini any
respect from the principles discussed here
just before Christmas. A invinorandlini is
attached to the Bill, and a perusal of it will
enal e ic itle rs q i .kl v to Li ii ers Iaitd ju st
hjow the clanSSs Of thle Bill relate to tr lecx-
plied Act aind to the Bill that tile Gohvern-
nment introduced last session. I should not
think mnembers would require much tmas
the Leader of the Opposition seems to think
they might, to understand the situation. We
are really discussing now a measure of simi-
lar import to that discussed just previous
to thle holidays.

M1r. Latham-: We are discussing that p~or-
tion which we oinitted to discuss last time.

The -MINISTER. FOlR WORKS: That;
portion wvas ott the statute-book. We are
not introducing one syllable that is new.
The Bill is mnade retrospurtive to the 1st
January. The mnoient Cabiniet had decided
on the course it intendedl to pursue, the
Prmicr announced thnrough thie Press that
tile mneasure would bie nado -etroslpertive.
That was d]one ill order to imforim thle public,
antd particularly those people interested i's
the provisions dealinlg with finanlce-inlterest
OIL mortgage-of the0 (joInent ent's intel -

tions and it canimot be argued that the retro-
spec-tive effect of thle mneasure -will inflict
hlardshiip, herati-se it will not introduce any
new situation. By tint provision we shalt
merely hie con1tinluing something that was
already in opberation] and we shall be conl-
tinuing it in order not to c-ause a break-
Nothing new is created by the Bill being-
made retrospec .iVe. The inca sure merely'
reaffirms What wus before the House a
mnonth ago, and so there is not much freFsh
te be said, no new situation whatever having"
aris:en. The position which now confronts us
has been created by the Legislative Coun-
cil's attitude in attempting to dictate policy
to the Government. As lyec raid prior to
the holidays, we claim nto one ran deny that
the Government had a clear mandate frotm
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the people to give effect to tine provisions
of this measure. Tile Assembly represents
three times as many electors as does the
Legislative Council. Having obtained .
mandate from three times the number of
voters represented in the Legislative Coun-
cil, no Government worth th-eir salt would
accelt, dictation onl such a point from an-
other place. It has been traditional in
British Parliaments that the second Chamn-
ber should refrain from interfering with
Government policy' where it can be shown
that the policy has r-eeeived the endorsement
of the people. That is traditional except
as regards; our second Chamber.

Mr. Lathami: A special Act was passed
at Home dealing with the H-ouse of Lords.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: But not
for a situation such as confronts us, the
Qlovernsnent having just conie with a clear
mandate from the people on the point in
iifercace between the two Houses.

The Premier: The British are six-yeai-
Varlininents, not three-year.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
i-louse of Lords surrendered powers. There
was an alteration of the British Constitu-
tion taking away powers from !he House of'
Lords.

Alr. Lathami: It shows that the same thin',
existed there.

The MINISTER FOR WORTKS: But
the situation there was not as it is here,
the Government being fresh Prim the elec-
tor-s with a clear mandate onl this point.

Mr. Doney: What haqs the other place
done that is unconstitutional!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I repeat
that it has been the traditional practice of
second Chambers regarded as Houses of re-
view not to interfere with Gove,-nmnent
policy when that policy has haen approved
by the people. I dto not wish to enter inl,,
a discussion of constitutional powers now.
Probably' that feature of the situation may
demand consideration a little later. I couldi,
if necessary, cite instance after instance
where Legislative Councils in other parts
of this continent have altered Bills dealing
with Government policy, but the moment
the point has been taken i ' the Government
thait the subject matter of the Bill was con-
tained in the policy speech of the Leader
of the Government and that the Govern-
ment were returned with n majority sup-
porting thnat policy speecii, the -eeond Chailli-
ber has modified its attitude and aereed to
pass the Bill. That has been the universal

practice. It is not the custom for any Gov-
ernment to accept dictation as to their policy
when they arc fresh from the people. Fu:-.
ther I wish to remind this House, and someo
of those who have done so much talking
outside the House, that with the single
excelption of little Tasmania no State Gov-
e~rnment responsible for the Prcmniers' Plan
has survived an appeal to the people-not
one. Our Legislative Council Inns not yet
had an appeal to the people.

M r. Lathanm: Neither havo the present
(;overniment yet appealed to thep people and
come back.

Tile MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
were not a party to the whole of the Pre-
ni es, Plan.

Mr. Latham: You will be when the Bill
goes through.

Mr. Raphael: Thai, Plan was not the
Premiers' Plan, bilt the Mtitell1-Davy plan.

Thle MXINISTER FOR WORKS: Were
it not for thne faet that the p~reamble to
tile Bill was agreed upon by all the Govern-
menalts concerned, and is included in other
Acts onl the statute-ook, for the sake of that
unity in Titles which the legal gentlemen
asked for, it would count for nothing withi
US.

Mr. Latham1: Nevertheless, ii is nice o
see you introducing the Bill.

The Premier: Thle preamble is merely r.
pious hope.

Thle MINISTER FOR WORKS: Eveni
the L~e Attorney General, when int-oducim<l
the original Act, apologised for it. There
are other Acts oil the statute-hook of West-
erni Australia with that preamble, and the
legal advisers of the Governimentl hold it
to be most desirable that the preamble
should remain. Of course thle preamble
counts for nothing when it conies to actual
effect. We have deemed it necessary to call
Pa rliament together- to reconsider thle posi-
lion. We ean not accept what the Legisla-
tive Concil proposed in their amendments
to our Bill, because we rea 'prdled the action
of another pla ce as an unpardonable initer-
ference with the funetiomi of the Oovern-
nient. Nothing- new has a risen s nec this
Chamber passed lost session's Bill, and
nothing new has been said. so far as I am,
awarec, In- imembhers of this House onl the
stuation: but it is true that a good deal ha s
been smli h tyIhe 1Press. Whether that can
])e regarded a, new in the situation confront-
ing us I do not know, but the "West Atis-
tralian" has tried to whip itself into a fury
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over the Goverrinient's attitude onl the Bill.
It appears that the journal's main objection
to the Sill is thgat it does not ap ply to ;ri-
vate entecrp)rise. I do riot know ju lst how
farl I shall ble perm itted to go in den lin- wvi th
that p oint, ats thle Bill con tai us no referene
to p)rivate enterprise.

Mr. SPEAKER: Then the lion, gentleman
ought not to diseui s printate enterprise.

Mr. Lathamv: Nor tli2 Le~tslative Concil
either.

The M[1NISTEII FOR WVORKS: I Nvisl,
to -v somie ex panat ion why rhle Govern-
mnent have not included priv ate enterprise
in the Bill. That is the onl phanse of' the
subject with which I sAll] attempt to deal.
Fiurther, I wish to say t ha t tile -XWest Aus_
tralian's- first lead inwZ article onl this subject,
published duiriing thle Cliitinas holidays,
contined ino: e iutruths, mnore Inisrepre-
senltations, and more distortions of fact to
the square inch than any article I have ever
read. I know it is little use endeavout-ing
to correct a journalist inl his own journial.
In this reslpect the Prenier discarded hLi
usual cautioa. No doubt chaillng under the
injustice of the artiele, the Premlier made a
short rel'y oti olie poin't in, it. But a re-
joinder camne hack wherein the writer en-
tirel - shifted his ground. Therefore I
say that it is not much use attempting to
answer anl article, no mlatter how infan-
oiis it maY ble, t hrough thle coluns of
the Press itIsel f. I have read the statenment
froint tilie ElliP love i'rs' Feenca tion appe ,art-

ugn in this ilor1ning's "'West Aunstralian."'
Let me recall that the emiployers' orgaisa-
tions of this State have not always faivoured
Federal industrial authority. There was ai
period-especially' when the late Mr. Ius-
tice Higgins, presided over the Common-
wealth Arbitration Court-during which the
employers' organisations of Western Auis-
tralia spent scores of thousands of pounds
to prevent the unions of this State fronm
going to the Commonwealth Arbitration
Court. The eiuployers' organisations of this
State then preached, as also did the Press.
that the rig-ht authority to settle the rages
and working conditions of Western Aus-
tralian workers was our own State tribunal.
The employers and the Press were never
tired of propagating the idea that we were
better left to ourselves instead of being drag-
ged into the industrial turmoil and trouble
in the East. That situation has now altered.
In those days the Connnlonweoltb wage was

higher than the State wage, and thle era-
ployers then consistently advocated remain-
ing with thle ";late Arbitration Court. Now
that the Common wealth wage is lower than
the State wage, the employers advocate that
tile Western Australian unions should ap
pronch the Commonwealth Arbitration Court.
There canl Ie no denvinri the volte-fCace miade
by the employers in that r'espect, Tfle state-
mient of thle Employee's' Federation appear--
ing iil this morning's "WVest Australiani" if
it has any merit, is as regards an ainendmient
of the Industrial Arbitration Act. It has no
merit as dealing with thle subject of' the Bill
he fore thle House. It relates to tile Arittia-
t .ii Act, aind that alone. No orig, would
a tteru.pt to deity that wvage have been re-
duced in the Eastern States, but we do deny
that Parliaments have reduced wages in the
Eastern States. No one canl gpinisay uts in
that respect. Wage reductions in the East-
ern States have been madle through thle con-
stitutional tribunals.

Mr. Lathami: So they were here.
The M[i nister for M1ines: They were not.

T hey were made by your Goverrnment.
The MINISTER FOR, WORKS: The

Eastern States tibunalIs whichr brought about
wage reductions did it without art 'y direction
wvhatever fromt any Parliament, without anly
new authority, without any direction in re-
gard to percentages, ats happened here. The
Eastern States tribunal,% mande reductions on
the mnerits of the eases p~reseiited, on the
strength of thle evidence adduced, and not
onl account of any Pa~rliamientary (lirection.
No E asten States Earliamnent passed a. lawv
layi, down to its Artiitration Court a for-

iunla as to what should be done. This is
the only Parliament that did such a thing.
The article to which I refer goes onl to state
that all the reductions made so farl have been
made after inquiry. There is not a word of
truth in tliat assert ion.

The Minister for Mines: If there were
truth in it, we would not have a leg to stand
on.

The %IINISTER FOR WVORKS: Every
memlber of this House knrows, the putbl ic
know, everybody knows that thousands of
men aud women too have had their w~ages
'educed wvithout ever a case comnliri before
the Arbitration Court.

The Prermier : Without any inhniiry at all.
The MIINISTER FOR WORKS : With-

out a tittle of evidence. Because one baker
at Yarloop working in the timber industry

7
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had his wages reduced, every baker in the
State from Wyndhamn to Esperance had his
wages reduced accordingly.

Mr. Lathanm: That is not right.
The -MINISTER FOR WORKS: It ;s

right.
Mr. Latlhanm: Are you sure?
The -MINISTER FOR WORKS: I know

it is.
Mr. Lathamn: What about the appeal from

that decision?
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The

decision wvas later upset, I know. One brick-
layer, working for the City Council on man-
holes in the sewers, had his wages reduced,
and consequently every other bricklayer in
the State had his wages reduced also. It
is said that wages wvere reduced after in-
t1 i ry. Wh'lat inquiry wats made in to the
wages of the mn engaged inl the oil in-
dusqtry before they were reduced? Was :t
case 'brought before the Arbitration Court
ia connection with those workers? There
are many other instances that I could cit.

The Minister for MXines: What inquir '
was made iii regard to tie reduction in wvages

ofP the men employed onl the new Common.
Wealth Bank?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Their
wages were reduced to conform witl, the
redaction in the wages of the bricklayer
working, for tile City Council. I could -p
oil giving instanices, but there is no need
to do so. Members already are aware or
themi. What is thle use of publishing the
articles tha t ale appearinug in the Press.,
The Leader of the Opposition knows that at
the t ime w~hen thle common role decision wa
given by the Full Court of this State, thQ
Arbitrauion Court aisked the then Govern-
mient to finance an appeal against the Fall
lCourt's decision. The Arbitration Court
thent stated that had they known, when the
were giving relief to certain individuals.
that their decision would be made a common
rule, they would have treated the case in a
different way. The Arbitration Court did
not mean their decision to apply as a Com-
mon rule. That matter was discussed onl the
floor of this Chamber, and the previous
Government tlok the stand that it was no
port of their duty to finanec the proposed
appeal.

Mr. Lathiam: That did not apply to the
ease of the baker employedI by Millars'?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No. bt,
the decision of the Fall Cour-t waIs fttacked1
cm: that point, What is surprising is that

whvle all these protests are made by the
Press against the Government's proposal,
not at single representative employer in tile
State has made a personal protest. We
know there are scores of large employer-
in the Stave, including the proprietors of
big emporiums, ;%ho have refused to take
advantage of the cut in ivages. Neither the
Employers' Federation in the ar-ticle whici;
tlme.% published ill the Press nor the "'West
Australian" in its lending articles has the
backinhg of the representative employers i-i
the State. There has been no protest made

o;their behalf against our proposals. The
big traders of this city are naov convinced
that the policy of deflation, whereby the
purchasing power of the peoph3 is crippled,
is wrong. Instead of helping trade, it is,
retarding trade, Instead of reviving in-
dnustr 'v, it has had the opposite effect. The
big traders of Perth know that so long, a;
thle spending po0wer is left in the hands of
tile few a ad tamken away ti-mn, the many-
there is very littie hope of a revival it
ii dln-t Iv. I do no' wvant to repnt what was
aid id hen we discussed the previous Bill
a fewv weeks ago. This is exactly the same
Bill. but I desire to remind inembers that
if ev-er therhe were all incident ti:n t pro ve(]
tile contention wre stood for was correct, it
uasi. the flotation of thle last loan of
£10,000,000. That loan wvas subscribed wvith-
in 24 hours, thus indicating the large
aiomiit of muonmey being boardad and held
by a few.

Mr. Latham : That is not ,.Il it shows.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The

general public were not given v chance to
secure any of that loan. It. 'vs snapped
upl iby the big financial institutions of Aiis-
t-ahi-a. That incident occurred while hunl-
dreds of thousands of our- own brothers and
sisters did not have the wherewithal to keep
body and soul in comfort. If tat huge
sumt of money were spread over the corn-
inunity, it would flow through every channel
of tr-ade and commerce, instead of being
hoairded np, and the effect would be
to revive trade and industrv in a way not
possible under the so-called'Premiers' Plan.
As the Lender of the Opposition admits-
as everyone ndrmits-when the previous Bill
was before the House last session, we took
a stand against Parliament being made a
wiage-fixing machine. We say that that is
fundamentally wrong' It is repugnant in
whatever way one likes to examine it. I
wiarnm thoe who are advocates of that prin-
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ciple that if they succei-d in forcing it on
the country at this stage, they will eat their
words before very long. I do not doubt
for a moment that members thoroughly
understand the serious situation with whichi
the Government of the country are faced,
owing, to the loss of the previous Bill. It
means a loss to the Treasurer of about
£355,000 a year, a very large sum of monecy
indeed, especially when one bears in inind
the heavy taxation in existence in the State
at the moment. It cannot be expected, how-
ever, that any self -respecting Government
wvill accept dictation on a matter of policy
like this, particularly when it means, a de-
parture from constitutional customn. I want
to strike another note. T express the hope
that it will not be found necessary to go
into conference on the Bill,

MUr. Sleemnan:- You will be wasting timie if
you do.

The MINISTER, FOR WORKS: In this
State during recent years the system of con-
ference has grown to a greater extent than
in any other British Parliament. Else-
where conferences are regarded as a last re-
sort to meet extreme eireiumstances. Of re-
cent years there seems to be considerable
sparring to get into conference.

'Mr. ])oney: You have lent yourself to it.
The Premier: We have been foi-ced into

it by another pla8ce.
The -MINISTER FOR WORKS:- In order

to try to save the country, we have been
forced to ask for conferences.

Mr. Doney: That is not the -%vay to get
rid of the practice, is it?

The MN-INISTER FOR WORKS: In my
judgment, there are many things said and
done -in conferences, behind closed doors,
that the people of the country have a right
to know.

Members: Hoar, beer!
The INISTER FOR WORKS: Those

gentleman should be forced to let the people
know what they say and do behind closed
doors.

Mr. Doney: That is quite right; we agree
with that.

The 'MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
people have a right to know what their rep-
resentatives are doing. It is not right that
what happens in conferences should he dis-
closed outside. If it were, one could under-
stand it would not be much use going into
conference; but there are essential points
that the people have a right to know. They

have a right to know what their representa-
tives in Parliament say and how they vote.
The loss of this Bill wvi]I be fraught with the
most serious consequences to the State. The
Government wvill he compelled to take seri-
ous and drastic action. We do not want to
do so, and I feet sure every member of the
House desires to avoid it. Members will
realise, however, that it is impossible for the
Government to carry on with a reduction of
£350,000 in existing revenue. Either addi-
tional money wvill have to be found, or in-
creased taxation imposed, or services dis-
continued.

Mr. floney:- You were not threatened with
the loss of that money.

The MiNI,\STER FOR WORKS: The loss
of this Bill means the loss of £350,000 in
revenue. Tue Government is not accepting
dictation omi its policy.

Mr. Doney: The re-enactment of the meas-
ure was given to you, but you did not accept.
it.

