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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
3 p.n., and read prayers.

MOTIONS (2)—FREMANTLE HAR-

BOUR TRUST.
Overlime to Foreman Boz.

-On motion by Hon. C. MecKENZIE
{South-East) ordered: “That a return
of all overtime paid to Foreman Box, of
the Harbour Trust, Fremanile, for the
year ended June, 1912, be laid npon the
Table of the House.”

Shunting and Delays.

On -motion hy Hon. R. J. LYNN
{West) ordered: “That all correspondence
for the year ended August, 1912, between
the Fremantle Harbour Trust Commis-
stoners and the Railway Depurtment
respecting shunting and delays be laid
upon the Table of the Flouse.”

MOTIONS (2)—COLLIE COAL.
Railway Tests.

On wmotion by Hon. R. J. LYNN
(West) ordered: “That all papers relat-
ing to railway tests of Collie coal made
by the department in March and April,
1912, be laid upon the Table of the
House.”

. Inquiry as to Ignition.

On motion by Hon. R. J LYNN
{West) ordered “That all papers relating
to- the inquiry made by the Mines De-
partment respeeting ignition of Collie
¢oal he lhid upon th@ Tahle of the
House.”

"opinion.
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BILL—TRAMWAYS PURCHASE,

Third Reading.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
J. M. Drew): | beg to move—

That the Bill be now read a third

{ime,

Hon, H. P. COLEBATCH (East): I
do not infend to offer any apology to the
House for speaking on the third reading
of this Bill. It is my intention to force
this question to a division, if I ean get
sapport, and T am assuved of some, and
it is my duty 1o state briefly my reasons
for adopting this attitude. I take it that
the object of the third reading stage is
that members who may have agreed to
certain amendments, and disagreed with
others, in the Committee stage, may have
the opportunity of expressing a final
If there ever was oeccasion for
the justifieation of a discussion at this
stage, it is on this particular Bill, because
member after member rose in his place in
the House and said that whilst they
would support the second reading and
cerlain clauses in Commiltes, they would
hold themselves free to vote against the
Bill on the third reading if the position
did not then meet with their views; but
1 have another, and I maintain a muach
stronger renson, to urge for the further
consideration of 1his matter, and it is that
I am in the position to place before the
House uew evidence, evideace absolutely
contradictory to some that has been ten-
dered during the conrse of this debate. 1
have been wrongfully accused of making
a second teading speech in Committee,
Personally I am keenly sensitive of any
snggestion of abusing my privileges, but
I maintain that the oceasion on which
T spoke was the only oceasion offered for
the discussion of the report of the select
committee, which was tabled after the
second reading had been agreed to. I
confend that in no stage of this measure
have I adopted any obstruetionist tactics.
My whole endeavour has been to let as
much light as possible into the situation,
so that every member who voted would at
least know exactly what he was doing. I
feel that T am bound to do this, and I
cannot get rid of my responsibilities as
easily as some hon. members, Mr. Sander-
son for instance, who said that he would



1818

throw the responsibility on the select
committee or on the Government, or on
members of another place, or even on
the public. I contend that that attitude
i not novel; it is an attitude that men
bave adopted ever since man said that
wowman tempted him. I cannot get rid
of my responsibility; I feel that I was
sent here in order {o investigate to the
best of my ability every measure brought
before this House, and to vote according
to my convictions in what I believe to be
the best interests, not only of my con-
stitgents, but the people of the State. I
have alsa been asked to offer an apology
for eertain statements I made in regard
to the editor of the West Australian, and
I cheerfully make that apelogy in exactly
the manner in which it was asked. It may
he remembered that in trying to sub-
stantiate my contention that right was
always right, even if it was the right of
only a single individual, 1 quoted two
authorities, one, the ancient lawgiver,
Solon, and the other, the editor of the
West Australian, and I anderstand I gave
offence because I put ap the wrong order
of precedence, that instead of quoting
Solon first T should have quoted the
editor of the West Australian first. 1
cheerfully make this alteration and I am
prepared to admit that in the extract I
quoted on that oceasion from an article
written and published in the West Aus-
tralian 12 months ago, an extract of quiet
reasoning and sound common sense and
justice, the editor of the West Australian
might well claim to have cut-Soloned
Solon, and I hope he will not econsider
that I am in any way detracting from the
value of this apology when I say that
when the editor of the West Australian
takes the bit between his teeth and deter-
mines to foree a thing through, whether
it be right or wrong, he ouni-Herods
Herod. Not long ago in an article refer-
ring to this question—the question of
values on which I shall have to tonch—
and which was published in the West
Australian, it was stated that Mr. Weir
~had made certain contradictory state-
ments in giving bis evidence. Next day
thera was an apology; it was not Mr.
‘Weir, it was Mr. Corbett who had made
the statements. Thew Mr. Corbett wrote