The 3MINISTER FOR WORKS: The'
Government's policy has been endorsed. by
the p~eople. The Government was returned
with a substantial majority, one of the big-
gest majorities that any Government of
Wes tern Australia has had. Are the people
to lie thwarted by a House representing one-
third of the electors that this House repre-
sents? I can only repeat that no self-re-
specting, Government could accept that.

Mr. Sampson:- The trouble was that neither
side was prepared to concede anything.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
lion. memlber does not know "'hat happened
at the conference. HEt does know, or should
know, that two members of that conference
declared, before they went into it, that their
policy was "No surrender."

iMr. Regney: That is not mentioned in
"Hausard."

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
has been blazoned forth to the world. The
lion. member does not know 'what happened
at the conference, and therefore it is nio use
his trying to put words into my mouth, or
to say something for public consumption.
He is merely voicing, parrot-like,. what the
"West Australian" says, that it was the no-
surrender attitude of the Government that
caused the trouble. How does the "West
Australian," or anyone else, know what was
done at the conference9 The hion. member
does not know.
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Mr. Raphael: If hie did know, lie would
not be -able to interpret it correctly.

The MINISTER FOR WVORKS: I re-
peat that I do not desire to delay the -sit-
ling. As I have stated, thle sooner we get
*to grips with the situation, the better. The
.Bill is simply a coI)y of the one that was
before the House last session, and it does
not alppear that much new can be said about
it I content myself with this brief state-

.tnent, and move-

.That the Bill be new read a se-ond tiee.

.MRL LATHA" (York) [4.01:- The
Minister in moving thle second reading, said
this Bill was the samne as the Bill of last
Session. Of course it is totally different, and
the House has a different resplonsibility to
carry this time. Last time it was a con-
tinulation Bill, wvith certain a mendmtien ts to
the Acet, and even if those amendmnents had
all been excised from tile Bill there still ye-
;mained in the Bill power to continue the
Act. That is not so inl this leg-islation; it is
totally different in this Bill, because no
compromise can be effected, no half-way
measure; either we have to accept the Bill
as it is or miake certain ojoendinents to it,
bunt in either case it carries no power of
continiuation.

Thle Minister for Wnorks: There is nothing-
to be continued.

.Mr. LA TRAM: Of course not, but there
was last time. Thle 'Minister must admlit that
it is of no uise thinking this is thle only House
having responsibility. Under the Constitu-
tionl the other House has exacatly the sanie
responsibility as, this House, with some ex-
ceptions set out in tile Constitution Act
Amendment Act of 1921. Another place has
the samne responsibility, irrespective alto-
gether of whether we think the different
franchise is rig-ht and proper.

The Premier: They have not the same
responsibility, although they may have the
Same Power.

Air. LATIIA'lfl: That is admitted.
The Premier:, There is not an equality of

responsibility.
Afr. LATHAM: Under the Constitution

they have the power.
The P'remier: I am talking, not about

power, but about the hon. member's word-
responsibility.

Afr. LATHAM: Certainly they do not
carry the same responsibility, as for instance
the fw-cial responsibility, but it is of no

tie hidiig tile fact that if we want to make
an alteratiotl w-e must amiend the Constitu-
tion Act.

The Premtier: You would have to get those
felows to consent to it.

Mr. LATHAM: That is so..Xt one time
there was in this State only tile Legislative
Council. It was that House which asked the
I'maperil Government to grant us iesponl-
sible Government,

The Minister for Works: Nonsense!
Air, LATH4AM: That is perfectly right.
M1r. Raphael . And they made a mness

of it.
Mr. LATHAM: They made a mess of it

whelin they so framed the Parliament that the
lion. member could enter it. However, it
was the action of another place that enabled
this House to come into existence.

The Minister for Railways: They asked
for Reosponsible Government, and it was set
oip inl two Houses.

The Premier : Responsible Government
means government by the people, not by a
section of thme people.

Air. LATHAMA : We have heard those
arguments before.

Tile Premier: And you cannot combat
themi.

_Mr. LATHAM: I can, hut I cannot expect
the Premnier to agree.

The Minister for L-ands interjected.
111r. LATHAM1: If members will let are

get on, probably the Bill will advance far-
ther at this sitting than it will if they per-

I'sist in their interjections,
Mr. Raphael : AvTe have plenty of time on

this side.
Mr. LATHA AL Very well, and we have

plenty of material onl thlis side. I am going
to support the second reading for thle same
reason as I supported it on the last occasion,
namely that 1 do not think the finances of
the State will pennit the Government to give
away even as much as they propose to give
away under the Bill. I can only tell the
story that 1 told before, which was that the
proper thing for the Government to have
done last session was to have brought in
merely a continuance Bill. Because of the
£350,000 required to remnit the salary deduc-
tions, I think it was unwise for the Govern-
ment to try to give effect to certain parts of
their policy which will cost the State a lot of
money.

The Premier: We have had a lead from
the Commonwealth Government.

10
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Mr. LATHIIAM: Yes, I will agree with the
Premier in that. Since tile Prime Minister
and the State Premiers agreed to a certain
course of action. I cannot understand the
Prime MNinister making a remissjion of salary
deductions to the extent of five per cent.
without eon~zulting the State Premiers.

The Mfinister for Railways: The Federal
Government ought to have stitck to the ship.

Mr. I2ATTEAM: Of cours(e -o. Because
oL that precedent set by the Prime Minister.
I would hnve supported the Premier if lie
h,:0' (lone the saime thing.

Mr. Riaphael: IS it that you mean] you
a re prepa red to ra ise your own salaryQ

Mr. L-AT1UM:. I should like to raise
something iii the hon. member. I wii
assured lie would not he here to-lay. *i
agree with the Premier tha:-. the precedent
set by the Commonwealth Government was
altogehrwog It could mnly have been
done with the purpose of gaining popu-
Iaritv. Alternatively they bad so much sur-
plus revenue that they did nor know what fta
do with it, and so they disbursed it in that
way, instead of following the advice of
their experts and looking after the State-
If they had looked after the Stites, prob-
ably we should have been able to make ;1
fair and reasonable percentage, of remnissin
o.- salary deductions in this State. Th,
Minister for Works upbraided another plae -
for the stand they took on the previous Bill,
but said very little about tihe Ri11 before us.
By the courtesy of the Premier I was able
to peruse this Bill earlier in the dlay and so
get an idea of what it contains. It gives
effect to the promised remission of deduc-
tions in all wages to men in the Government
service and a remission of salary cuts
to public servants between £205 and
£240. That is in the first part of
the Bill. The second part of the Bill
repeals the whole of Part V. of the Act
that has just expired. I do not know
whether the Minister has given much con-
sideration to Part V. One portion of it
dealt with deductions in grants made by
the Treasurer. Under the Bill certain
people in high positions will be able to get
a remission of their deductions, as for in-
stance University professors.

TeL 'Minister tor Works: I think not.
Mr. LATH~AM: But I think they wilf:

indeed T am sure of it. The Bill repeals the
whole of Part V., portion of which dealt with
grants. If we are to have sacrifices, the

sacrifics should be general. In Part V,
of the expired Act, Section 12 dealt with
contracts of service, and provided that theyv
nligbt be varied by tbn employer in certain
eases. That concerns bodies corporate or
incorporate receiving grants from the Crown.
It seems to me the Government have over-
looked that. It is unfair that by repealing
this we should give to certain individuals a
remission of the deductions made. What
about the rest Of the service4

The Premier: Take the University. There
is no statut..ory obligation to pay the Uni;'
versity that money at all. I could reduce
the amount granted to the ITniversity by
£19,000 if I thought flit. It is purely a
voluntary grant.

llr. LA,'.THAM: Under an Aot of Parlia-
ment,

The Premier: But only lip to £C13,000.
Anything above that represents a voluntar~y
increase by the Government.

Mr. LATHAM: But they will now have~
to pay their professors the old rate of
salary. Moreover, there are other institu-
tions receiving grants from the Crown.

The Premier: Most of thern are not under
statute.

W. LATHIAM: Some of them airc, al
though of course their officers are not paid
under statute. The Government shbould has c
retained at least Section 12 of the parent
Act. On the last occasion IF urg-ed that the
Bill would force people to have their work
done outside the State, instead of providing
employment within the State. In this morn-
ig's "West Australian" I noticed certain
statements by the Minister for Emplbyment
who declared that the use of local products
had led to a considerable inerease in the
number of people employed in local produc-
tion. But when this Bill goes through.
instead of material being made up here, it
will be made up in the Eastern States.

The Minister for Employment: You saidr
that before.

Mr. LATHAM: And I believe it, Even
to-day practically the whole of the furniture
entering Kalgoorlie comes fron the Eastern
States.

The Premier: Well, that is being done in
the face of the benefit of reduiced wages.
s,-) the Bill will not alter the situation.

-Mr. LATHAM: The Bill will aggravate it.
The Premier: Not if, as you say, the

whole of the furniture is being brought from
the Eastern States.

11
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Mr. LiATHAM: It is not only the furni-
ture, hut miany other lines as well. It is of
no use saying this Parliament in passing the
parent Aet did anything very different fron'
what was done in the Eastern States. In
New South Wales an Act was put through
on practically the same lines as the Act in
this State. M1r, Lang was Premier at the
time, and he provided that on salaries and
wages up to £250 there should lie deductions
of from 15 per cent, to 17.1 per cent.; that
from £2531 to £C1,000 the deduction should
be froni 174 per cent, to 25 per cent.; that
on amounts f rom £1,001I to £2,000 the de-
duetion should 'be from 27 per cent. to 32
per cent., anid that onl all amlounts over
£C2,000 the deduction should be 324 per cent,
He proposed at one timec to reduce all
salaries to a maximium of £500, but this is
what he gave effect to, and it inciladed not
only salaried officers hut also the wages men.

The Premier: 'Do you think that policy
was sound?

Mr I LA'HAM: T ant only saying that if
we sinned we sinned in good company. In
Victoria, where Mr. H-og-an was Premier, on]
amounts up to £100 the deduction mnade
was 6 per cent.; from £101 to £225 it was
11_ per cent.;- from £226 to £250 it was 14-l
per cent.; from £251 to £1,000 it was from
14. per cent, to 21 4 per cent., from
£C1,001 to £2,000 it was fromi 22 per cent.
to 24 per cent., and for all amounts over
£C2,000 it was from 25 per cent, to 27 per
cent. It will lie noticed that in Victoria
they started at £100, whereas here we made
a minimum of £185 for a male worker's
wages, of £205 for a salaried mant, and of
£C100 for a femiale worker. In Queensland,
where there was a Nationalist-Country Party
Government, tip to £C250 the reduction was
15 per cent.;- from £251 to £1,000, 15 to 18
per cent.; from £1,001 to £2,000, 1S to 20
per cent.; and over £2,000, 20 per cent. In
South Australia, whet-n there is a Labour
'onverninent, the reductions up to £1,000

were 19 peLr cent. That affected everybody.
Over £C1,000 the reduction was 20 per cent.

The Premvier: Where is that Government
flow?

Mr. LATHAM: Just where this Govern-
ment would be if they wvent to the people
on the present Bill. I ask the Premier not
to be too hasty in his remarks because there
is always the risk that his Government may
not always lie occupying the Treasury bench.
En Tasmania. uip to £C800 the redaction made

tL 20 per centL.; 1beLweeni 801 and £1,200,
22A4 per tentt.; and £1,201 andI ever, 25 per
toit. 'The Conmnonwealth reductions. were
very similar to those made in this State. Up
to £250 the reduction was 18 per cent.; be-
tween £251 and £1,000, 20 per cent.; be-
tween £1,001 and £2,000, 25J per cent.; and
over £2,009, 25.1 per cent. Thus the aver-
ages are: New South Wales, 117.9 per cent.;
Victoria, 17 per cent.; Queensland, 154 per
uent.; South Australia, 19 per caent.; W~est-
ern Australia, 19.2 per cent.; Tasmania, 20
per~ ccit.; andi the Commonwealth, 19.5 per
ient. After all, there is not a very great
deal of difference between the Commonwealth
deductions and ours. -The M1inister told us
that this was thle only State that had inter-
[cred with outside employees. Let us take
the employees of the Midland Railway Coin-
paily and those of our own Railway Depart-
ment. Our wen, with a reduction of 18 to
20) per cent., are still on higher -wages. The
Samte thing.1 applies to the SawmAis. W\e
,shall bar tail thc business coin to thle
Crown.

The Minister for Works: Whim will lie
"0ro11 withl that?
Mr. LATrHAM: The Minister would soon

hodt that it would have the effect of throw-
J lg Itinily licopie out of employment. Wle
Ihave to iverage the position as well as we
possibly can.

Mr. Raphael: That was not the position iii
ilte other States.

Mr. LATIJAM: The Governments in the
other States (lid not enter into competition
with private enterprise, as has been done in
Western Anstralia. In those States where
socialistic Govternments did establish en-
terprises, no time was lost in disposing
of them. LUfortunately in this State we
have not been able to dispose of ours.

Mr. Raphael: You would not suggest
that .Jack Scaddan 's Government was
socialistic?

Mr. Trhornt: You are too young to know
anything at all about the Scaddan Goy-
e rnmen t.

Mr. LATH AM: If Western Australia did
anything wrong, it did it in very good
conipanly. We were compelled to deal 'with
outside employees just as we hart to deal
with our own. I honestly claim that there
is no justification for altering the position.
There is no difference in it at the present
time from that which existed when I spoke
previously. We have had the opportunity
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recently of seeing the State's financial re-
turns tor the first half of the current year
and to say the least of it they aire very dis-
couraging. The revejute for the half year
ended 31st December last injcreased by,
£1.01,S05 in comparison with the figures for
the correiponding six months of the pre-
vious year. The revenue for the six
months ended 31st December last was
£i, 773,000, wii st for the corresponding
six months of 19.32 the total was £3.,671,105
The increase was miade Lip) almost or the
additional amount of the financial emuer-
gency tax; so that if the Treasurer receives
onlyv the same revenue as the previous
G4overnmnent had, hie will experience great
difficulty in making ends; meet, Now, inl
addition, le will have to find between
£70,000 and £80,000. 1 will admit that the
deficit for the first half of the current
financial year is less than the deficit for
the corresponding period of the previous
yea;, though the difference is not very coni-
siderable. For the six months ended .1st
December last the expenditure totalled
£4,573,321, whilst the figures for the cor-
responding half year of 19.32 were £4,544,-
708. Thus the increase was £128,553; and
this, too, with the expenditure onl uncin-
ployment relief down to the extent of
£46,33.1. When winter falls upon us and]
unemployment increases, we canl expect a
substantial increase in this direction in
comparison with the estimate. For the
first half of the current year the deficit was
£800,321, as against £373,663, which wvas
the total for the corresponding period of
the previous financial year. The deficit for
the six months just ended was less by
£E73,342 than that for the corresponding six
months of 1032, even though the Govern-
ment received an increased amount of
roughbly £9,000 from the financial emer-
gency tax. I admit that the Government
went to the country with a policy, though
there are many phases of that policy. The
Premier made a statement as to what he
was going to do for the unemployed.

The Premier; What did I say?
Mr. LATEJAM: I contend that the

Government hhve every right to give effect
to their policy, but I1 believe the Premier
would have been well advised to give effect
to that part of his policy that affected the
unemployed. There are very many people
still out of work and experiencing great
difficulty in making ends meet. It would
have heen far better, with the cash avail-

able, to distribute it amongst the class that
needed it rather than to give it to those
who are wvell provided for.

The Minister for Employment: We mande
substantial progress in that direction.

Mr. LATHAM: Yes, I admit the Coy-
erment spent it great deal more from loan
funds thtan was spent in the corresponding
period of the previous year. It seems to
Me Unsound to give additional money to
men receiving 9s. above the basic wage
while wve have ninny people out of employ-
mient and others are onl part-timie work.

The Minister for Lands: You made the
statement before that the farmers could
not obtain farm labour.

Mr. LATHAM: And I will mnake the
statement again. I could give the Minis-
ter the names of many farmers and their
wives who sewed bags because they could
not get the labour. Does the hon. member
suggest that a married man with a wife
and family should not be sent out to sew
bags at from 8s. to 12s. 6d. per hundred?

The 'Minister for Lads: That was the
old rate.

Mr. LATIIA-M: What is the difference
between the old rate and the new rate?
Any married man should be able to get
sufficient work to assist him to keep his
wife and family.

The Minister for Lands: Married men
have done this for years.

Mr. LATHAM: There was a shortage of
labour amiong-st farmers and the honi. mem-
ber's colleague knows that. le released a
lot of sing-le men to try to meet the posi-
tion.

The Minister for Emillovluent : It shows
that we are manking prgres

Mr. LATHAM;: Every yeaor we have had
t~o make labour available for farmers. I re-
peat that I would be very willing to help the
Government to give effeet to their policy, but
T eoasider it unwise to give something adrdi-
tional to the mnait -who is carning- above the
basic rate, whilst we have a number of peo-
1)1e still onl sustenance. The Miniister knows
that there are many people still onl susten-
a ne.

Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. member
is under the impression that he is making a
speech on the Address-in-reply.

Nil. LAT HAM: The facts I am giving
affect the finances of the State.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member had
better get back to the Bill.
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Mir. LATHAM: Of course if you rule that
I ami not to discuss these questions, I will
have to obey the ruling.

The Premier: You are talking about mat-
ters that are not in the Bill.

Mr. LATHAMA: They ought to be in the
Bill.

Mfr, SPEAKER: I cannot help that; I
did not frame the Bill.

Mr, LATHAM: Perhaps, Mir. Speaker, if
you had done so, you would have included
them. I admit that we cannot let the Trea-
sury down to the extent of £C350,000, and we
Cannot allow unreasonably high rates to be
charged for mortgages. Therefore we miust
support the second reading of the Bill,
though it falls short of what I should like to
have seen introduced. We should have in-
sisted on having a continuance Bill for
another year, because the time is not yet ripe
for the alteration proposed by the Govern-
ment. The p~reviouis Government had to ask
the people to miake at sacrifice, and the peo-
ple did so readily. If now they have to make
another sacrifice, we shall he doing wrong by
passing this legislation. Before I sit down
I should like to draw the attention of the

Minister for Justice, or the Minister in
charge of the Bill, to the subject of interest,.
I have been approached by trustee com-
panies who ask permission to reduce the rate
of interest charged to somec of their clients.
They have good clients but they arc con-
trolled by the Trustees Act and they seek
permission to reduce the rat~s of interest
without violating anly of the principles of
that Act itself. I should like this question
looked into to see whether it is possible to
grant the assistance sought. Personally I
think we shall have to amend the Act itself,
to enable the companies to deal with trust
accounts. It will he remembered that when
the emergency legislation was going through,
ivo amended the Trustees Act to enable trus-
tees to convert bonds they were holding ia
trust.

The Mlinister for Works: You protected
them.

Mr. LATHAM: They point out they can-
not reduce the rates of interest to a fair and
reasona~ble amount without statutory power.
I do not think we can do it under the Bill
we are now discussing, but I should like the
Government to inquire whether it is possible
in somec form to give the relief sought.

RON. N. KEENAN (-Nedlands) [4,301:
1 felt sure that some other members would
take part in this debate.

Mr. Marshall: If they did, you would be-
comne disgusted and walk out.

Hon. IN. KEENAN: I do not do so when
the hon. member is addressing the House.

Mr. Marshall: You throw down your pen-
cit and walk out.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
Hon. N. KEEN'AN: If I have done so I

regret it. The measure before us, in effect,
is meant to continue some of the provisions
of the Financial Emergency Act of 1931.
The first notable feature of it is that it re-
tains the same flamboyant preamble, for
which the MAinister apologised, because he
said he was informed, it was legally neces-
sary. If any member reads the preamble,
he will see that it is nothing but very boast-
ful attempts at prophesying what would hap-
pen if certain legislation were passed.

Mr, Lathamn: It was so nice that it was
worth passing.

lion. N. REENANT: It was actually the
work of Mr. Theodore; it was drafted hy
that gentleman.

Mr. Siceman: A very clever man.
Hon. N. KEENAN: Yes, and he excelledl

himself in the phraseology he adopted for
what I term this flamboyant preamble.

The Minister for Works: I do not think
he even drafted it.

Hon. N. Ii EENAN: The late Mr. Davy
informed me that every State had to accept
the same preamble because it was broughlt
down by the Commonwealth Government,
then headed by Mfr. Scullin and Mr. Theo-
dore.

The Minister for Works: It was drafted
by the legal committee of the Premiers' Con-
ference.

Hon. N. KEENAN:- Not the phraseology
of the preamble. The Minister is quite right
in saying that Mir. Davy explained that he
was not responsible for it. Though ha was
chairman of the legal committee, he regret-
ted the absurd language employed. We are
all aware of the circumstances under which
this Bill has become necessary. Those cir-
cumstances raise not merely the constitu-
tional question, which was dealt with at some
length by the Minister, but also the whole
of the merits of the measure itself. When,
at the end of last session, the question arose
involving a constitutional issue, and when
I assured the Ministry at that time of my
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support on the constitutional issue, I dis-
Limelly' made it clear that, whilst doing so,' I
eniiiirely disapproved of the provisions of the
Bill. i propose now to state the reasons for
my strong disapproval. It has been sug-
gested by the Premier that when the Bill
was before the Chamber last session-the
Bill to amend the then existing Act-only
one member of the Opposition, and no one,
oil the Government side, except the Minister
in charge of the Bill, spoke on it. An exam-
ination of the circumstances attending that
episode makes it v'ery clear why that hap-
peuned. The Minister introduced the second
reading at one sitting of the House, and at
the very next sitting the second reading of
the Bill was set down almost at the top of
thle Notice Paper.

The -Minister for Works: But a week-end
elapsed.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Yes, but before meni-
bet-s bad received a copy of "Hansard" re-
porting the Minister's speech, or before his
speech was in possession of any of them,
the second reading was proceeded with.

The Premier: That is too thin.
Hon. N. KEENAN: We had only just

received "Hansard" reporting the speeoch of
the Minister when the second reading was
proceeded with.

Mr. 'Marshall: You could have got a copy
had you wanted it.

Eon. N. KEENAN : It was quite legiti-
mate to ask for an adjournment in order
that members might read in "Hansard" what
the M1inister had said.

Mr. Marshall: Why did not you listen to
his speech?

Hon. N. KEENAN: An adjournment of
the debate was refused, and all the House
will recollect that at the time-

The Minister for Works: You should be
thle last member in the House to say that.

Mr. Marshall: Yes, he bobs in and out
again and wants "Hansard" to give him the
information.

Hon. N. KEENAN: If members will per-
sist in interrupting me-

The Premier: You deserve to have the
whole lot of them interrupting you.

The Minister for Works: You should be
the last to say that. You bave been granted
special adjournments.

Mr. Marshall: Yes, and hie throws down
his pencil and walks out nighit after night.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Murchison will keep order.

Mr. Marshall: I will tr-y to, do so.
M\r. SPEAKER: Keep order and never

mind about the trying.
lHon. N. KEENAN: At chat time there

"-as nothing ahead of the House in the way
of work. We had no loaded Notice Paper.
Oin the contrary, there appearltd to be ample
time and more than ample time to deal with
all the business that remained on the Notice
Paper. In another place the Notice Paper
was loaded with matters of the gravest im-
portance, and it was not at all necessary that
there should be any haste in sending the
Financial Emergency Act Amendment Bill
to them. However, thle Minister refused the
adjournment and, by his retu~al, curtailed
tile discussion, and the second reading went
through. The measure then before the Housc
was really thle same as is incorporated in
this Bill. When bringing down the amend-
ing Bill last session, the Minister said it was
introduced in furtherance of and in part
performance of the policy on which the Gov-
emnmentr of which lie was a member, hadl
been returned to power. It was one of the
promises made by his party to the electors.
Because it was placed before the electors
and because the electors had accepted it, and
had returned the padrty to power; therefore
it. was claimed the Government had a clear
mandate to give effect to the proposals. I
am quite prepared to concede tha~t the pro-
posals to restore the financial eniergenc 'y cut
to the public servants was putl before the
electors, and I am quitie prepared to con-
cede also that a great majority of the elec-
tors accepted and endorsed that policy and
returned that party to power-, no doubt he-
cause they accepted and endorsed the policy.
If there were any doubt whether in fact
that pr)oposal was made to the electors and
was accepted and endorsed by the electors,
tt. what is that doubt to be attributed? To
nothing more than toD the fact that only in
July last the Premier and the Minister for
Works both denied that any such proposal
was made. Consequently, if those who claim
that there was any doubt about a mandate
having been given to the Governinent desire
to seek authority for their doubt, that is the
best authority they can adduce. I myself
am quite satisfied that the proposal was
made in definite terms, and I am also quite
satisfied that the electors returned the party
to power, perhaps mainly so far as the
public servants were concerned, because of
that proposal. Therefore I admit for myself
that the Government have a mandate to give
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effect to that policy. That is all I desire
to say on the constitutional aspect. At
other times and in other places, I have made
clear the views I hold on the proper work-
ing under the Constitution of the two Chain.
hers, and I do not desire to take advantage
of the indulgence of the House to repeat
myself. Turning to the merits of the Bill,
what are the main rounds on which the
Minister recommends the House to accept
the measure? He reiterated, As he has done
onl many occasions, that this was the only
Parliament and the Mitchell Government
were the only Government in Anstralia that
had attempted to fix wages by Act of Parlia-
ment. He said it was a ruinous policy and
a vicious proceeding for any Parliament to
attempt to constitute itself a tribunal to
fix wages. If the subject were not one of
the very greatest importance, it might lead
to some amusement to examine the travesty
of facts that the Minister has placed before
the House. The Financial Emergency Act
of 1931 was divided into seven, parts. Part
II., Section 7, reduced wages or salaries by
Act of Parliament.

Mr. Sleeman: Paid by priviate employers.
Hon. N. KEENAN: No, it reduced

wages and salaries by Act of Parliament.
No intervention was necessary by any other
tribunal, authority or person. Specifically in
the termis of the section it reduced wages
payable to employees of the Crown. Provi-
sion for the reduction of solaries or wages-
the two words meatn the samin thint-received
by employees of the Crown is to be found
repeated in exactly the samne words in the
statute passed by cvery' State in Australia.
Part V. dealt with the variation of contracts
of service by p~arties other than employees
of the Crown. Section 12 of that P~art,
which has been referred to hr' the Leader of
the Opposition, dealt with An employer who
was inl receipt of a grant from the Crowvn
anti whose giant was reduced in consequence
of the Fin~aacial Emergency Act, lie was
authorised to make a reduction in the re-
inuneratioji payable to his employees, a re-
duction commensurate with the reduction
made in the grant by the Treasury. But there
was this safeguard, thaqt where that affected
the wages of any poison working- under in-
dustrial agreement or industrial Award, then
the employer could only make a reduction
wvith the previous sanction of the Court of
Arbitration. There was no provision, as in
Section 7, to cut down the wages; the en-
ployer was merely nuthorised to apply to

the Court of Arbitration And, with the con-
seat of the court, to make the limited reduc-
tion that corresponded exactly with the re-
duction made ia his grant by the Treasury.

Mr. Needlin interjected.
Hon. N. KEENAN: There is no possible

reason for that construction, as I shall show.
Section 14, Subsection 5, gave authority to
the Court of Arbitration, on the application
of an employer, to reduce wages. The
language used was clear and concise.

Mr. Cross: As clear as miud!
Hon. N. KEENAN: I do not know how

clear the lion. member's mind is.
Mr. Cross: It is clearer than that Act.

Hon. N. IKEEN'AY: I wpopoe to read
what the Act says, in Subsection 5 of Sec-
tion 14-

If,' on the hearing of the application, the
court is satisfied that the national emergency
with which the State is faced justifies it ini
making an order for a reduction of rates of
salary, wrages or remuneration prescribed iii
the award or industrial agreement in relation
to whirl, the application is made so as to bring
thei into accord with the reductions made un-
der Part Il. of the Act, the court may, not-
withstanding thre provisions of the Industrial
ArIbitration Act, ]1912.5, or Ally amendment
thereof, or of any other Act or of any Award
or industrial agrcceacnt made thereunder, or of
any declared Ibasic wage to the contrary, mnake
an order that the award or induistral agree-
niont in respect whereof thme application is
mnade shall forthwith be varied so that the
rates of sa.lary, w;ages or remiunecration therein
)rescrilbed shall be reduced inl accordance with
the provisions of Part 1.1. of this Act anid the
rates preseribed in the Schedule hereto.

What w'as the position in order that the
court migh-t b)e able to deal with the applica-
tion of an employer if it thought fit to do0
so?~ The position was that except for West-
ern Australia no industrinl legislation con-
tained the same restrictive provisions that
ours did, restraining the courit from taking
any action at all. The effect of Sections 90,
120 and 121 was to tic the bands of the court
entirely, which was not the case in respect
of any industrial tribunal elsewhere in Aus-
tralia. Either one of two things had to be
done to give the court the same powers en-
joyed by the industrial tribunals elsewhere
in Australia, first to amiend the Industrial
Arbitration Act, secondly to include this pro-
vision in the Financial Emnergenc 'y A ct.
What must be clearly understood is that it
gave power to the court, and it remained for
the court to exercise thatj-power if on proper
inquiry it thought fit to do so. How does
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Subsection .5 of Section 14 warrant the state-
mnent that parliamenat took u pon itself to fix
wvazes? All that the section accomplishes is
to give to the Arbitration Court power if it
ses fit to alter at wage. It is true, as p)oiflted
out iby thle Mini~ter, that t he construction
placedi upon the Atatutc be the Full Court is
to the effect that where the Arbitration Court
hadl, onl tile application of one employer,
grantedl a reduction in respect of sonic wages
men employed by him, that constituted a
common ,ule, and that any other eniploviNer ,without maaking application, was eni itled to
avail himself of it.

Mr. F. C. L. Smith : That was not the in-
tention of the Legislature.

Hon. N. KEENAN: No. I contend it is
not the proper construction to place upon
the statute and that it never was part of
the intent of the statute. If any measure
had been brought down to cure that defect,
and it could have been cured by the inser-
tion of a few words restraining the benefit
of the order to the person who obtaned it,
such a measure would have received universal
support.

The Premier: Universal?
Hon. N. KEENAN: And the support of

another place too, I think.
The Premier: You are very optimistic.
Hon. N. KEENAN: No one understood

the statute to mean anything except that the
employer should apply to and satisfy the
court onl inquiry that his application was
worthy, of acceptance, before he could obl-
tain thle benefit of the order.

The Premier: Having got the decision
which suited their views, they would not
agree to alter it.

Honl. N. KEENAN: The Premier some-
times takes too pessimistic a view, and some-
times a view that is rather uncharitable.

The Premier: I know them.
lion. N. KEE-NAXN: We are told that

the previous Government were guilty of a
pernicious proceeding in fixing- wages by Act
of Parliament. It is certain that Parlia-
ment did fix wages under Section 6 of Part
II. in respect to employees of the Crown.
Strange to say, the Minister who declares
that it was a pernicious proceeding for Par-
lianment to fix wages, repeats in the Bill the
very words contained in Section 6 of Part
V. of the Act. I will read what it says.

The 2Mster for Works: Read the clause
further on.

Hon. NX. KEENAN: I would not like the
Minister to imagine I think he does not
understand his own Bill.

The Minister for Works: Read on to
where it exempts all wages men.

Hon. N. IKEENAN: Not all employees of
the Crown.

The Minister for Works: All wages men.
Hon. N. KEENAN: Does the Minister

differentiate between wages and salaries?
The Minister for Works: Yes.
Hon. N. KEENAN: I make no such dis-

tinction. It is a. mere synonym. Men are
merely Paid for their services. If they want
to be very swagger, they call it a salary;
otherwise they call it wvages.

The Premier: Salaries are not fixed by
the Arbitration Court.

Hon. '%. KEENAN: They are fixed by
other tribunals. Clause 6 of the Bill says-

Notwithstn ding anything Contained in any
A et, regula tion, or Ibv.law. or inl anyr State in:
dividual award or Stalto arlustria] agreement;,
or inal ' v other award determination or agree-
muent to tile contrary, hot subject as in this
section and in this Act hereinafter prodided
the rate of salary payable to every officer shall
be reduced to a rate which will he either 1Sper cent., 20 per cent., or 22je per cent, as the

case may be inl acordance With thle scale set
forth, in Part 1. of tile Schedule to this Art
below tile rate of salary prescribed or fixed
for the position or for the work as on the301th day of jun,,, 1930.

That does fix wages and salaries by Act of
Parliament.

Mr- F. C. L. Smith: It does not fix wages.
Hon. N. KEENAN: It says "notwith-

standing any industrial award or agree-
mnt," The Minister is in the position now
of being the sponsor for this per-
nicious and utterly wrong principle
of Parliament attempting to' flx wages.
I hope the Minister will regard himself as
the sponsor of this vicious practice. As re-
gards the Bill, undoubtedly the first matter
that requires to be established is to show
that the financial Position of the State is so
altered as to warrant the statute which is
now proposed. By the financial position of
the State I mean not only the financial posi-
tion from the Point Of view of governmental
finance but from the point of viewv of the
position of industry generally. Dealing first
of all with the financial position froml the
point of view of governmental finace, I
would ask what knowledge this House or
any member of it has of that position by
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reason of any statement made by the Alin-
ister? The only knowledge we are in pos-
session of is certainly in excess of the know-
ledge we had on the second reading of the
Bill -which was brought down last session
to amend the law. The Minister then took
the extraordinary stand that this House wvas
not entitled to any such knowledge, that it
was a piece of impertinence on our part to
ask for it. No doubt influenced by some
better guide, some person of more sane
judgment, the Mlinister afterwards onl the
third reading, did disclose the burden the
State would he called upon to carry if the
measure iiere not passed.

The Minister for Works: I had not the
inf ormation.

Dion. N. KEENAN: The Minister assured
us that this matter wvas discussed again
-and again in Cabinet over a period of sev,-
-crl months.

Air. Lathai: Early in the session.

Hon. N. KEENAN: He had the infor-
mation tip his sleeve all the rimie, but
thought hie was giving- too much away.

The Minister for Works: I do not con-
cede niow that it was any business of yours.

Hon. N. KEE NAN: Then this TIouse is
-here merely to receive orders from the Min-
ister.