. grounds,
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a letter explaining that he bad not made
any contradictory statements, that he had
said he valued one thing at one time at a
certain price, and another thing at
another time at another price, and that
his attitude was consistent and right. This
letter of Mr. Corbett’s was published with
a footnote, and all that the editor could
say was that he referred Mr. Corbett to
the report of his evidence before the
select eommittee. The evidenee given by
Mr. Corbett shows that his attitude was
consistent and right. To my mind it is
an awful thing to throw a slur on the
reputation of a man oceupying the posi-
tion that Mr. Corbeft does, whose bread
and butter may be raid to depend upon
his efficiency and reliability. At the out-
set I took exception to this Bill on four
The first was that the money
was urgently wanted in other direc-
tions. I do not intend to make any
further reference to that aspect than
to draw attention to this morning’s news-
paper, wherein it was stated that even
the preat country of America was experi-
eneing a diffieulty in getting the money
it needs for its requirements. This is
absolutely the worst time that Western
Aunstralia ean burden iiself with obliga-
tions that can be put aside for the timne
being, My second objection was that T
favoured municipalisation as against nat-
ionalisation. And I gave as my reason
that I thought the one method of control
better than the other. I am not going to
labouy that point either, but I am going
to qualify the statement I made on that
oceasion. I then said that within a month
of the taking over of this concession by
the Government, we should find that the
employees had been granted concessions
which were refused by the Arbitra-
tion Court. I wish now to qualify that,
and say that possibly I may be entirely
wrong; because I see it reported in the
Press that now, on the eve of parting
with the coneession, the tramway eoln-
pany itself is making concessions to its
employees, is making concessions to its
employees on the eve of parting with the
undertaking to the Btate of passing
it on o the State. 1 merely make
this explanation because subsequently it
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may tarn oot that T was wrong in my
prediction, for the reason that the tram-
way company actually made the conces-
sions before handing over their under-
taking to tlte Government. 1My third
objection was that we were paying too
moch for the undertaking, and it is in
regard to this that T have new evidence
to submit. I pointed oul that three-fifths
of this proposed capitalisation of
£475,000 wonld be watered. It has been
said that those of us who ave opposing
the Bill are condemning the people of
Perth to the present high fares and gen-
erally unsatisfactory conditions for the
next 29 years. I have demonstrated over
and over again that we are doing nothing
of the sort, that the purehase right of
the eouncil, maturing in 12 years, will
limit the period during which this com-
pany can oppress and harass the citizens
of Perth. T say that those who vote for
the Bill will be condemning the people of
Perth indefinitely to these high charges,
because they are going to take over-a
<concession the eapitalisation of which is
three-fifths water. There will be only one
eseape, only one means by which the
Government will be able to reduce fares,
and that will be by easting the burden on
the taxpayers generally, which is a eourse
I am going to oppese. The answer I got
to this contention when 1 raised it dur-
ing the Committee stage, came from Mr.
Jenkins, the chairman of the seleet com-
mittee, and from Mr. Lynn. They said
that the tramway company last year
made a profit of £43,000, and that, there-
. fore, it was a good thing to buy it at
this' high price. 1 would ask those two
hon. members to consider the position
they stand in. If they are prepared to
advocate the purchase of this undertaking
because the company made £48,000 profit
will they stifl advocate the purchase when
they find that the tramway company has
done nothing of the kind? I had twice
read through this evidenee given before
the select committee before speaking on
it in Cominittee, I have now read through
it again, and still I do not know exactly

where the seleet commitiee got the state-
ment regarding this £48,000. The only
reference I can find of if is in the evidence
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of the Premier who, speaking of Mr.
Short’s valuation of £350,000, said—--