The AMinister for Workes: The finances of
the country are for the Government.

Hon. N. KEENAN: And the House is
merely to receive orders and give effect to
them. That is not my conception of the duty
of the House, or even of those whlo sit on
the same side as the Government. The Min-
ister subsequently informed the House that
it would entail a burden of £110,000 to
£115,000. There is no information before
the House as to how this money is to be ob-
tained. The whole extent of the information
given to us is that it will involve a burden
of £110,000 to £C115,000, I presume per an-
num, although it may involve us in tb-at
amount for the balance of the financial year.
it cannot be imagined that the money will be
found out of Loan funds, because no Gov-
-erment could defend or justify such action.
if the money is to come out of revenue,
how is it to he found 7 Where is it provided
for in the Estimates of Revenue and Ex-
penditure which were before us recently,
and were considered by this House at great
length? Where is there anything we can
turn to, and say, "Here is the source of the
money that will be available for expenditure

in the direction required by this Bill?" So
far as any member knows, every pennyv of
revenue, including, of course, the deficit of
£850,000, has been appropriated for sonme
purpose. Is it proposed, if the Bill becomnes
law, to increase the deficit by £1I15,0001
If that is so, some statement to that effect
should be made. It would seriously influ-
enee the position of this State when it ap-
pears before the Giants Commission asking
for additional money, and would seriously*
affect the position when the Treasurer next
resorted to a Loan Council meeting. There
remains at possibility that the Treasurer has
under-estimated his revenue, and i~s going
to collect a considerable amount more than
lie thought, particularly, I suggest, from
the incidence of the financial emer-gency tax.
All these considerations are only possibili-
ties, and bare possibilities. Surely a meas-
ure: of this kind should not be put before
the House buttressed only by possibilities.
But even if it can be showvn thaot the moneys
which are involved if the Bill becomes law
arc available, and that therefore from the
point of view of governmental finance no
objection can be taken to the measure, what
consideration has been given to the effect
the Bill will have *on the financial position
of industry in general? At the moment, as
has been mientioned by the Leader of the
Opposition, a very creditable effort is being
made to revive local secondary industries,
and with some fair measure of success. But
who can question even for a moment that
there miust be some increase in the cost of
production of local industries as the result
of this Bill -becoming law? And if there
is any increase in cost, it is alwvays passed
on to the consumer; and therefore it will
mean an increase in the market prices of
the products of our local industries.

The Minister for Employment: That would
be an argument in favour of permanent re-
duction of wages.

Hon. N. KEENAN: It is an argument
only when one has to meet competition. If
we can close the door against cheaper
articles, of the same value or approximately
the same value, coming in and being offered
to the public, by all means let that be done;
but we cannot close the door. We must let
the articles in. What will be the result? Is
it not absolutely certain that in the circum-
stances we all find ourselves in, having to
make a shilling go as far as it possibly can,
we shall buy the cheapest articles in the
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market if it has at all the same relative
value* So it will mean that our markets
for secondary industries here will be de-
stroyed.

The Minister for Employment: The
secondary industries are not going, to be
made a stalking-horse for reduced wages.

Ron. N. KEENAN: The secondary indus-
tries will no longer exist. There will not
be reduction of wages; there will be aboli-
tion of wages. There is a long way between
reduction and abolition. The failure of the
secondar" industries would mean abolition
of wvages. I do not desire to pursue that
point any further. because I have no doubt
that other speakers, having a more intimate
knowledge of the matter, will deal with it.
Nor do I propose to deal with the intense
feeling of dissatisfaction that the plan em-
bodied in the Bill has produced in the Pub-
lic Service, On a former occasion in this
House, hon. members may recollect , I
pointed out that there was a state of almost
incipient rebellion in our Public Service,
arising from a comparison of their lot with
that of others doing exactly the same work
at much higher remuneration in the service
of the Commonwealth. I have no doubt
that the passing of the Bill would accentu-
ate and influence for the worse, that dangrer-
ous mood. Now I turn, lastly, to the con-
sideration which was lightly dealt with by
the Leader of the Opposition, and which I
propose to deal with at some greater length
-a consideration so important that, stand-
ing entirely by itself, apart from anything
else that I have said, it would warrant the
rejection of the Bill; and that is the posi-
tion of the unemployed in this State. Assum-
ing that the Government have this £115,000
available, before a single penny of it should
be spent in augmenting the wage of a man
who, in order to qualify for benefiting
from the measure, must be in receipt of the
basic wage and 9s. above the basic wage, the
unemployed, or those who are only partially
employed, should have the benefit of these
moneys in order to find employment for
them in the one ease, or in the other case
to find additional employment. Until every
man in the State who is willing and anxious
to work and who to-day is seeking for work
without being able to get it is enabled to en-
joy full time at the basic wage, there cam be
no justification whatever for adding to the
reward of those who must have the full
basic wage and 9s. above it before they can

qualify to receive the benefits of the Bill. I
canaot imagine how it is possible for any
of those who sit on the other side of the
Chamber, or onl this side, to go back to their
electorates, where they know there are hund-
reds of men still out of employment or only
partially employed, and state that they have
voted away £115,000 which might be used
to give those men employment, or at any
rate to some extent give them employment-
voted that money away to men who are
already in receipt of the basic wvage and of
9s. above the basic wage. That appears to,
ine to lie a proposition which it is wvholly
impossible to justify. For that reason, and
that reason alone, I sincerely hope that tine
measure will be rejected. It is absolutely a
travesty on all that is understood by human
justice and human charity. I hope, there-
tore that the second reading will be taken
to a division. If there is a division-and I
shall certainly call for one-we shall see
what are the views onl that point alone of
those w-ho comprise the muembership of thlis
Chamber.

THE PREMIER (Hona. p. Collier-
Boul1der) [5.9], I listened attentively to
the speech of the Leader of the Opposition
and also to that of the Leader of the cross-
bench party. I1 do not think we have heard
anl-ything really new, though certainly sev-
eral Points of novelty, some of them, or-
iginal, were r-aised by the member for N~e-
lands (Hon. 'N. Keenan). Dealing with the
Position of the Bill and the ActI wish to
call the attention of the people of this
country to the fact that three members of
another place whose votes were respon-
sible for the defeat of last session's Bill
are, after a period of six years, retiring
from political life. I question at any rate
the amoral right of any member who has
not been before his electors for a period of
six years, and who is responsible to only a
limited number of the people of this coun-
try, one-third of them, to vote for the re-
jection of a Bill put forward by a Govern-
meat fresh fromn the country and returned
by an overwhelming majority; a Govern-
meat, too, coming from the electors after
inflicting upon the previous Government
the heaviest defeat that has ever been in-
flicted upon a Western Australian Govern-
must, in view of the fact that four of its
leading Ministers lost their seats at the
general election. What authority, I ask,

19



I ASSEMBLY.]

have those members, who are giving up
public life and have not been before thle
country for six years, to set aside the will
of the great majority of the people of this
country as expressed at the recent elec-
tion? I hope that that is an aspect of the
question which will appeal at any rate to
those lion,, ,nilers' sense of fair- play'N
and moral obligation before they pass a
vote on this Bill whien it goes to another
place. The Leader of the Opposition dealt
with the present measure largely on thec
same lines as last session's ]3ill. I do nor
knowv that there is anything- he has said
callinlg for reply or comment that has not
already been answered or dealt with by the
Minister in chlarge of the Bill, either last.
session or in his speech of this afternoon.
The Leader of the Opposition dlid say that
the Government werec omp~elled to deal
with private employees as with Govern-
ment employees. The present Government
do not accept that view at all. There was
no compulsion or obligation upon the pre-
vious Government to deal with the matter
of private emlploymlent in the mnan ner they
did. I shall have a few wvords to say re-
garding the observations of the member
for Nedlands onl that point. Thle non.
member referred to the ''flamboyant'' pre-
amble. It is the same flamboyant preamble
as appeared in the Bill supported by the
hon. member when it was introduced in
1031. Members of thle then Government,
now sitting in Opposition, drew attention
to the rather absurd wvording of the flim-
boyant preamble. .[ do not know that it is
worth even a passing commient, because the
bon, member knows that the preamble
means nothing ait all. It is merely a pious
wish or hope that might create in the pub-
lic mind an attitude assisting the people in
the distressful times they are passing
through. And so the flamboyant preamble
is not of any consequence whatever. I
rather imangine, also, that the lion. gentle-
man does not regret that the attitude of
another place has resulted in the loss of
last session's Bill, because its loss, and the
consequent calling of this session and in-
troduction of this Bill, have afforded the
hon. member an opportunity of making a
speech and expressing his views on the
question, which he failed or neglected to
do on last session'Is Bill. I have no doubt
that this will reconcile a considerable
number of those who support firm In the
country to his eleventh-hour stand, making

up in some degree for his neglect when last
session's Bill was before the House. The
ho,,. member said, in explanation of his
failure and that of any member of his
party to speak onl the previous Bill, that
there was no time to do so. The Minister,
hie said, introduced the Bill at one sitting,
and the Bill was brought on at the next
sitting. It would appear that but for an
interjection from this bench the lion. meni-
ber would have it believed taut the next
sitting "'as on the next day.

Hon. N. Kieenan: No.
The PREMIER: But that was how the

hon. memiber expressed it.
Ron. N. Keenan: I did not.
The PREMIER: I say the hon. membelre

dlid, lie said the Bill was introduced at
one sitting and brought on at the very
next sitting.

Hon. N. K~eenan: The next sititng- of
the House. And so it was.

The PREMIER: Yes, hut surely the
hon. member's statement would convey a
false impression to those who read it in
the Press, because the hon. member did not
say that between the date of the introduction
o,' the Bill and that next sitting which he
mentioned, a whole week-end intervened,
from Thursday till Tuesday. The lion. inen-
her had the whole week-end to study the
Bill. Now an explanation is offered whichl
I venture to say will not deceive anybody.
He saidl that members did not have time to
read "Mlansard." What member ever reads
"Hanisard"? The bon. member- said he did
not gain any knowledge of the contents of
the Bill by listening to the speech of the
Minister who moved its second reading; he
did not gain any information as to the con-
tents of the Bill by reading the very full
report of the discussion upon it that ap-
peared in the newvspapers the following day.
Hei would have no opportunity of finding out
what was in the Bill until he iead "Hanl-
sard" on the following (lay, and not having
had that opportunity he was consequentlyv
unable to speak on the second reading.

Hon. N. Keenan: I asked for the adjourn-
ment for that purpose.

The PREMIER: To read "Hansard"I
Hon. N. Keenan: Yes.
The PREMIER: I do not wish to question

the bon. member's statement, but I believe
that is not the reason why he asked for the
adjournment. In all the years I have been
a member of this House, I have never yet
known of a member, more particularly a
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member of the standing of the hom, member,
to ask for an adjournment to enable him to
read "Hanisard," when he haa had a whole
week-end in which to sliudy the Bill and tG
read alt about it in the newspaper. The
hon, member would gain his knowledge of the
Bill by studying the Hill itstlf. He is a
member of the legal profession and would
study the Bill quite apart from what the
Minister might have had to say upon it.
It is quite conceivable, and the bon. member
will appreciate this, that the 'Minister might
not make out the best case for the Bill:
there might be important features of the
Bill to which he might not refer, and he
might stress others of minor importance.
The hon. member, however, apparently would
he guided by what the 'Minister said in intro-
ducing the 1351 aind not by studying the Bill
itself. I venture to suggest that the explana-
tion is altogether too thin.

The Mlinister for Employment: He does
not do himself justice.

The PREMIER: He does not. He would
ask us to have a lesser opinion of his know-
ledge and ability if he says that.

HonN. Keenan: Now will the Premier
tell us what was the business to be d)one?
We idled for two days after that.

The PREIIIIR : The hon, member knows
that the Bill wais late in reaceh i g another
place. Even though we were idling in this
Chamber, it was, necessary to get the Bill to
another place. As a mnatter of fact, one of
the grounds for comnplaint h)r anmother platee
was that the Bill was so late iii reacli ag
themn that they did not have sufficient time
to give it that consideration which its im-
portance merited. I think a week-end was
aple time for any member to study the Bill.

There was no haste with regard to the Bill.
As the bon. member says, discussion was not
curtailed in any way. The hon. member says
he agrees with the Government's view that a
clear mandate was given at the elections so
far as the public servants are concerned; hut
he goes further and says that this Bill has
created intense dissatisfaction in the ranks
of the Public Service. Is that because it
gives relief to a section only, and not to all
nmenibers of the Public Service?

Hon. N. Keenan: The Premier knows him-
self. It is all in the papers.

The PREMIER: Yes. I have had some
experience and I know from correspondence
I have received from those who arc affected
by the Bill; but I have never known of a

Bill of tis imnporta ne timat has aroused so
little of what the lhon. member is pleased to
describe as intense dissatisfaction. Natur-
ailly, an executive or those concerned would
meet anid carry a resolution of protest. That
is to be expected. Any body of men affected
hr this or simtilar legislation wvill carry
mnotions of IIIrotest :but nothing Ibeyond that
has ever been Stiggested. 1 do0 not agree,
therefore, tha t the BillI has created] the in-
tense dissatisfaction which the hon. mnember
would have us believe exis;ts. I will leave
thne Minister in charge ot the 13i11 to reply
to the hon. member's remarks with respect
to the fixing of wages by Act of Parliament.
So far as private em ployers are concerned,
the hon. member argues that all that is con-
ferred by the Act is a right. to anpply to the
court, which will hear anad deterine the casec
on its mnerits. Thme whole position was, hiow-
ever, entirely up1 set by the conimon-rule deci-
sion of the Flull Court.

Hon. N. iKeenan : I admnit that, but that
can be amended.

Tile PREMIER :It can be amended
Hon. N. Keenan Yes, in the simplest of

forms.
The PREMIER: We shall see. I shall

refer to that presently. As the hon. member
has stated, and as lie knows full well, mnany
employer S, whose business dlid nmot warrant
I'v reduction in wages, received the benefit

of the commion-rule decision and obtained a
reduction in wag-es.

Hon. X. Keenan: The p~rivate employers
of this State, because of the application of
tile comimon rule, received that reduction.
bat w~as that the in tenmtion of the Act?

Thne PREM IER: Certainly it was not.
Hon. N. Keenan: Of course it was.
The 1'REMI1ER: Of course it was not.

'Not one member of this House, when the
previous Bill was under discussion, intended
it to apply as it wats interpreted by the Full
Court. That being so, why did the Govern-
neiit of the dlay refuse the financial assist-
ance for an appeal to the High Court? That
was the only way in which the decision of
the Full Court could he tested. The hon.
member now says,' and I agree, that no memi-
her of the House had that intention in mind.
If that be so, surely there was an obligation
on the pait of the then Government toogrant
the request of the President of the Arbitra-
tion Court for financial asistance to appeal
to the High Court against our Full Court's
decision. Even if the Attorney General of
the day, or the Government of the day, could
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'rhe PREMIER. : I think it is thie hion.
member's argument.

Hon. N. Keenan: ily argument is that
the man on £E500 a year should not have his
salary icut restored until the unemployed
have been provided for.

The PREMIER: The moan on £500 per
annum should iiot get Iris cut hack?9

Hon. N. Keenan: Not urntil the unem-
ployed have been provided for.

The PREMIER: He is not getting it
back. No man onl that salary or even on
half that salary,' is getting- the cut restored
to hini by the Bill. And if we get down to
the logic of that airgumnent, we aught say,
"Let us all be reduced to the hnsic, wage
until everyone is employed, and let the sur-
plus above the basic wage go to the support
of the uinemployed."

.Mr. tatram: We have not suggested that
the margin for skill should be taken from
those people, but we say the cut which has
been inade should niot be restored yet.

The PREMIER : Is that to be the Per-
niianent basis'

Mr. Latham: No.
The PREMNIER: It is niot the policy of

this Government, and it was made quite clear
and definite at the elections that wve did riot
stand for it. Surely with regard to this
interference or the mnaking of thle Act appily
to private employment, we were just as clearl
nit that as the hioit. member says we werle inl
regard to the Public Service;, because we 1me-
sis9ted that for days and nights, through all-
night sittings in this House when the Bill
was going through; and ever since the Act
came into operation we never teased to
challeiige it on every platform in the State
and again in this House when the Act came
oip for continuance. So that aspect of
the Act nuist have been just as clearly im-
pressed onl the winds of the electors as was
any other attitude we may have adopted in
regard to the Public Service, which has been
declared a drastic amendmnt or alteration.

Mr. Ijoney: Why not adopt the policy
that those whose needs are greatest shall first
be helped?9

The PREMIER: What about men on
£500, £700, £900 and £1,000 all conming down
to thle basic wage?

Mr. Doney: That is not an answer to the
question I put to you.

The PREMIER: Neither the hon. mem-
ber nor the member for Nedlands. knows the

genuine unemployed in this country if he
believes that those men would have their
position relieved by the breaking down of
wage standards. They do not ask for it
and are riot expecting, it.

M11. I orcy. : At all erwlsb that i4; riot an
anuswer to ill rInestiori.