Hon. W. Patrick: 1 thought it was
£203,000.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: That was
for the actual physical assets; but the
whole rights of the company, including
the physical assets, Mr, Short valued at
£350,000. The Premier in his evidenece
said, “These figures are hased on the as-
sumption of a profit of £25,000 per an-
num, which is much less than the annual
profit shown by the eompany, which is
£48,000.” What do we mean when we talk
about annual profit? We do not mean
the wrofit made in one particular year, I
have looked over every balance sheet
issned by the company, and I find that up
to last year they never made a profit of
anything like £48,000, or half of it. They
made very little profit indeed, so litile
that until now they have not been able to
pay their shareholders more than 214 per
cent. per annum for the whole period.
Evidently somebody must have told the
Premier—he told the committee that Mr.
Short lLad access to all the company’s
books—somebody must have told him that
the profit was £48,000, and therefore we
had it from Mr. Jenkins and }Mr. Lynn
that we conld afford to pay this £473,000
because we were taking over a concession
returning £48,000 profit per annum, The
annual meeting of the Perth Eleetrie
Tramway Company was held in London
on the 16th of last month. The balance
sheet did not reach Western Australia
until we had finished our discussion on
this Bill in Committee. During the whole
of the time this question has been before
us I have been trying to get hold of a
cony of lbis balance sheet, but without
avail. I did not get it until last Monday
morning. This balance sheet shows that
instead of a profit of £48,000 the gross
surplus of earnings over actual expenses
was only £37,000—not a profit, but a sur-
plus of earnings over working expenses.
This does not allow for depreciation; and
even if it be said that they have made
ample provision for depreciation in the
past, and that it was not necessary to
allow for depreciation this year, still for
the purposes of calculation we must (ake
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the basis of depreciation agreed upon by
all authorities, namely, 5 per cent. In re-
sprect to some of the plant it should, of
conrse. be mueh higher, as high indeed
as 10 per eent. becanse some of those
things are liable, not only to ordinary de-
preciation. bui to a special depreciation,
in that they become obsolete, and for
economic reasons it is often found neces-
sy to cast them out. However, if we
take off o modest sum for depreciation it
will represent at least £10,000, and will so
leave a profit of ahout £27,000 or £28,000.
That profit will only just pay interest and
sinking fund on the £475.000 which we
propoese to pay. and, therefore, if the Bill
be earried the people of Perth will be
condemned for ever fo pay these high
fares, or else there will be a loss on the
naitertaking, which the people of the
country zenerally will have to make up.
That 15 not the only piece of new evi-
dence. Those of us who have read the
evidenee given hefore the select commit.
tee are aware thal Mr, Somerset said this
£375,000 was merely the value of the un-
dertaking, that they were just going to
get the noney with which to pay off their
debenture holders, and that was all. I
stated thal the shares had gone u)» materi-
ally sinee these negotiations started. AMr.
Moss on one oceasion interjected that
this increase was only on the 100,000 or-
dinary shares, and not on the preference
shares.

Hon. M. T.. Moss: 1 asked was it so.

Hon. H. I". COLEBATCH: According
to this morning’s newspaper, speaking at
the ordinary general meeting of the Perth
Electric Tramways, Ltd., in London, on
the 16th uit., the ehairman, Mr. A. H. P.
Stoneham, stated, in regard to the forth-
coming expropriation of the undertaking
by the authorities, that, in all probability
the directors would be ready Lo distribute
the assets in Apri! or May next. The
Financial Times of the 21st uit. slates that
it had been generally ussumed that any
surplus wonld be solely divisible among
the ovdinary shareholders under the ar-
ticles of association, but there appeared
to be some ground for supposing that an
atiempt wonld be made to include the pre-
ference shares in any additional return
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which may be fortheoming over and ahove
the par value of the company’s capital.
“This,” adds that journal, “probably ex-
plains the reason why the prire of the
preference shaves has reeently advanced,
though there appears to be more than a
little doubt as to whether such n move-
ment is justified on the striet interprein-
tion of the company’s arvticles of associa-
tion.” Not only have the ordinary shares
zone up in price because this deal is such
a magnificently good one for the com-
pany, but the preference shares have gone
up also. If we are to give this money
away, personally 1 do not care twopence
whether it is given (o the preference or to
the ordinary shareholders, for they are en-
tirely unknown te me. [ quote this
merely to show two things, TFirst that
there hias been this rise in price because
we are ziving too mueh for the under-
taking, and secondly, that Mr. Somersel's
evidenee was incorreet, and that in addi-
tion to geiling value for their property,
there are spoils, plunder in it; so much so
that the different classes of shareholders
are fichting over the distribution of this
plunder. 1t is an old saying, that where
carrion is there also the eagles will be.
gathered together. I think the converse
also applies, There are spoils, and that
in itself ought to open the eyes of mem-
bers of this Chamber, particalarly mem-
hers of the Labour party. 1 can well
tagine how the people in London will
lanzh over the faet that the first thing
the Labour party did on coming into
power was to iake this handsome pre-
sent to the London company, a present
s0 handsome that the different ranks of
shareholders started fighting over the dis-
tribution of the plunder. The last objee-
tion T raised was on the subject of eon-
fiseation, and I cannot resume my seat
withont making a final appeal to hon.
members in this eonnection. That there
is confiscation of the eity council’s rights
there can be no doubi. Tt is idle to say
that we are giving them anything in re-
turn. The 3 per cents. they already have,
and we are giving them nothing whatever
for the taking away of their valuable
rights. 1 put it to Mr. Sanderson, who
says he is prepared to do this thing, be-
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cause it is the rights of someone else and
not of his own constituents which are to
he confiscated.

Hon. A. Sanderson: That is not right.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: T ask the
hon, member 1o put himself in the other
fellow’s position. Ie says the city coun-
¢il have made a good agreement and do
not wish to get out of it, whereas the
suburban municipalities have made a bad
one, and are anxious to get rid of it. Sup-
pose we had exactly the opposite position,
and the Perth City Council had¢ made a
bhad agreement and wanted to get out of
it, while the suburban munieipalities hav-
ing a good agreement desired to retain it—
what wonld Mr, Sanderson do? Would
he not support the attitude of the sub-
urban municipalities? And, if so, can it
De right for him to do the opposite in the
present instance? This act of confisea-
tion does not matter to my constituents
direetly, but I say that we as a State can-
not afford to confiscate anything from any-
body., Our reputation depends upon our
-carrying ont all our obligations. We ean-
not afford to say to anybody, “We will
not allow you to test the value of your
rights in the courts of the land.” For
that reason more than any other, I ask
Ton, members to recongider their attitude
with respeet to the Bill. T eontend that
the position is enitrely different from
what it was represented to be when we
gonsidered the Bill in Committee, that this
£48,000 has, to the extent of £20,000, dis-
appeared. There never was any £48,000
anywhere. Even if you knock off the Lon-
don expenses, and a few other items, the
balance sheet shows only £39,000 gross
surplos of revenue,

Hon. R. J. Lynn: What about the cur-
rent year?

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: We do
not know anything about that, we have
no evidence upon the point. Is it that
my friend, finding that he has been in the
wroug, is going to turn round? He said
he would support the Bill becanse the
company was showing a profit of £48,000
per annum, Now, presumbaly, he says he
will support it becanse they are going to
make £48,000 this year. Only a little
while ago the tramway eompany had a
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lubour dispute, and made no profit at all.
At midmight last Saturday the tramway
employees held a meeting in the Trades
Hull on this very question, and who
knows whether or not these men will ae-
cent the conecessivns offered? I would re-
mind members again that the tramway
company are going to make concessions
to the men at a time when the directors in
ingland are considering how they arve
going to divide the spoils from the pur-
chase. Surely they ought to have left this
to the Government; they are wonderfully
generpus in giving away the money of
the taxpayers. In view of the large
amount of money which the taxpayers are
going to give to them, I think they might
have left the taxpayer alone, so far as the
paying of the wages of the tramway
men is concerned. Once more I would
urge hon. members to support me in the
rejection of this Bill.

Hon. J. CORNELL (South): I sym-
pathise to a eertain extent with Mr. Cole-
hateh, but T do hope that on all oecasions
he will not he so persistent as he has
been in his opposition to this tramway
purchase.  The hon. geuileman has a
zood deal to lose if this Bill goes throngh.
In the first place the West Australian is
to hlame for the prominence the hon.
member was given in the report of his
second reading speech, and it is absolutely
essentinl, 1f he is to retain the halo given
to him on that oceasion that he should
earry his remarks to their logieal conclu-
sion by attempiing the defeat of the Bill
in any possible manner.

Hon. H. P. Colebateh: Why not debate
my arguments instead of imputing mo-
tives?

Hon. J. CORNELL: I am reciproeating
the attitude towards me on many ocea-
stons. At the outset of the discussion on
this measore I did not think that the loeal
bodies should get anything,.but the ma-
jority of the members of this House and
the majority of members in: another place
have endorsad the select committee’s report
and for my part I have bad enomgh. T
am now willing to allow the Bill to go
throngh. I may be an obstructionist on
oceasions, but there comes a time when
one must cry enough. If, this Chamber