The P11 EIElII: If tire liron, member will
-ive niiiit'' his questioit I muay he able to
ans-wer it for hui, ;ilthough Perhaps not in
[lie wir irhe desires. Tie Ciovernmnent are
dAmniitrw vthle Bill because we arp standing
li ,v what tire people have asked uis to do.
There .inI lie uirr question about that. .1 know
it is soiitt'l hues arguIable what really consti-
I rtvs a maundate, because unntilfators enter
ilt.) Il Iiin inds 'it eleetors at election time:

butl i' i t is; at all p hiiml -o ay that any
'jiiiile intruction wats given by the electors
In uis ill rega.1rd to this Bill, even allowing
for Other (corisident I iOtis that. may have
eniteredl into the minds of electors at polling
day, this was ain outstanding question.

MrNl. Laitmain: I did riot see it posted up
throughout the Slate, as something else was.

'rl Il11 izter for, .Justice: The electors
Iravi riot hnrgotteii.

'lie I'll E3IJE~ll : 'Nor (lii they forget that
Owm lion. member had said he wvould reduce

Nf*. l,4tarlar: I didiriot say it.
Thre I'll V111 El.? : 1 :iiii Fsorry it tile lion.

ireniber did niot say it, but at thle same timle
rt iSM a.-gret pity the denial was not made
uintil three weeks after tire publication of
the statement : arid even thien it Caie, not
from the lion. rniemher, bitt fromn his leader,
a-nd with one denial tlie irntti-r was allowed
to) drop.

3.Ni. Iilrirm : I saw~ inny denials. We
were' nut allowed In tret upl ini the Trades
11:011 ird[ deny' it.

Thie I'Il P-11 I ER : TJ'he lion. iirember has his
niwir avenriec of Ilriblieiti. 1 fe is like the
iimemiher for Nedlands, whlo never once men-
tioned secession within the bouindaries ot Iris
electorate. Hfe made rousing speeches only
a hew hundred yards outside his electorate,

blit theyL. of course had no influence on his
election, for- I ami sure thle people of Ned-
lands did riot know what the hon. member
was saying- inl the Perth Town Hall and did
rirot read his speeches. However, all this is
by the way. The Government intend to see

Ire Bill i-a rried th roiugh.
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MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [5.35]: 1 re-
g1ret the position whieh has arisen. The Gov-
erment are putting up a statement which
would suggest that they have done something
noteworthy, something for which they should
be comnmendled. Actually, I think they
should have met another place at least
to some extent and done something to show
that even if there was a spirit of no surren-
der on the other side, they at all events
went to the conference with open minds.

Several members interjected.
Mr. SAMPSON': I hope that those who

are violently initerjecting will interject at
some length after I sit downi. 'The failure
of the passage of the Hlill of last ecssion has
caused giat confusion.

Mr. Raphael: Where?
Mr. SAMPSON: In mnyi quarters, and

the Government have suffered iii reputation
because of it.

The Premier: You must he sorry for that.
.1r. SAMPSONt: I. do not bear any ill-will

towards the Premier, but this afternoon the
Mlinister for %Vorks implied in that kindly
way he adopts, what had happened behind
closed doors. It sounds like a title to a penny
novelette "Behind Closed Doors." Anyone
reading his remarks would conic to the con-
elusion there wvas something very unworthy,
very improper, something which reflected
discredit onl another place because it was
done behind closed doors.

The IAiaister for Mines: And it would
have beeni so regarded bad what was said at
the conference been, said in the House and
published in "Hansard".

Mr. SAMPflSON: After that, is there any
ne ed for me to say more?

Arfemheirs: No
Mr. SAMPSON: On, that point perhaps

not, but I amn going to say a few words on
the Bill. I think I am justified in offering
some criticism of the action of the Govern-
mnent in failing to accept a continuation of
the Act. On the matter of communications
between the two Houes, I read in the Stand-
ing Orders that a conference desired by
the Assembly with the Council shall in all
cases he requested by message. That was
done. Then in another Standing Order I
learn that at all conferences the managers
of the Assembly shall be at liberty to confer
freely by word of mouth with the managers
for the Council. But from what we have
heard, one would imagine that the managers
for the Council were of n class of Tanta-

noola tiger, some dreadfully ferocious animal
that would swallow the kindly Minister for
Works and those with him, and not allow
them opportunity to place their arguments
before the conference. In Standing Ord4*
No. 252 it, is prescribed that the managers
for the Assembly shall, when the conference
has terminated, report their proceedings to
the Assembly forthwith.

The Minister for Emziploymien t: Could not
that all he taken as read?

Mr. SAMPSON: I do not wish to lie
jpersonal to the -Minister, but he himself is
,a, great example of a reader, and I hope he
will speak onl the Bill; indeed it is anl oblign-
tion on the Minister for Employment that
lie should speak.

'The Premier: )'oil objected wh'len hie
spoke last time.

Mr. SAIMPSON. Not at all, and I eer-
tainly think he Should speak this time.

Mr. ,SPEAKIER,: Whether or not the
Minister speaks, has nothing to do with the
Bill.

Mr. SAMPSON: But it will help me. If
the Minister for Employment is concerned
in getding men to work, as I know lie is,
lie should speak on the Bill and indicate to
the House where-

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. mnembmer is
quite out of order in discussing that aspect.

Mr. SAMPSON: Very well, I will not
p~roceed on those lines.

Mr. Raphael: That is right; sit down.
Mir. SAMPSON: I an, going to say what

I desire to say on the Bill, although perhaps
it has been beaten to a frazzle already.
Still, to sit here and vote without having-
expressed an opinion would be unbecoming.
When the Minister for Employment inter-
rupted me, I was saying that the Minister
for Works had gone along to the conference,
apparently without being influenced by
sweet reason. He went there, but only to
get the whole Bill or nothing.

Mr. Hlegney: What about no surrender?
M r. SAMPSON: Apparently, from what

the Minister said, each party was impressed
with the same idea.

The Minister for Mines: How do you
know that?

Mr. SAMPSON: If the Minister for
Mines had been here at the time, he would
know that the Minister for Works reported
that two of the managers for the Council had
previously stated in that House that if elected
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to serve as managers their attitude would
he one of no surrender

The Minister for Mines: Aud they said it.
I sat in the Council gallery and heard them,
and the Leader of the Opposition also beard
them.

Mr. SAMPSON: The Minister need niot
work himself IIl) into a fu ry.

The -Minister for Mines: ])id anyone Ini
this House say that?

Mr. SAMPSO-N: I told you it was re-
ported by thte Minister for Works.

The Minister for Mines: It was niot satid
in this House.

Mr. SAMPSON: The 2Minister didl not;
tell us When lie wvent to the conference that
he would niot bend, that he was going to
stand up to it and get 100 per cent. or tioth-
itig. He did niot &i v that.

The 211 nistt'r for Mines: Tile other peo-
pile (lid.

Mr. SAM PS ON: Thie Miitrsaid tlit
ill this occurred behind closed doors. Of
course it was bhind closed doors; that is
the custom and the rule.

The Minister for Mines: It is too much
the custom, and it is time it wvas cut out.

Mr. SAMPSON: The Minister h-as coa,
siderable influence with the Government, so
perhaps it would hie possible to amend the
Constitution.

The 2liuister for Mines : -ou [Ise your in-
fluence with another place, and thenr we
'nig.ht lie able to do it.

Mr. SAMPSON: This House requested aI
conference. If the Government had not
wanted the con feren ce they would inot hat\,,
requested it. As they requested it, they got
it, and I regret the position wvhiel, arose. Ni
bas done injury, not only' to the Gotvern-
ment, but to the State. It would have been
possible to accept wvhat "-as offered and,
later on, when the financial position just1-
fied it, e~ en though it meant the calling- of
a special sesion-as has happened-
the matte, could have been gone into once
more and amendments brought forward.
What is the position regarding mortgagees'
interest ? There is confusion. The Leader
of the Opposition has mentioned what has
happened regarding one or more of the
trustee companies. It is unfortunate that
that has happened. Judging by the Bill,
there is ito possibility of making the re-
duction of interest charges retrospective.

The Minister for Mines: Not so long-
as we have men like you who do not waist
them reduced.

Mr. SAMI'SON : If I took the Minister
more seriously, I would demand a with-
dirawal or thait statement.

The 'Minister for Mines: You can take
it seriously. YOU do niot want a reduction.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. SAMPSON: The -Minister knows

w-hat is iii sin mind; it is a pity he does
risot k-now what is in his own. The MNin-
ister '5 statement is quite wrong. I am pre-
pared without reservation or equivocationl
to support that part of the Bill. Mly only
reg-ret is that that part was allowed to lapse.

The Minister for -Aines: Get thte Bill
passed, and hoave it restored.

Mlr. SAMIPSON : Certatinly that must
he passed, and I shoul d likec to see the re-
(lucetion made r-mtrospeetive to tie end of
Decembher.

The Minister for
prov ided for.

-Mr. SAMPSON:
prove for-.

Thie Minister for
for in the Bill.

Mr. SAMPSON:
randumn burriedlv,I

Employment: That is

-T understand it is not

Mines: It is provided

I have i-cad the memo-
ind I understand there

is some question as to whether the interest
reducition can he maisde retrospective to the
1st January.

Mr[I. Latbami: It is provided for.
Mr. SAMPSON: I am glad of that, and

hope it wvill be carried. This is the one
occasion wh,]en the Minister for M.Nines hats
show, the 'slightest interest in the Bill.

The Minister for Mines: I have dlone
mky part elsewhere.

Mr. SAMIPSON : The Minister should
dTo it in the House: whatever the Minister
has to say should be said here.

Mr. SPEAKER : I hope the hon. men-
her will niot continue to discuss Ministers,
but will discuss the Bill.

Mr. SAMNPSON: The newspapers have
discussed this matter at great length, and
it would be difficult to deal with the Hill
without repenting what has already beien
said.

'Mr. Hegney: Are you opposing or sup-
po rting the BIliU

Mr. SAMPSON: The restoration of
wvages is a matter that everybody will wel-
come. It is an indication that conditions
are perhaps better than some of us thought
them: indeed, better than the financial
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figures published this morning would lead
us to believe. That is the perplexing part.
that this should be possible in spite of the
bad times and in spite of the hundreds of
unemployed and the hundreds working
part-time on relief work. At the same
time, there is much to be said in favour
of increasing wages and thus increas-
ing the spending power of the people.
With Ihat aspect, however, I do not pro-
pose to deal. T hope the Minister for Em-
ploymnent will express his opinion onl that
phase before the vote on the second read-
ing is taken. I think there is justification
for complaint by members; on the score of
the late arrival of this Bill. It reached
us on the 7th December . on which date the
first reading was passed and the second
readig wvas moved.

Mr. SPEAKER: I think this Bill has
only just arrived.

Mr. SAMPSON': I meant the Bill that
was before us last session.

M1r. Hegney: That Bill is dead.

Mr. SAMPSON: After the second read-
ing had been moved, the debate was ad-
journed, and] on the following Tuesday the
Leader of the Opposition spoke. The
Leader of the Nationalist Party did not
ask too much in requesting an adjourn-
ment of the debate. Thle Bill needed con-
sideration. An adjournment, however, was
not permitted, and after the Bill had passed
the Covimittee stage, on the same night,
I believe, it reached the Legislative Colin-
cil on the 19th December, and the second
reading stage there was beguin on the 20th
December. It wats a rushed measure.
Members of both Houses were not treated
with the respect to whichi they were en-
titled.

Mr. Hegney: What nonsense!

Mr. SAMIPSON: They should have been
given a fair opportunity to consider the Bill
and not been asked to discuss it when frayed
tempers and irritation probably resulted in
the emphasising of the no-surrender attitude.
The unreasonable delay that marked the ad-
vent of the Bill wvas followed byv unreason-
able haste in pushing it throughi, and then
the Bill was lost.

Mr. Hegney: And now we are here again.
Mr. SAMPSON: T hope the hon. member

will do what he can to get the Bill passed
on this occasion.

Mr. Hegney: I will do mny best, anyhow.

Mr- SAMPSON: The Government did not
hurry in presenting the Bill to the House.
The Minister said he had giv'en it the fullest
consideration beforehand; the whole, thia.-
bad been examined for weeks and months,
and had received full consideration before
the Premier delivered his Budget speeeh,
which, I think, was on the 19th September.
All those things lead me to say that, in my
opinion, the Government did not proceed
with the Bill in a way that was likely to
Secure success.

The Minister for Works: It was here for
nearly a. month.

Mir. SAMIPSON:- It was introduced on the
7th December and Was reported with amend-
ments on the 12th December.

The Minister for Works: There were only
two points inl it. Would it take a fortnight
to consider two points?

Mr. SAMIPSON: I think the Government
made a mistake in introducing the Bill so
late in the session, and in not helping mem-
bers to give it the cnsideration that they
might have given it in reasonable working
hours.

The Minister for Employment: The bon.
member must have awvakened during the
Christmas holidays to find that out. He did
no t mention it before.

Mr. SAMPSON: I was allowing the
leaders of the parties to take charge. I kept
quiet, and what happened? Had I had the
assistance of the Minister for Employment,
this wretchied debacle might never have
occurred. But no, he sat there and said no-
thing. I am hoping he will speak on this
Bill.

The Minister for Works: Do not tempt
him.

The Minister for Railways: Do not tempt
the Speither. He has already blor-ked the
lion. member three times.

Mr. SAMPSON: Though everyone ap-
plauds the payment of higher wagecs, I sug-
gest that it would have been wiser to make
the distributtion of the money available on
a percentage basi;, and extend the benefit
to all employees in receipt of salaries or
wages up to a certain amount. Those in
receipt of high salaries could benefit later
on, but those in receipt of lower salaries
were justified in expecting consideration.
flow ever, that is a matter which may be con-
sidered in Conmnittee.

The 'Minister for Employment: What
would you term the lower salaries?
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not justify that expenditure, why did not
the Government of the day pass the simple
little amendment to which the mnember for
Nedlands has referred? The lion. member
did not then raise his voice in the
House, because he argued the case for
the unions before the Full Court. He did
not sugggest afterwards in this House that
because the Full Court had interpreted the
Act in a way contrary to the wishes
and views of every member who took part
in passing it, that the then Governmient
should pass that simple little anienthnent.
The thousands of men who suffered an un-
just reduction ini wages were permitted to
go on suffering; no action was taken to
amend the Act in the way now suggested
by the hon. memiber. I hope T am not un-
charitable when I say again that the decision
happened to fit in with the policy, the poli-
tics, and the views of members of another
place, andi consequently any such simple
little amendment would have received no
greater consideration than that which was
given to the Bill which has just been re-
jected. The hion. member questioned the finan-
cial position. After all, the estimated de-
ficit of £850,000 for the year is only an esti-
mate. Members know that estimates arc
lible to be out, sometimes onm !he right side
so far as the Treasurer is concerned, andi
sometimes on the wrong side. I remember
not so very many years ago--it is within
the last three years-where ail estimate was
presented to this House showing a suirplus
oF £E7,000, but when the year closed there
was a deficit of 1-'/2 million pounds. I re-
collect a somewhat similar miscalculation ;n
the following year. Six months of thei
present year having now expired, the Treas-
urer is in a better position to-day to make a
more accurate forecast of what the resuk '
will be at the end of the financial year than
was the ease when the Budget was compiled.
By savings in expenditure andi by increases
in revenue, I consider that we shall be able
thiis year to live within the estimated
£850,000 as a deficit. It has not been my,
experience, when legislation of this kind is
brought down, that there is an obligation on
the Government, as the hon. member sug-
gests, to give details showing where we
expect to save £10,000 on expenditure here,
and to increase our revenue by £5,000 there.
It is quite sufficient to say that, taking the3
situation as a whole, we expect to be able
to meet the amount involved in the Bill this
year. It is not £70,000 or £80,000 for the

half year, as was suggested by the Leader
of the Opposition, but at the, most about
£60,000 for the half year.

Mr. Latham: I think it will he more than
that.

The PREMIER: It might be. The final
point made by the member for Nedlands,
and hie was most emphatic abo)ut it, was that
under no Circumstances would any Govern-
ment be justified in restoring wage cuts to
those who are in receipt of a wage above the
basic wage, whilst there is a single unem-
ployed mnan in the State.

Hfon. N. Keenan: While there are thous-
ands of unemployed.

The PREMIER: 'We will say thousands.
There are many thousands fewer to-day than
there were six months ago. The hon. mem-
ber suggests that the £C115,000, or whatever
the amount might he, should tie utilised for
the assistance of the unemployed. I think I1
have fairly stated what he said on this point.
In reply, I say the Government do not
stand for that policy. Those wage cuts,
even though imposed upon men who are re-
ceiviug above the basic -wage, mean the
breaking down of wages and isbour stand-
ards that have been built up over the last
30 or 40 years.

Members: Hear, hear!
The PREMIER: Thle Government do not

stand for a cut in the wages 3f a man who
is a skilled worker, and who is just as much
entitled to his £4 10s. a week for the work
he is doing as the unskilled man is entitled
to the basic wage of £3 8s, 9d. for the work
he is doing. We might just as well say that
while there are thousands of unemployed in
the State, no worker in the S-ate-not only
those to whom the Bill refers-whether re-
ceiving £400, £500, or £600 a year, should
get one penny above the basic wvage whilst
there is one unemployed man in the State-.
That is the logical conclusion of the hon.
member's argument. Take the case of a
responsible officer in the Public Service who
is receiving, say, £500 a year. He is paid
that amount because of the responsibility
he undertakes.