1822

throws the Bill out, it will be the political
doom of some of its members. That may
be a blessing, or it may be otherwise, but
the defeat of the Bill will mean the politi-
cal death of some members, particularly
those who vote against it. Personally I
do uot use the tramways much, but T have
talken the opportunity to converse with
varions people, and I am satisfied that the
residents of the metropolitan area desire
that this purchase shall be approved.
Therefore I hope the third read-
ing will be carried. I have carried
out the platform of my party and
my own convictions, as far as I possibly
could do so, and having done that,
I feel that I am ahsolved from any blame
from the electors. I do think that the
expression of opinion given in the Legis-
lative Assembly by members elected on
adult suffrage should be a sufficient reason
for the carrying of the third reading.
Hon. Sor E. H. WITTENOOM
(North) : T must congratulate the houn.
member who has just sat down on his
frankness. He has ecreated such a valu-
able precedent that I feel I must follow
him and be equally frank. Since the sec-
ond reading speeches and the discussion
of this measure in Comumittee, I have
given this matter most eareful eonsidera-
tion. I do not say that the amount which
the Government are going to pay for the
trams is too much; T am quite in accord
with the report of the select eommittee,
but apart from all those considerations,
I have come to the eonclnsion that the
time is tnopportune for the expenditure
of £500,000 on the purehase of these
tramways. I have considered all the ex-
penditure which is propesed by the Gov-
ernment at the present time. One pro-
jeet alone, the railway from Merredin to
Coolgardie, will cost a large sum of money,
and there are numerous other proposals
which will involve heavy expenditure;
and, whilst I propose to support the Gov-
ernment in tbe construction of that rail-
way, because I am told it is urgently
required to carry ont certain work, I feel
that it is superfluous to spend money now
in purchasing the trams. The trams can-
not run away, and they will be available
for purchase at some more apportune
time. They have been serving the people,
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badly, I admit, for some years, and I do
not think that under the existing circum-
stances they can be improved. But I have
come to the conelusion that the amount of
money required for this purchase, if spent
in other directions in the development of
the country, would do more good, and
for that reason I shall oppose the third
reading of the Bill.

Hon. W. KINGSBMILL (Metropoli-
tan): It is my intention to support the
third reading, because it would ill become
me, I having been responsible for the
creation of the seleet committee, and for
the nomination of the gentlemen placed
on it, to differ from the findings of that
body. I must confess that I am somewhat
disappointed with the value which the
select ecommittee placed on the vested in-
terests of the city of Perth, but as I he-
lieve in the personnel of the committee,
and as I know they gave the matter very
careful consideration and that they sab-
mitted a report which has not been al-
tered by the Government in another place,
1 feel bound to aeeept their findings and
vote for the third reading. I must say
that the recommendations they have made
amount to very little for the Perth City
Council.  All that the city couneil is
getting beyond what it is entitled to now
is three per cent. of the gress takings
for seme indeterminate time after the
year 1939, but the select committee hav-
ing made that recommendation I, as one
of the prime movers for its appointment,
have no option but to support it.

On motion by the Colonial Secretary
debate adjourned.

BILL — FREMANTLE-KALGOORLIE
(COOLGARDIE-MERREDIN SEC-
TION) RAILWAY.

Third Reading.
Bill read a third time apd returned to
the Legislative Assembly with amend-
ments.

BILL—INDUSTRLAL ARBITRATION.
Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the previous day.

Hon. J. CORNELL (South): I would

like, at the outset, to preface my remarks
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by saying I am of opinion that my re-
marks in this Chamber are not going to
have any effee! ountside of the ranks of
my own colleagues, in altering the vote on
this Bill, bzt in a measure of this kind,
it must be remembered that not only
the members of this Chamber but
also the general public and the
workers at large are concerned. It has
been said by previous speakers, and par-
ticularly emphasised by Mr, Moss, that
this is one of the most important pieces
of legislation which has come before the
House for many years. As a member of
the Labour party and one conversant with
its aims and ideals, I may say we con-
sider that, although compulsory arbitra-
tion is in the forefront of our platform
and programme, it is only a secondary
consideration. Buat in the face of what
has been said by hon. members that this
is a very important piece of legislation,
I could not help being struck with the
scant notice given by the West Ausira-
lian to the introduction of the measure
into this Chamber. Before catching the
irain to Perth this week, I took the trouble
io buy the Y¥est Australian on Friday
last with a view to getting some insight
inte the measure through the introductory
speech of the Honorary Minister in this
House, but to my surprise when I came
to size it up—I did not have a rule—all
the space given was about two inches. On
the other hand we find in the TVest Aus-
tralign this morning that the very first
speaker who rose to criticise the speech
of the Honorary Minister and the mea-
sure pot almost one and a half columns.
I venture to say that when both speeches
are measured in Hansard the speech de-
livered by the Honorary Minister will be
found to be of greater length and of
equal, if not more importance to the eom-
munity at large than the speech of Mr.
Moss. As a working man I desire to ab-
solve the reporters from any blame.

Hon. Sir J. W. Hackett: If you look
a second time, vou will find you are mak-
ing a mistake.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Ever since I came
into this Chamber T consider the report-
ers have bad too much to do, and T ab-
solve them altogether in this conneetion.
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1 recognise that they are only servants,
but I cannot help being struck hy the
small notiee which was given to the Hon-
orary Minister. With regard to the inter-
jection, it was publicly known that the
measure would be introduced, and the
mere fact of more space not being given
to the Minister’s speech destroys, to a
great extent, the utility of any answer.
I groped from end to end of the paper
to see if there was any reason for it, but
I conld find none. I do not care person-
ally if not one line of what I say is re-
ported. It would not be the first time I
have been eut off with a full stop. I have
got on without the papers and I entered
this Chamber without their ussistance,
but I do say that an organ which purports
to express public opinion and to give in-
formation to the publie should have given
as much eonsideration to the introduction
of the Bill as was given to Mr, Moss’s
speech.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom:
been suffering that for vears.

Hon. C. Sommers : There were nearly
two columns on Friday, and I think you
are wrong.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Then I failed to
find it. T would like to ask the Honorary
Minister if he found it.

Hon. J. E. Dodd {Honorary Minister) :
No.

Hon. J. CORNELL : If Sir J. W,
Hackett ean show me I will not stand
to what T have said.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom :
not affect the qustion.

Hon. J. CORNELL : I have been struck
by the speech of Mr. Moss whose remarks
were seeconded by Mr. Sanderson. Mr.
Moss said he believed and almost in the
same breath, did not believe, in arbitra-
tion, but wonld probably be compelled to
vote for the second reading, though he
reserved the right in Committee to en-
deavour to make the Bill as he thinks it
should be. Mr. Sanderson said there is
no man more competent to judge than
Mr, Moss. He also said that we as a
party have taken up the rele of dietators,
and have been responsible for the appoint-
ment of dictators. I elaim that Mr. Moss
in this Chamber fllls the role of a modern

We have

It does
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Cato, History tells of a man named Cato
who said “Cartbage must be destroyed.”
For the progress and eontinuily of pro-
gress in this State, Mr. Moss says the
Labour party must be destroyed. Alr.
Moss is taking the role of censor in this
Chamber, and Mr. Sanderson, the ouly
one who has spoken since him, is going
to take up the position of blindly follow-
ing the leader.

Hon, Sir E. H. Wittenoom :
knock his arguments out.

Hon. J. CORNELL : I will come to
them in a minute. At the outset I hold
that hefore attacking anyone, one should
1o get any distinelion out of the attack,
place one’s oppunent ou a pedestal. I
think I have gone a long way back to dig
up a pedestal on which to place the hon.
member. T bhave watehed him with in-
tervest in this Chamber, and I have noted
his powers of evasion and misconstruetion
and many other things. He has taken
up the position of censor on this and
many other oeeasions, and he has referred
to dictators of the Labour party, but
there is ne more dictatorial man in the
Chamber than Mr. Moss, and T know that
members do and will follow him.

Hou. J. F. Tiodd (Hounorary Minister) :
Teader of the Oppesition.

Hon. J. CORNELL : I do not think
my remarks will bear any fruit at all,
but T am here and will express them.

Hon. Sir E, T, Wittengom : Do not be
too modest.

Hon. J. CORNELL : I had a reputa-
tion for being modest when T went to
schonl.  However, the man who has
worked for many vears and has earned
his living by tlhe sweat of his brow and
under bad eonditivits such a man 1 say. if
he is modest, is a fit subject for Claremont.
It is not modesty that has brought party
polities into this Chamber ov any other.
The working elasses have heen modest
too lonz. Al they have got has been
achieved by their own energy. Mr. Moss
said the poliey of the Bill seemed to be
to foree all workers into one large union,
to enable the central hody, the Trades and
Lahour Counecil. to control the industries
of the State, that is, to pull the strings
so that the mavionette will work. What