The Minister for Employmcnt: And his
skill.

The PREMIER: And his special know-
ledge of his job. Why should not the wage
earner, whose special skill and knowledge
entitle him to 10g. or 15s. above the basic
wage, receive that extra amonint9

Hon. N. Keenan: That is not may argu-
ment.
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Mr. SAMfPSON: The Mlinister for Em-
ployment is seeking advice on industrial
matters. I think I would be wise to keep to
my notes.

The MHinistpr for Employment: I think so,
too.

Mr. SAMPSON,: I still hope to hear from
the MIinister at a later stage. When the
MLNinister for Works was asked the cost of
the partial restoration of wages, he was un-
able to tell us.

Mr. Ferguson: Unwilling, not unable.
Mr. SAMfPSON: That was stated as

though it were something virtuous. I am
pleased that, at a later stage, hie realisedl the
reasonableness of replying. There is just a
possibility that the idea occurred to him that
if hie did not give the inforation, the Legis-
lative Council ighot treat the Bill with some
degree of roughness.

The Minister for NWorks: Rougher than
they did treat it!

Mr. SPEAKE_'R: I have given the hon.
racabar a fair amnount of latitude and I
think lie igh-t now talk ona the Bill.

Mr. SAMPSONX: The Government are
seeking special assistance from the Federal
Treasurer. In that I consider they are jus-
tified. It is difficult to speak on this ques-
tion and still keep within the four corners
of the Bill.

11r. SPEAKER: I ens afraid the hon.
member is not trying.

Mr. SAMPSONX: I shall endeavowi to do
so. When the Federal Treasurer is ap-
proached, we shall have to present an un-
answerable ease, ;and we should be careful
not to injure our prospects beforehand. To
acquiesce in the lapsing of the Act is nn-
lpossible: the Act must be renewed] as speedily
as possible. Mfy chief regret, which I can-
not emphasisie too strongly, is that the pre-
sent difficulty- was ever allowed to occur. It
has brought criticism on the State, and the
reputation of the Government has suffered.
Perhaps it was one of those occasions when
Jove nodded! Certainly the Government did
not act with their usual sagacity, or with
due consideration. They acted precipitately.
Perhaps they were over-tired, and in a spirit
of exasperation decided that unless the Bill
were approved as submitted, it would be
dropped. I hope this Bill will be passed.
I shall support the second reading, but in
Committee shall endeavour to secure some
amendments.

MR. FERGUSON (Irwin-M1oore) [5.50]:-
In common with the great majority of
people in Western Australia, I regret ex-
tremely mibe state of affairs that exists, due
to the inability of the two Tictses to reach
finalitv on the Bill presented to us just
before Christmas. I do not consider that
it is worth while wasting much lime in dis-
cussing the attitude adopted by another
place.

Mr. Sleeman: You heard what was said.
MAr. FERGUSON; I did, and it was a

source of great regret to ine to hear it.
The indications are that not only another
place but the Government are inclined to be
adamant in this regard. We h~ive heard the
Premier say this evening that the.Govern-
11ent intenld to stand by the Bill.

The M1inis'er for Employment: He would
rnt be worth his salt if he did niot do so.

Mr. FERGUSON: if Parflovent is going
to) be a success, there must he a fair spirit
of. compromise between the two Hlouses.-
That applies to this Bill as well as to any
other legislation that is brought down.
Without that spirit of conpr' mise wve art
not likely to place on the statute-book legis-
lation that is in the best inlerests of tine
State as a whole. That spirit has animated
previous Parliaments in this State with con-
sequent good results to Western Australia.
The Government made a big mnistake in de-
clining to accept the amendmnent of thz
Legislative Council, providing- for a con-
tinunc of the Act for another year. The
Government claim they have a mandate,
from (he people.

The Minister for -Mines: Would that innt
have meant dropping our Bill altogether?

Mr, FERGUSON: it would have meant
continuing- the le~gislation exisiting at that
time. The State was in a po-ition, to con-
tinue that legislation which had been oper-
aqtingr for a9 couple of years.

The "Minister for M.Nines: it would have
me.-ant dropping the Bill.

Mr. floney: Except the portion that re-
enacted the existing legislation.

M:Tr. FERGU*SON: T should like to give
my reasons for being in favour of continu-
ing the old legislation. We have not reachied
a financial position where we can afford to
giffve to any section the sumn of £C66,000 a
year. as is proposed in the ca~e of Govern-
mnent employees. There has been no turning
of the corner so far as oum- muain industries
are concerned. They are the last people
who should expect re~lic! from tie cuts that

27
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were imposed as a result of the exigencie-,
of the financial position of Australia a
couIple of years ago, when there are so many
other people in the State much -worse
off, Butter fat prices are down
to 8d. a pound,. and wheat is sell-
ing at below 9-S. a bushel. Everyone
who is producing butter fat and wheat is, in
a worse position than tho~se who are asstireil
of jobs under the Crown, and are in receipt
of over £205 a year, Pending the time is'lien
the rest of the commnunitv have an addition
to their salary, ;vlgeS or Inicome, partien-
Iail 'v in the ease of those who are produeling
the wealth of the country, murely we have a
right to expect that those wyho are doing
G-overnment work should hle content to put
up with the cuts imposed upon themn for a
little longer Period. I would point nut that
em i lovecs of the Government are yeah v
being kept in employment by reason of the
wealth that is created b)'y our producers.
Whether we take that view or not it is essen-
tial that these cuts should continue, It is
mny intention to vote for the second readling-
of thle Bill, because half a, Ion f is better thatn
no bread. It is essential that the clauses re-
lating to interest onl mortgagtes should be
passed. It is impossible for people wlie are
producing the wealth on which the whole
community depends to pay the rates of inter-
est their were trying to pay prior to the
passage of the Financial Emaergency Aet.
They must have even further relief ill the
near future than is p~rovided by this
Bill. Another impomrtant. phase of the matter
has not been touched upon. If the Bill is
not passed in seine formn or other, the sal-
aries of niemtbers will revert to thle original
£.600 a year. It would be wrong in these
days of financial stress, when our- producers
are having so wretched a time, for any mem-
ber of P'arliament to have his salary in-
eteased. I1 know this hazs ben (lone in the
ease of the 'National Pailiamnt of Australia,
and] I venture to say that 09 per cent. of the
peole were absolutely ashamed of the action
that was taken hy the Coniniunweal th Par-
I iamnent.

Mr. Wilson: And vet they would puit the
same Parlianient back again.

M1r, FERGUSON : If our- Parliament
adopted the same practice the people of this:
State would have been justified in expressingl
dlisg-ust. To govern the situation of salaries
and interest on mortg-ages, leg-islation of
some kind( moust be placed onl Ihe statute boo0k

so that relief may be given to those who
most deserve it. With respect to the salary
cuts, if it i., not lpossible to get all one would
wish, pending the time when we shall return
to normality, , I shall have to be satisfied with
the pioposals5 contained in the Bil and( will
vut2- for the second reading.

Mr. DONEY: I move-

Tha-t the debate lie adjourned.

Motion put and negatived.

MR. DONEY (Willianis-Narrogin) [6.7]
I mioved for, the adljournmniit of the debate
beause r relied upon information given to
the House by the Premier, who indicated
tha t i 1 we m ade rea sona ble progress lie would
hax-e no objection to the debate being- ad-
joun ed tuntil thle morrow.

Mr. W'ilsonl: Hie did not say that.

31r. DO-NEY: I have not had timec inl
which to di,.tst all that the Bill contains,
The memorandum mayv Ile easyv for certain
memibers to read, but I do not find it easy,
nor) canl I g-ather exactly wha tile purport
of the nieasure is. The Bill is one that in-

tensities the sectional incidence of' the taxa-
tion imposed hr the Financial Emergvency
Act. To my surprise it has been brough .t
down byv a Government whose experience of
political tactics should have saved it from
being foolish enough in April last to promise
that which it has no chance of carrying. into
effect. Althoughi members of the Govern-
moent do not recognise it, they are at the
moment in a cleft stick. Molst menibers
know that they! have been pretty well
squeezed on both sides by their supporters.
It is fair- to say that they are at this momnt
harassed by the knowledge that there is a
g-reat grulf betweeen what they hiav'e promised
and what they are now inl a pos:itiOn to give.
Their immediate perplexity is to ascertain
hlow their 1 are to get. credit for inalcing good
their p~romises without actual l ni aking theni
good. No one likes taxation, no matter how
it is served tip. No one likes the taxation
whichl arose through thle financial emnerg-ency
leg-islation, certainly not those -who were
umnder the painful necessity for introducing
that legislation and seeing that it wasz car~-
ried into effect. The popular attitude
towards any taxation mieasure is one of eriti-
cista. When the parent Act was before the
Chamber the then Opposition practicall 'y
to a mian were critics of the G4overnumient
and of thle measuire. Onl that occasion the
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Leader of the Opposition, now the Premier,
was; very helpful, lbut the Minister for Works
was in thie forefront of a long and sustained
attack upon the Bill. I recall the M1inister
saying on that occasion, that hie could see
nothing that was good in the Government's
proposals. He warned the Rouse at the
time that should Labour be returned to office,
one of the first things they would do would
ibe to repeal that iniquitous taxation meas-
ure. He had the opportunity last July to
earn out that promise, hut lie failed to do
so. He had a similar opportunity in August,
September, October, and November . but not
until December did lie elect to do it, and
then did hie only hring down a Bill to re-

enat tosevey portions of the Act thaih
so intensely disliked. What value can be
attached to his criticism? He threatened the
House, and later on daring the election cam-
paign made definite promises to his sup-
porters. He has neither carried out The
threat nor honoured his promise. In April
last, the 'Minister would not have re-enacted
the measure at any price, but in December
he pleaqds for re-enactment. Another place
gave him what he asked for, that is the re-
enactment of the Act, but he declined to
accept it. To-day he is again asking- for
the samne thing. I understand that £115,000
is involved in this Bill. I ani doubtful if
that money can be spared, and I should like
the Government to say whether that is so
or not. I fear it cannot be spared.

21r. SPEAKER : No motion has yet been
carried dealing with the sitting hours, but I
will suspend the sitting from 0.15 to 7.30
p.m.

Sitting srr,spend-ed from 6.1.5 to 7.30 p.

MN1r. DONEY: Although before the tea
adjournment I was asserting that the Gov-
ernment were not making the best uise of
the funds at their disposal, I do not assert
that the proposed beineficiaries under the Bill
do not deserve or do not need the small
amount of relief accruing to them under the
measure. On the contrary,' I believe thmey
do need it and do deserve it. The House
knows what a wretchedly lean time these
people have been having for three or four
years past. I do not deny their need; but
I suggest that if the Government have any'
money to spare, it would be more in the
interests of the State if they gave
a general and proportionate relief

from taxation. Or, far better still, they-
could give relief first of all to those whose
need is greatest. I know the Premier does
not accept that as the proper method of ad-
justment. Apparently hie does not believe
in the levelling-up process, but chooses
rather to preserve present disparities. I
suggest that the hon. gentlemuan has over-
looked entirely the neediest people in the
State, the part-time workers for instance,
those whose jobs are most insecure, who have
a job now but may not have one next week.
It seems to me that the Premier has also
overlooked die sustenance workers -who, as
everybody knows, are in many cases below
the breadline. Certainly lie has overlooked
the farmners, who are now attempting to
gfrowkl wheat at 3s. and sell it at 2s. per
bushel. He has also overlooked the relief
workers, who do not get £3 18s. 3d. per week
or even half of that amount. Assuredly he
is overlooking the claims of single men, many
of whom at present have no hope of getting
relief of any kind. I suggest that if money
really is available, the Government would
do better to re-open the farm labour scheme
which the last Government at any rate found
to be just about the most beneficial of all
methods of relieving unemployment. Or the
present Government might extend the pros-
pecting scheme, and therehy absorb, all or
nearly all of the unfortunate single men to
wham. f have alluded. In the early
part of the afternoon we heard from the
Minister for Works a great deal about man-
dates and about thwarting the will of the
people. At the last election the people
certainly did not demand such legislation asi
w!, have before us now. If it is claimed that.
there was a mandate for tha! repeal of the
whoe of the financial emergency legislation,
I would he inclined to agree that there was
a mandate to that effect; but I hope the
Government will not have the nerve to claim
that they bad a mnandate for the utterly
feeble proposal now before tile Chamber.
I imagine that had the Governinenb gonu.
to the country and let it be known that it,
was part of thir platform, should they bp
re'lurned to power, to press for the relief
from taxation of, roughly, 309 out of the
1,500 men in the Public Service, or for the
granting of somne small amounit of relief
to those comparatively few basic-wage
earners in receipt of betweeii £3 18s. 3d.
and £C4 8s. l0d. per week, they would have
been laughed at. If the Minister has the
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information, I would like him to tell me
something about lihe basis of distribution of
the £C70,000 to £75,000 which I understand
is the amount being distributed through th2
State, and wichl is minus the amrount going
to the goldfields. I would like him to in-
form Ine just exactly the number of mn
in each of the various Government depart-
ments who will benefit, and the separal
aggregate amount that will go to each such,
department. Especially would I like to
have that information in regard to th'
Public Service, the Railway Department,
and the Public 'Works Department. If pos-
sible, I would like to have the figures relat-
ing to the Railway Department subdivided
so as to show separately the amnounts relat-
ing to the Midland Junction W5orkshops, to
railway workers in the metropolitan area,
and railway workers in country districts. I
own to a suspicion that on aceount of the
large number of skilled workers in the Mid-
land Junction Workshops an undue propor-
tion of the relief to be afforded would go
there, and that the country districts would
be proportionately skimped. The Premier
and the Minister for Works do not seem to
think that much of a protest k being raised
in the State against these prloposalls. Only
a couple of minutes ago I received from an
important branch of the Western Australian
Railway Officers' Union, which I think the
House will admit is an important union, :,
communication embodying the following two
resolutions:

Tbat this branch enters sit emphatic pro-
test against the provisions of the proposed Fin-
ancial Emergency Act as it applies to railway
officers, eosidlerig the treatment most unjust
Irnd ieqiiitle.

This brinc considers that if a Finainih
Emergency Art is on urgent neeessity, it.
should be applied to all G'overnment wonrkers
on a granduated scale of reduction. iu order
that somec relief may be given to nil workers
from the provisions of the old Act.

Those resolutions are, possibly, of sufficient
consequence to warrant sonic notice from
the Government. In conclusion T hav'e just
to say that I shall support the second read-
ing of the Bill, but shall do it most reluct
antdy, and only because it is absolutely essen-
tial that the taxTation clauses he re-enacted.
If T do not support the second reading,f
shall, of course, find myself s~upporting -
position which will make reversion to the
old order of salaries for members; of Parlia-
meat simply automatic. I wish to make it

clear that I could not support action of
that kind.

The Premier: Are you worried about the
railway officers?

Mr. DONEY: I am stressing some ob-
vious inequalities.

MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [7.40]:
In briefly supporting the Bill, 1 wish to say'
that its Title, at which criticism has been
levelled b3N various members, irrespective of
wyho was responsible for framing it, is cer-
tainly a bobby-dazzler. However, we had
the same Title in previous sessions: and, as
has been pointed out, it was compulsory to
use the some Title again. If the measure
does half of what the Title suggests, namely,
restore industrial and general prosperity to
the State, it will do much more than at pre-
sent it seems to promise. The Premiers'
Conference agreed that the Title of this
legislation should be what it is, and there
ought to he no going back on our wvord it,
that respect. There has been enough of
going back on one's word already. The
member for Nedlauds (Hon. N. Keeniani
pointed out that the Premiers' Conferenca
agreed that this should be the Title of the
legislation, and lie laid the blame for the
flowery Title on the shoulders of 31r. Thea-
dore. The lion, member said it was cornpul-
sone on the various States to adopt that
Ti tie.

Mr. L-athani: This should be a monumient,
to Air. Theodore.

Mr. SLEEMAN: If the Bill did only hialf!
of what the Title suggests, we could look
forwar:d to the oper-ati on of the measure
with great pride. Al though I supp)ort tli"
Bill, I do not think it will do anything like
what its Title proclainms. In effect, the rucas-
are seeks to relieve certain p)eople of wage
cutls they hiave Sn Ifered tinder the Financrial
Enigenev Act. In actual fact, wve are d is-
cussing the taxing of certain people by at
reduction of salaries andt wagecs. I agree
that at such a time as this taxation i., reeeq-
sary. The Government must get money from
somewhere. I regret that people on thtt
basic wage will not be benefited by the Bill.
That is impossible, or it would have been
done. If it is necessary to get money fxrm
certain quarters, it is also necessary to get
it from the highber paid officials. Undoubtedly
it would bie very nice if the Leader of the
Opposif ion and eve" other member of Par-
liament could get back to the fornier salary,
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but I dto not think even one holl. member
would ma~ntain that at the present time sal-
aries should be restored. I hold that a
mnember of Parliament is more entitled to
the restoration of his salary than are the
higher-paid piublic servants. I refer to
public servants oil thle £10 or, £700 mark,
and those Vecivlncr upwards of £1 .000. I
quite agree with that method of taxation at
the present juncture. Moey has to be raised.
and it shoild he raised from the peo ple w-ho
can best afford to pay' . What eoncern no
most is the manlner in whichi the money
raised 'nill 'c spent. I a ppeal to the Cm-%:
em macnt, when they get the money expected
troat tilie Bill, ,vi~- I believe will he jpassel
by both Houses-

;%Itr. La itham: The (lovernmnent. wvill get
nothingz fron) the Bill. That is certain.