Well,
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is the Bill based on? In 1902 Parliament
recognised that wherever the principle
had been applied, arbitration in industrial
matters must be between unions of
workers and unions of employers if it
is Lo be given any effect. 1 am a believer
iu large unions for many reasons. At
present [ will eonfine myself to the ques-
tion of arbitration. I speak to a certain
extent with some demree of authority
and knowledge on the question of a large
union. Is it not easier to treat with a
large wnion in one industry if it is pos-
sible, than to treat with a number of
unions? I consider that the more we
concenirate the workers into one union
and the more we concenirate the em-
ployers into ene union, the more we will
situplifv the operations of industrial ar-
bitration. Bui the more we split them
up. the more complex will the position
become. Take the mining indusiry for
instance; some mewbers would divide
the miners” union inio uniens of machine
men and truckers and so on, and each
seetion of the union would have fo in-
dividually approach the employer. The
unions have rveengnised that in the con-
centration of their members lies sim-
plieity, and it is easier to lreat in a body
than as individuals. The whole aim of
Labour men has been in that direction.
On the Golden Mile we have what is known
as the Chamber of Mines. [ defy any
member to tell me that it would be easier
lo treat with individual members of the
Chamber of Mines than with that body
eollectively. Tt would be much easier to
treat with thewn eollectively, and the same
thing applies to the union. During his
vemarks vesterday, My, Moss said in his
opinion the political element should, if
possible, be erashed out of the uniens,
anel the purpases of the Bill should be for
the settlement of industrial disputes. T
will wive him eredit for knowing a little
about the emyployers, but I will not ex-
tend to him any eredit for knowing any-
thing about trades unions. His remarks
in this coneetion were mere piffle and
nothing else. Anvone who has studied
the trades union movement, and its stages
of evolution, must know that it was
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worked up lirst of all as industrial body
striving by indusfrial means to get better
conditions. At times it succeeded, and
better conditions were obtained, but the
better conditions were not permanent,
and they ecame to the conclusion that if
any permanent solution of the difficulty
was to be obtained it would only be
through the medium of industrial and
political action within their own ranks.
It is strange to say that sinee the foun-
dation of responsible Goverument in Aus-
tralia, no effort was made in the Parlia-
ments of Australia to place industrial
legislation on the statute book. That was
left to the workers themselves. The
workers themselves came to the concln-
sion that industrial action without politi-
eal action was like ponring water into a
bucket without a bottom. That is all T
can liken it to, and ag a consequence of
that, trades unions and iabour men have
not only united on the industrial field
but also on the political fteld, and the man
who gets up in this Chamber or in any
other Chamber and says he will en-
deavour to so frame an Industrial Arbi-
tration Bill that it will eut away from
trades unions politieal action within their
organisation, does not know anything at
all about the industrial evolution of the
world. Political action has come to stay
and it will stay until it reaches its logieal
conelusion; that is, when the workers get
what they are entitled to.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: And ask for more.

Hon. J. CORNELL: When they get
what they are entitled to—the fnll pro-
duet of their labour—they cannot ask for
more.

Hon. V. Hamersley: There will be no
more to get.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Mr. Moss said that
some workers did not believe in the prin-
ciple of industrial arbitration. Mr. Sand-
erson said the same. I think that the
prineciple of industrial arbitration, as we
know it to-day, is fundamentally unsound.
What is it based on? Awards are given
on what a man can live on, whereas they
should be based on how much the employ-
ing class is going to keep of the wealth
created by the worker. There are many
wen, like Carnegie, who started off serateh
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but did not run the race spoken of by
Mr. Moss, where they all run togetler;
they have got ahead. What I mainiain
is that the employers do not ereate wenlth.

Hon. F. Connor: The pioneers do.

Hon. J. CORNELL: They do not. I
will give the hon, member the greatest gold
mine in the world, and all he can get out
of that gold mine, if be eannot get men
to work for him for a wage or on tribute,
is what he can produce and get out of
the mine himself. And that is all he is
entitled to. It is not the individuals con-
trolling the industry who produce the
weallh, it is the worker contained in the
four eoruers of the industry who produces
it.

Hon. C. Sommers: What about direct-
ing the labour?

Hon. J. CORNELL: I will give fair
consideration to that; but the employers
not only want to direct the lahour, they
want to arrogate to themselves the deci-
sion as to how much they shall give for
the labour.

Hon. I). G. Gawler: You wonld take
away the mine altogether.

Hon. J. CORNELL:; T believe that fun-
damentally industrial arbitvation is un:
sonnd. but the workers of Australia—I
shall not say the world, because it is re-
pudiated in other eountries—have come to
the conclosion that the method of the
strike, while it has educational phases, is
barbarous. Nations are moving towards
arbitration; why not individuals in eom-
meree? The veason why some men op-
pose arbitration is that they think, with
a system of arbitration built up, the mili-
tant spirit which has characterised the
working-class movement the world over
since the days of the Romans will become
dormant, and that the working classes may
to a certain extent be misled and mis-
guided into believing the employing
classes are philanihropists. The ablest
men in the labour movement and in the
socialistic movement to-day recognise this,
but they alsp recognise that arbitration is
a palliative. Can anyone say it is a fun-
damental reform? The workers think that,
in the interests of the comrmunity at large
and in the interests of those who cannot
help themselves, this barbaric system of
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strikes should go by the board, and that
we should proeeed on sensible lines to arbi-
trate, at the same time realising that, by
submitting to arbitration, they give away
an undue proportion of their energy and
labour. We should always have before
ug that high ideal that should characterise
the human family, the full product of
his labour to the labourer, and every op-
portunity to labour. I am associated with
a party who have made industrial arbi-
tration one of their prominent objectives,
indeed the majority of the workers of
Australia have agreed on this lime of
action. While we may have our dounbts as
to its logical econclusion, every follower
of the Lahour party is duty-bound to en-
deavour to give the fullest consummation
to that principle and prove its utility or
its inutility. That is why I am advocating
it here. In the Bill there are many things
I do not believe in, but T am not going to
set myself up as a censor, like Mr. Moss
did, and say what the workers of Western
Australia should have as individuals. T
would think very little of my colleagnes
if they were blindly following without in-
vestigating the position. The people of
the State have given a mandate, and that
- mandate is that the present Conciliation
and Arbitration Aect must of neeessity be
brought up-to-date, and in a direction onr
party think is workable. We are en-
deavouring to do that, and the defeat, or
otherwise, of our efforts will rest with this
Chamber. It does not matter what fune-
tions we are arrogating to ourselves in
this Chamber; it is commonly and gener-
ally known throughont Western Australia
that with few exeeptions this House bhas
been elected and votes in the interest of
vested interests.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Then how did
you get all your industrial legislation