Mr. SLEE3IAN: It will save the flovern-
meat from paying out money, and I hope
that sonme of thle moonle saved w-ill 1ie nold

In!.e rli, ectiozi of helping single mien who
are hard up and unable to obtain either work
or sustenance. It is time something was done
for thenm. The member for Williamns-Narro-
gin (Mr. Done ' ) suggested that the sinle
men shoild be absorbed by sonmc scemue of
relief from farmers, under which they wvould
he platedl onl forms. The haln. member should]
know that at present there is no work
offering .n the farms. For some time the
Perth aId Frema atie ]abour- hurenus hav,-
not had a farm job to offer. They did have
one job available. A man was senit from
Freman tle to fill a position onl a farm at
Pithara.

Mr. Doney: W~hat is the reason most
of the farmers cannot emplo 'y labour? In-
ability to pay' the wages.

Mr-. SLEEMAN: When that manl arrived
at Pithara another man got out of a car-
riage of the same train and secured the
position. That is the only job) onl a farm
that -I have known of for a good mnn
weeks. There was another position avail-
able at the bureau-and I may say I have
been watching the bureau ear-efull y-and
that was for- a sleeper cutter. That is a
tr-ade by itself.

Mr. Doncy: You are putting the 3far-
garet River men on farms.

Mr. SrLEEMAN: You said the meni
could be employed by the farmers of this
State.

Mr. Doney: You are putting them on
farms.

Mr. SLEEMAN: No. We are employ-
ing them clearing land.

MmI-. Donev: Where ? On abandoned
farms.

Mr. SLEE2IAN: There is much differ-
ence between sending Jpeople out to work on:
earing Iland and sending them to work onl

farms. Those men are not being sent to
work onl rarns, but are sent to different
jplaees to clear land.

Mrit. lDoney: \oo are putting them onl
abandoned farms.

M1r. SLEEMAN: I have given my
opinion onl the Bill, and( the way in which I
hope that at least some of the money saved
will be used. [ sa most emphatical ly
that T hope the time will never come when
the Bill will goa to conference willh another
place. Qulite a lot has been said to-nigbt
about wvha t happened in another place. We
were present there the other evening and
heard what was said. The Leader of thle
Opposition, the es-_Minister for Agricul-
ture, the member for Guildford, and the
member for Middle Swvan were present.
'They heard most distinctly the words that
were used and reported to this House. I
see from notes that were taken in another
place this afternoon that the bon. member
who uttered those words has now repudi-
ated them. What is the use of going to a
conference with a man of that description
who will make statements while calm, coot
and collected, and without heat, and an-
nounce to the House that if appointed a
manager he would assure the H-ouse that
his polic 'y would bie oje of no surrender?

'Mr. Ferguson: "No compromise.'' They
aire the words he used].

Mr. SLEElfAN: He said ''No sur-
render.' "

The Premier: It is the same thing.

MrIt. SLEEMIAN : He said so most em-
phaticailly and hie was calm, cool and col-
lected, and now he repudiates what he said
So far as conferences with another p~lae.
arc concerned, ever since J have been a
member I cannot say that they have been
of any' use to this House at all. There has
been plent -y of giving, but no taking. I
have never yet known another place to
2lve anything away, huat they wvill squeeze.
one to the last drop. I am glad the Gov-
emninent on this occasion stuck to their
guns and called the bluff of another place.
No matter what happens, if there is any
opposition fromt another place I sincerely
hope there will be no conference, when we.
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find men of that calibre making statements
such as that I have mentioned. He even
called upon the Premier to withdraw the
statement he made. I can fancy the Pre-
mier doing so.

The Premier: He admitted over and
over again that hie used the words.

Mr. SLEEM1AN: And now he has the
cheek to ask the Premier to wvithdraw what
he (the Premier) has said. The Premier
is not at "an who makes statemuents wildly,
Even if the Premier were to quote a state-
ment I had made, he would check it be-
fore he repeated it, and that is admitting
quite a lot. The Premier made the state-
ment hie did after hie had made the neces-
sary inquiries and I am satisfied he is not
the nian who will withdraw what he has
said. The member of another place made
the statement he did while cool, cain and
collected. Now hie is sorry he made the
statenient because he has shown himself
up to the public. i-i therefore wants to
crawl out of it the best wvay hie can..I hope
we wvill not go to conference again with
another place, especially on this Bill.

MR. TONKIN (North-East Fremantle)
(7.49]: Sonic members opposite have ex-
pressed the opinion that members on the
Government side of the Hlouse would re-
frain from speaking on the Bill. Do they
wish to infer that we are mere dumb, driven
cattle? I speak when I consider it is
necessary, and as I consider it necessary
to speak on the Bill that is wvhy I am
on my feet. Mfembers opposite might take
their own remarks to heart and not jump up
and sp)eak simply because there is a Bill be-
fore the House for discussion. Among, busi-
ness men in the comamunity, both in a large
and small way, and also among 'Ministers
of the Crown, there is a very strong belief
that considerable improvement has taken
place in the economic condition of the State.
I must confess I cannot see that improve-
ment, nor- can I see any reasion to hope for
it at present, because no nation, with the
possible exception of Amecrica, has yet under-
taken any definite scheme of solving the
economic crisis. The Premiers' Plan is not
at scheme for solving the economic crisis. It
reminds mae of a man who has gone bankrupt
and paid a dividend of ifis. in the pound.
That, in effect, is the result of the Premiers'
Plan. The State contracted to pay certain
salaries and wages and, as a result of the

Premiers' Plan, paid only 16s. in the pound.
Private employers did the same thing. There-
fore, the Premiers' Plan is not a scheme for
solving the economic crisis. It is a remedy
for the moment, to tide us over until better
times arrive. If they do arrive, it will be
as the result of some other action. So far
as I can see, America is as yet the only
country wvhich has undertaken a scheme
which might posibly solve the economic crisis.
However, I cannot bea altogether deaf to the
opinions which are being expressed by busi-
ness, men, both in a large and small way.
Just this week I had the pleasure of speak-
ing to a director of Myers' Emporium, Mel-
boune. He told me that in their IMelbourne
and Adelaide organisations they have on
their wages arid salaried staff 8,000 em-
ployees, but what astounded me was the opin-
ion lie expressed that there was only one
thing left for a. complete recovery and that
was an increase in wages. I say that he
astounded me when hie said that because lie
had already told me that they had 8,000 em-
ployees and were contemplating increasing
the wages of each one of them. He believed
that that was necessary for a complete restor-
ation to normal conditions. I know that
opinion is shared by other business men.
They, believe an increase in wages will help
uts towards prosperity. That is my own be-
lief, too. If the improvement which we are
told has taken place is an actual improve-
meat, there is still, however, room for dif-
ferenee of opinion as to the cause of the
improvement. I do not believe the Premiers'
Plan was the cause. From those believers
in the Premiers' Plan, many people have the
idea that largely upon the nation-wide spread
of adjustments, the progress of the past two
years is due. They say that as the result of
cuts iii expernditure and reductions in wages
a gradual improvement has been made, and
that that improvement is founded upon the
sacrifice which time people have made. Same
People have undoubtedly gained by the Pre-
miers' Plan because they have retained their
jobs. That is the argument of those people
who support the Plan. Their contention is
that those now in work would not be in work
had it not been for the Premiers' Plan.
Whether we agree with that contention or
not, there are still people who have not bene-
fited fromn any plan, except possibly, as
mig-ht hie urged by the Minister for Employ-
ment, that some people are in receipt of sus-
tenance on a higher scale than that which
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would have been possible had there been no
Premiers' Plan. Whether the Minister for
Employment would argue in that way or
not I cannot say, but it is possible he might
do so. There are still married men out of
work; they have had no work for years and
are not in receipt of sustenance. No plan
has benefited them. There are still single
men out of work and not receiving susten-
ance. No plan has benefited them, nor will
this Bill benefit them. Advantages have
been obtained under the Premiers' Plan
by some people who, in return, have
made merely a negligible sacrifice. The
Bill will get at those people, and to that ex-
tent I welcome it. If an illustration -be
wanted, let me refer to those contractors who
had large contracts in hand when the finani-
cial emergency legislation was passed.
The Act simply waent a present of.
thousands of pounds to those contrac-
tor;, because they had taken their con-
tracts at prices which included wages
at the high level prevailing before the
depression took place. The contractors
reaped the benefit of the reduction effected
in wages by the financial emergency legisla-
tion. They simply took the money out of
the pockets of the workers and put it into
their own. In effect, the Act said to the con-
tractors, "Here is a fine present for you."
The contractors pocketed that money without
making any sacrifice whatever. The Bill will
put a stop to that kind of thing so far as
contracts to be niade in the future are con-
cerned. Of course, existing contracts will
not be affected. I have already said that
those people who are in employment have
possibly gained under the Premiers' Plan.
If the logic of the supporters of the Plan is
sound, then those workers will get a further
benefit by the restoration of the cut. Large
numbers of unemployed who are niot yet in
receipt of sustenance (and in that category
I place both married men and siugle men I
will, however, not have any' restoration of
wages cuts, and it is quite possible that they.
may he jeopardised if the Bill is passed. At
the pre :eit moment time Government nrc not
providing sustenance Cur single men, prob-
ably owingt to a1 shortacwe of funds. The
passage of this Bill will, to my way of think-
ing, iminediaitely cause to loomi up in front
of the Mlinister for Emuplo ,vinent a loss of
£100,000 imn reveuue. If it is not possible at
the moment to make provision for the mien
I have mentioned, and this Bill passes, the

[21

Minister for Employment will certainly turn
his face in the opposite direction if he is
approached for sustenance for them. I
would be the last person. to support a inca-
sure which would give further benefits to
people already in employment, and who,
although receiving a low wage, are at least
receiving some wage. I would refrain from
supporting a Bill which would give those
workers further benefits while not providing
benefits for hungry mien out of employment.
f would like an assurance from the Minister
that the Bill will not jeopardise the chances
of single mien, practically destitute, receiving
s;ustenance from the Government.

Mr. Lathsain It may do so.
Mr, TONKIN: I do not think any man in

employment to-day, no matter how small his
wnge may be, would desire a restoration of
the wages cut if it meant reducing to starva-
tion men end women of this State. I hope
that aspect will be fully gone into before we
pass the Bill. No one welcomes a Bill such
as this, which is going to restore wages,
more than I do, because I hold the opinion
that the cuts and deductions should never
have been imposed. From the outset I have
held that a reduction in wages is no remedy
Cor an economic crisis such as we have been
experiencing. So far as the Bill will remove
the burden, to that extent am I wvith the Gov-
ernment to put it through, but not at the
expense of hungry and workless people, and
.I should like an assurance thaFit wvill not
.jeopardise the chances- of those already in
want. I will support the second reading.

MR. HEGNEY (Middle Swvan) [S.1J: .1
will support the Bill, for it will give relief
to a large section of the people who had
cuts applied to their wages when they could
not afford them, and particularly because the
operation of the Bill when it becomes an
Act will he of benefit to miany workers who
have been reduced in wages and whose wages
will now he determined by the Arbitration
Court, not by the direction of an Act of
Parliamnt. It was said that with the re-
duction in wages, the finances of the State
would be restored; but during the past few
years, with the continued cut in wages, prices
have fallen accordingly and unemnploymet
has increased. It is only because the Loan
Council, through the several Governments,
financingr Australia by Treasury bilis, have
created a measure of inflation and made cer-
tain funds available for the unemployed that
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the position has been improved somewhat.
Previously, when the matter was under dis-
cussion by the Federal Labour Government,
that policy was denounced, but the Loan
Council and the present Federal Govern-
ment have practically continued that policy
of inflation by a system of Treasury bills.
Fortunately, the Government of Western
Australia, when it camne into power, was
successful in securing a greater amount from
the Loan Council, and, so has been able to
give a large measure of employment to many
workers who previously had been out of em-
ployment for two or three years, and so
things have improved somewhat. The ob-
ject of the Bill is to remove workers from
the operation of a wage-cutting Act of Par-
liament and permit the Arbitration Court
to determine what wages shall be paid in a
given industry, with the result that workers
who are receiving a 9s. margin for skill above
the basic wage wifl get a benefit, if
the Bill be passed; because those
workers will be excluded from the
operations of the Financial Emergency Act
that was in existence at the end of the year.
The member for William-Narrogin in dis-
cussing the Bill wanted a lot of detailed in-
formation from the Minister, as to how much
would be paid here and how much paid there;
and be said a greater measure of benefit
would be available to the workers in the Mid-
land Junction workshops than to those at
Narrogin. Of course that would follow, be-
cause there are more workers in the Mid-
land Junction workshops than at Narrog-in.
As for the Midland Junction workshops,
there will not be a great number of workers
there to benefit under the Hill; there iza large
section of employees on the basic wage, or
getting margins up to 9s. above it, and there
are the mechanics who are receiving 24s. and
Some even 27s. above the 'basic wage. Where
there is a skilled mechanic employed, there
are employed also two or three semi-skilled
men or labourers. I do not know the exact
figures, but there are at the M',idland Junc-
tion workshops at present about 1,200 men,
some of whom will benefit under this mea-
ure up to the extent of about lbs. per week.

The Minister for Railways: No, it will
not be anything like that.

Mr. HEG-NEY: The basic wage is £3 9s.
3d., and the margin for skill is 9s., and so
for anybody getting a margin of 24s. the
difference will be the measure of his benefit.

The Minister for Railways: No, no.

Mr. HEGNEY: No, I see; actually the
benefit will be very small indeed.

The Minister for Railways: It might be
up to Is. 6id. per week.

Mr. Latham: More than that.
Mr. HEGNEY: In the aggregate the

amount to be paid to the men will
not exceed £100 per week. The workers
who are receiving for skill more than the
margin of 9s. will be removed from the scope
of the Bill, and will be paid according to
the Arbitration Court award. I think that
is perfectly fair. There are very few single
men in the Midland Junction workshops,
and most of the married men have reason-
ably large families, and therefore the amount
of benefit they will receive will not substan-
tially help them in maintaining their families
and paying rent.

Mr. Latham: What about the men now
unemployedi

Mr. HEGNEY: I know more about the
unemployed men and their difficulties than
does the Leader of the Opposition, but I do
not believe that by reducing the wages of
men in employment we are going to solve
the problem of finding further funds for the
relief of the unemployed. However, I do
believe the giving of better purchasing
powver to the workers will have a tendency
to improve the economic life of the
State. The Lcader of the Nationalist
Party suggested that we should adopt
the attitude of bringing all higher sal-
aries and wages down to the basie
wage. If all the people desired that, I
would be with them, but we know, of course.
that the Nationalist Party does not stand
for that principle, and so we cannot get
support for it here or in another place

Air. Latham: You cannot seriously be-
lieve that the more money the workers have.
the better it will be for the economnic life
of the State.

Mr. HEGNEY: I believe that the exten-
sion of the purchasing power of the workersR
Will improve their position, and consequently
the position of all the people in the Stata.
Another suggestion made was that the farm
labour scheme should be again adopted.
The previous Government put that scheme
into operation for a period. hut withdrew
it. I remember that on a number of ova-
sions, with the member for uuildforl-Mid-
land and others, I waited on the ex-Alinister
for Employment, Mr. Scadd in, and dis-
cussed the scheme with him, asking him to



Ill JANUARY, 19841.]

see that safeguards were made in respect
to Vhe money available for the scheme, 1;
was found that there were many complaitubz
against the operation of that scheme, andi
so I hope the present (lovernmcnt will not
be tempted to re-introduce it. As for the
prospecting scheme, the 'Minister for Mines
is doing good work there, and it has been
suggested that the scheme should be ex-
tranded. I believe that if the Minister will
make haste slowly in that dirartion and use
the funds recouped to the Treasury for
sending out others tinder t-hat scheme, we
shall find the scheme steadily extended,.1I
do not propose to take up the time of the
Hlouse, because we have discussed the Bill
almost ad-nauscam during the last two or
three weeks. The Government should standl
firm on the Bill. I was in another place
just before Christmas, when managers for
that place were being appointed to confer
with managers from this place, and I heard
two members of the Council declare thnt
if appointed as managers their attitude
would be one of no surrender.

Mr. Cross: Now they have forgotten that
they said it.

Mr, HEGNEY: Yes, and they are apolo.
gising to the public. The only regrettable
part of it is that they cannot be forced to
go to the country and support their ettitudr:
there, where it would. get abort shriftt. The
ex-leader of the Country Party was almos;t
hl, yterictil when declaring that his policy war
oIne of no stirrender.

Mr. Ferguson: He never made any refer-
enece to it.

Mr. HEGNEY: Yes, he did, although it
rtocs not appear in "Hansard."

'Mr. Latham: You have no right to charge
'M1ansard" -with that.

r.HEGNEY: You were there and heard
it, and you cannot deny it-

Mr. Latham: T did not hear that member
say it.

Mr. HEGNEY: There is no reference to
it in the Parliamentary record; it has been
excised from the recoards of Parliament.
.Since those people adopted the attitude of
noc surrender, I hope the Government Will
adopt the game attitude on tisi Bill.

MK NEEDHAM (Perth) [S.13]:. Con-
trarv' to my original intention, I rise to ad-
dress myself to the Bill before us. The Pie-
miiers' Plan has been frequently mentionedI
dairing the course of the debate, and there
are some menibiss in the Ch~amber who woul

still like to see that Plan continued. My
advice is to forget all about the Plan. An
example has been set by the Federal Govern-
ment, who have practically abandoned the
Premiers' Plan. Their remission of £7,000,-
000 of taxation in land and income tax is
an example of bow far they have got away
from the Premiers' Plan. It has been said
they had no right to do that with-
oit consulting the six State Govern-
mients. There is another reason why
we should forget all about that Plan.
It will be remembered that financial
experts were called in to advise the
Governments of Australia when Australia
was financially sick, and those experts pr-
scribed certain financial medicine. They did
so in the shape of reductions of salaries of
292 per cent., 20 per cent, and so forth.
Strange to say one of those experts. Pro-
fessor Copland himself, has refuised to take
a dose of his own medicine.

Mr. McDonald: I think that is not so.

Mr. NEEDHAM: He has not contradicted
it yet.

Mr. McDonald: It has been denied.
Mr. NEEDUIAM: Until I see a denial I1

must attach to him the statement made in
the Press.

Mr. McDonald: Tt has been denied offi-
cially

Mir. N7EEDHAM: I will await his denial.
F am still tinder the impression that he de-
clined to take a dose of his own medicine.
Tf he did take it at all, he took it very re-
luctantly. The question of sacrifice has been
freely mentioned, hut the sacrifice has been
borne largely by the workers of Australia.
They are the people who have carried the
burden. This Bill represents an attempt to
give back a little of what wstknfo
them, and I hope the Government will1 stan]3
firm on it. it is remarkable that another
place should be so stubborn in their oppo-
sition to the measure. One could understand
their attituide if they were elected on a
similar franchlise to members of this House.
I hare known the Upper Hfouse in the Fed-
eral arena take a ver 'y decided stand on.
money hills. Senators have taken a stand
also on other bills--the fiduciary note issue
and the central reserve bank. Whether or not
one agrees with the stand they took, one
must remember that members of the Federal
Senate are elected on the same franchise as,
are members of the House of Representa-
tives. On one occasion Senators cut down
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the Supply Bill by 50 per cent., and the re-
quest for that reduction was accepted by the
House of Representatives without any pro-
test. In this State, however, a different con-
dition of affairs prevails. As has been,
pointed out by the Minister for Works and
the Premier, members of another place arc
elected onl an entirely different franchise
compared with members of this House, and
that being so, I think they have overstepped
their traditional authority, if not their con-
stitutional authority, in th determined stand
they have taken to oppose not only this Hill
but the wishes of tile people. There arc
many people in this State who will not bene-
fit by the measure. I regret that that is so.
I hope the time is not far distant when this
blot on the statute-book will be removed.
There is no need for it. It has not done the
nation any good. No one has benefited by
the Premiers' Plan legislation, and many
people have suffered, and are still suffering.
Although this Bill be passed, many people
will still suffer, but as it will give relief to a
few, I hope this Chamber will pass it, and
that members of another place wvill show a
more reasonable frame of mind and recog-
nise that they cannot continue to defy the
expressed wvishies of the people.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
A. MeCallum-South Fremantle-in reply)
[8.20]: 1 have not much to say by way of
reply more than to answer one or twvo points
raised during the debate. The first was that
raised by the Leader of the Opposition re-
garding the University. He said there was
no provision in the Bill for the continuance
of the cuts in the salaries of the Ulniversity
professors. I would remind the hon. imem-
her that the University has been ruled by
the Chief Justice to be a State instrumental-
ity, and the professors will come under
Clause 6 and the cut will apply. There is
no doubt on that point. The member for
Nedlands complained about the refusal of
an adjournment to him on the second read-
ing of the Bill of last session. It is true
that he asked for anl adjournment of the
debate, and that I told him I could not
agree to it. The Bill was introduced
on a Thursday and members had the week-
end in which to consider it. The debate was
resumed on the following Tuesday, and
apart from the Leader of the Opposition,
no one was ready to speak. The hon. mem-
ber argued that there was plenty of time in

which to send the Bill to the Legislative
Council as their Notice Paper was full and
we had practically completed the business on
our paper. The hon. member knows full
well that the Legislative Council insist upon
a Hill remaining on their Notice Paper for
some days on the ground, that members de-
sire time to consider it before they debate
it. To meet that requirement, it was neces-
sary that the Bill should be sent to the
Council early. When the hon. member was
specaking, I interjected that I thought hie
should be the last to complain of adjourn-
ments, and that in fairness to the Govern-
ment lie should have admitted that on a num-
ber of occasions we hadl given him special
adjournmtents.

Hon. N. Keenan: That is true.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This is

the only instance I know of where he has
asked for anl adjournment that was not
given, and it was ref used because the Bill
was in the hands of members from Thurs-
day till Tuesday, and it was necessary to
forward it to the Council as soon as pos-
sible. The lion, member again raised a point
that he has put to the House on more than
one occasion and that has been explained by
both the Premier and me and has really been
answered by his own case. He said the in-
terp)retation of the Premier's policy wvas a
clear promise to restore all cuts to Govern-
ment servants. The Premier said no such
promise had been made; the promise was
that the measure wvould not be re-enacted
without drastic amendments. The lion. inem-
ber said that we claimed to have a mandate
from the people to introduce the Bill but
were denying something he said was true
in the first place. As a matter of fact we
are simply re-affirming the stand we took
when he first made the accusation against the
Premier. He repeated the statement to-
night. The position is perfectly clear. In
the policy speech the declaration was made
by the Leader of the party that the law would
not be i-c-enacted without being drastically
amended. That is the policy the Govern-
ment are living up to at the moment. There
has been no departure from it. if I inter-
pret the case of members opposite correctly,
it is that our suggestions are too drastic. I
take that to be the hon. member's argument
-that our proposals are too drastic, and
that the State cannot afford to grant this
relief. If his argument is that our pro-
posals are too drastic, how can his access-
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tion lie that we are not living up to our
obligations? The lion, member cannot have
it both ways. I cannot follow his reason-
ing when he accuses me of making a state-
ment that is inaccurate and will not hear
examination. I think he called it a travesty
of the facts in referring to my statement
that parliament was being used and hadl
been used as a wage-fixing tribunal. Yet, in
the next b~reath, he admitted that it was a
fact and applied to all Governments.

Hon. N. Keenan: And is included in this
Bill.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Isa
that is incorrect. I proved it to be incorrect
wvhen the original measure was introduced.
I do tot know whether it is desired to re-
open the whole issue, but if members will
turn uit "Hansard" of 1931, page 3962, they
will find that I answered the then Attor-
ney-General on the same point. He
said that the Labour Governments in
the Eastern States-and iii that very week
the Labour Government in South Australia
-had introduced Hills to cut the wages of
their employees. I denied it, and he main-
tained that it was correct. Thle member for-
Nedlands also said it was eorrect. I wired
to the Premier of Southb Australia and read
to the House aI telegrain received in reply.
It read-

Finncial E tue rgene 'v Bill has now been in -
troduved. It prid~'fes for reduction Ministers'7
salaries 20 per cent., nitimlers ' sa lar ies 10
per vent., reductions salaries eflta in pull!v
officers fixed by statute, reduction 5lilerannua.l
tieon arid polite pensions by a pproximately 16
per cent. Judges and Governor voluntarily
offered accept jeduetions. Government eiii-
loyOcSl general]., not dealt wvith ill Bill. In,

iny speech I sid h the policyv of Government is
arbitration, and we do not propose interfere
will, tribunals who are charged with duty fix-
ing wages and salaries Government tmplloyees.
Posting copy Bill, and will forward copy my
speech as soon as available. Hill, Premier.

That was the attitude of every G overnment
except the then Governmient of Western kus'-
tralia.

H-on. N. K~eenan: The Bill now before the
H ouse fixes wages.

Th-e IMSTER FOlR WORKS: I wvill
deal with that. I am not permitted to quote
clauses of the Bill at this stage, butl the hon.
member qutotedi one subiclau,e dealing with
arbitration court awards and conditions. He.
however, failed to quote a further subclau,ev
of the same clause that exempts every wages
manl. The only reason for that intoerpreta-

tion apjpearing is that certain police officers
who receive over £4110 a year still have their
wages fixed bt'y the arbitration court and are
adjustable according to basic wage decisions.
That is the oly reason for its appearance
there. Those men receiv-e over £400 a year,
and the p~rovisiotl was miade to meet such
eases. Later onl in the same clause every
wva ges min is exempted, except the few po1-
icemen indicated. I am not going to contend
that this, Bill represents our ideal or all we
should like to do. We did not place one
session's programme before the people at the
election. No party would do that. We pre-
sented a programme for the tcrm of the
parliament, antd "e are uinable to dio all ire
Should like to do in out- first short session.
We are moving as fast as we ale able to
ni ve, and the complaint of members oppo-
site and of miembers in another place is that
we are moving- too fast. Before we leave the
Treasury benches, I think we shall see the

last of this measure onl the statute book.
Ar,-. Lathamn W"e hope you will, bitt you

wilIt have to get the nmonev:

The -MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
have been able to proceed only a certain
distance so far. Thie hon. member com-
plains that it is the manl who is receiving
margins greater than 9s. over the basic
wvage who will prolit under the Bill. He
contends thlit those wvho are unemployed
should get tile tortey, and that it should
lint b~e gi ven to those wh]o a ie receiving
ilmi-gitis over .9s. greater than the basic
%vage. He "aid I hat onl tha t score hie would
vOte agrainst the Bill, divide the liouse,
and would see that mnenmbers were made to
(jet-lare themselves. He wanted to see the
Bill defea'ed. If it is defeated, everyone
wvill get his cut restored, even the man earn-
ing £2,000 a year while the unemployed
will get nothing. That is the hon. mem-
ber's consistency! That would be the posi-
tion if the Bill were defeated.

The Mlinister for Employment: And in-
terest charges would goa up.

The 'MINISTER FOR WORKS: Every-
one who bad received a cut in his salary,
no matter wha', it amounted to, would have
at legal claim to thle full amount, and no re-
striction would] be placed upon interest on
mortgages. Does the hon. member coml-
plain that we are not able to do as much
ats we would like to do?7 Does he "-ant the
whole lot or nothing-? Or are wre doing
something to which he objects and will he
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not allow us to do anything? I cannot sin-
derstand what is in his mind. He objects
to my statement that Parliament has been
turned into a wage-fixing machine. He
cannot deny that that is so, as the legis-
lation applies to Government employees.
When the legislation first caine down it
applied automatically to private employees
just as iti applied to Government em-
ployees. It was owing to our objection that
it was ultimately altered to the shape it
finally took, when it provided that the court
had io be approached.

Hon. +N. Keenan: Originally the court
could order any party to pay thie full wage
without any deduction, it could exempt
any industry from the deduction.

The MINiSTER FOR WORKS: When
the Bill first came down any employee or
wages Plan was subject to the cut, just as
was the case with Government employees,
without reference to the court.

Hon. N. Keenan: In the case of Gov-
ernmient emplo 'yees, the reduction was final
but in the ease of anyone not a Govern-
ment employee, the court could allow the
cut to be restored.

The MINISTER FOR WORKCS: The cut
had to apply, andi the employees then had
the right to appeal to the court to show
why it should not apply. It was owing to
our protest that the original Bill was altered.
The lion. member will agree that the Bill
as it, stands is practically an instruction
to the court.

Ron. N. Keennn: No.
The MINISTER FOR WORiKS: It is,

and it limits the powers of the court. The
court may have found that 5 or 10 per
cent, reduction would have met the full
case the employer could put up, but the
Act says that the cut shall be not less than
18, 20 or 221/ per cent., as the case may be.
It fixes the amount of the reduction and
-sets the example right through the Govern-
mient service. In the face of that I can-
not understand how it could be argued that
Parliament has not been turned into a
wage-fixing machine, as it certainly has,
right through the Government service.
That is not so in the case of any other
Government. The lion. member is wrong
in the statement he made. A report has
been made concerning the remarks of Mr.
Holmes in another place this afternoon,
wherein he denied that on the occasion of
the conference last month his policy would
be one of no surrender. I have been told

by at least seven members of this Chamn-
ber that he vias heard to make that state-
ment.

Air. Ferguson: "Cmroie was the
word he used.

The MINISTERt FOR WORKS: I am
not going to argue whether it was "'corn-
promise'' or ''surrender.''

Air. Ferguson: You might use the right
word, at any rate.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I did
not hear the remark. I have, however, re-
ceived notes of his speech this afternoon,
wherein he mnakes reference to what hasp-
poised at the conference, and makes certain
accusations against the Premier, If he has
broken the confidence of the conference, I
do not pr~opose to followv his bad example,
except to state the facts relating to the point
to which the lion. member himself referred.
Mr. Holmes in his statement to-day said
that wvhen the conference met, the Premier
challenged him with having made the state-
ment that there would be no surrender, and
he denied having made it. It is true
that immediately the conference began the
Premier challenged him with having made
the statement, and also challenged Mr.
Thomson. Both members then admitted hav-
ing made the statement-

Mr. Hegney: They made it all right.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Accord-

ing to the notes handed to me, Mr. Holmes
is afternoon denied having made that

statement when the Premier taxed him with
it. He also said that the Premier did not
call for "Hansard"' to prove the statement,'
but accepted the denial. The Premier
challenged him with having made the
statement, and asked of what use it was
to go on with the conference if both mem-
bers held the idea of "no surrender." These
two members asked for an adjournment of
the confereince, and wvent aw~ay to consult
with the President. They desired to ask him
if they could resign from attendance at the
conference, a id if two other members could
be elected who would be free to dlisciuss the
Bill.

The Premiier :Because they lad coni-
mitted themselves not to accept any coni-
promise.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Because
they could not go on discussing the Bill with
a free hand. They asked pernmission to re-
sign, and that two other members of the
Council should be elected in their place. We
are told that they approached the President,
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whr, berated them for their foolish state-
ment, and suggested that it was a reflection
on the Concil. that there was RIo provision
for their resignation to be accepted, and that
they would have to go on with the confer-
lice. According-ly the two members of

another lIace caime back to us. Tihat cannot
be denied.

Mr. Slein i: q'iY would deity anything.
The Premier: They) admnitted that their

bands were tied, that they could not comne to
a coin proini*e, and thatt it was no use their
sitting thenc.

Mr. Stubs: The position is most ex-
ran id inar.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: When
members of another place make statements
like that, it will be understood how impos-
sible it was for the conference to make any
headway. That is how t'e position de-
veloped into the serious situation in which
the country now finds itself. After the con-
ference had lasted about four hours, the
samne two members came back to the point.
They said, "We feel we are committed. Hay-
ing- made the statement we did on the floor
of the House. we cannot depart from it."
That is what broke up the conference.

The Premier: They stated they were
bound by what they had said.

The MIINISTER FOR WORKS: They
also said that in the face of having made
that statement the House had elected themi
as managers. Now we hear to-night that
Mr. Holmes denied making that statement.

Mr. F. C. L. Smith: It is the last refuge
of the guilty.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is a
most extraordinary situation. I wonder what
the President of the Council would have had
to say if the question had been put to him,
that he was approached by these two mem,-
bers, and asked whether they could not re-
sign from the conference in view of what
they had said on the floor of the House.
They evenm came back and reported what
had happened between them and the Presi-
dent.

The Premier: They said they were very
sorry, that they were committed, that they
could not do anythingI and that they must
stick to what the Council had done. They
also said they would never go into confer-
ence again.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: They
both gave their word they would never
go into conference again. There is no fresh

[3]

ground to be broken with regard to this
measure. Members have shown that they are
in agreement with it. It is only a repeti-
tion of what occurred on the previous debate,
and no good purpose can he served by pro-
loning the discussion.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

Remaining Stages.

Bill passed th rough Committee without
debate, and reported without amendment.

The MI1NISTER FOR WORKS: I
move-

That the report be adopted.

Mr. LsATHAM: I should like to have the
Bill recommiitted with a view ito inserting a
new clause for the re-enactmrent of Part V.
o]. the old Act.

Mr. SPEAKER : That is a matter for
the Committee to decide. The lion, member
had better move that the Bill be recommitted.

Mr. LATHTAM: I move-

That the Bill be recommitted.

'Motion put and negatived.

Question put and passed: the report
adopted.

The MIN ISTER FOR W ORKS:I mnove-

That the Bill be no"' read a third time.

Mr. SAM1PSON: Would it be in order
at this stage to give consideration to the
proposed new clause?

'Hr. SPEAKER: No\. That could be done
only in Committee. It is too late now to
recommit the Bill, the House having already
decided against recommittal.

Question put and passed.

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

ADJOURNMENT-SPECIAL.

THE PREMIER (Hon01. P. Collier-
Boulder) [8.47]1: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until
4.30 pan. on Wednesday next.

Question put and passed.

House adjonurnjed at 8.48 pa.