Hon. J. CORNELL: Becanse members
of this House did nol know the gun was
loaded. Put this House on adult suffrage
and we will find another cartoon in the
Western Mail as after the last general
eleetions. During the course of his
remarks Mr. Moss tried to put up some-
thing new, not directly, but by innuende.
He iried to infer that one of the reasons
why the unions should be shorn of their
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political eclothing was becanse they ex-
pended their money in political directions.
He quoted seven societies from the return
of the Registrar of Friendly Societies,
and he quoted the managerial and other
expenditure, and tried to convey to the
House that the untons existed only for
politieal purposes. Let me tell the hon.
member that the militani unionists of Aus-
tralia and of the world generally recognise
that the introduction of the friendly so-
ciety system info trades unions is not de-
sirable, and that unions should stand for
their politieal and industrial advancement
alone, and not for friendly society pur-
poses. They say that the State should un-
dertake that work; and some day the State
will do it. As a set off to what Mr. Moss
satd I shall quote a set of fignres. I said
in an interjection that I would tell the
Chamwher what we pay, and we are not
afraid

Hon. M. L. Moss: You will let the cat
out of the bag presently.

Hon. J. CORNELL: T recognised when
I came into the Chamber that if I bent my
knees to hon. members to get eoncessions
what little individuality T ever had would
be zone. T recognise that if I eannot get
what 1 want by advorating the opinions
of my party on the floor of the House
face to face with members who are op-
posed to them, T will not get it by gong
round the back door. T will never do
that.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom: Has any-
one ever asked you to do it?

Hon. J. CORNELL: Mr. Moss said I
would Jet the cat out of the bag. The Kal-
goorlie and Boulder branch of the
W.G.FMY. in 1910 had a membership
of 2,599; that is a fluctuating member-
ship. Its income was £8,425, and it dis-
tributed in siek pay £2,238, prinecipally
owing {o the faulty inspection of mines.
and in death dues, £1,035. The manage-
ment exjienses, which include pertion of
their eapitation to the miners’ association,
were £2,827, making a total of £6.100.
The other expenses totalled £1.441, leaving
a balance of £844 of receipts over dis-
bursements. I am in a position to say
what they paid for politieal purposes and
the brilliant result they got out of if.
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Hon, R. G. Ardagh: What did they
pay tor lawyers’ fees?

Hon. J. CORNELL: Never mind that.
The miners’ union I speak of is affiliated
with the A.L.F. Council in Kalgoorlie,
and T bappened to have been secretary of
that body and it paid on & membership of
2,509 men approximately. The capitation
of that body is 1s. 6d. per annum, and the
amount paid works out at about £203. I
think the secretary of the branch could
produce his books to-morrow if they were
wanted, and T stand here and repudiate
the assertions and innuendoes which bave
beeen made. In twelve months the A LF.
Couneil in Kalgoorlie, embracing 6,000
members, received from all sources not
more than £600 for political purposes.

Hon, M. L. Moss: Then yon will have
1o objection to eutting ount the political
aspect?

Hon. J. CORNELL: Yes, I will. We
do not owe our political success to the
money we have expended. We owe it to
the energy of the members and the saeri-
fices they have made in that direection.
Money spells corraption in all movements,
and you eannot get goodwill and honesty
and sincerity by its expenditure. There is
nothing whatever in the assertions made
by the hon. member that the greater por-
tion of the revenne goes in the direction
of political purposes. I have another
little secret to let the hon. member into.
The rules of this branch provide that any
member who has a conscientious objection
to paying the political levy need not do
50.

Hon. M. L. Moss: You would give him
a dog’s life if he did not.

Hon. J. CORNELL: We would do
nothing of the sort, and as I said here
on the floor of the House on the Address-
in-reply, if yon want to get people to
join unions yon will not do it by com-
pulsion, and the Labour party and the
unions have not been built up by com-
pulsion. What built them up? Their
own preservation and recognition. Would
the worker bave got any recoguition with-
out the unions? Did he get it? No. He
has not only got recognition in the indus-
trial field, but recognition in the politieal

field, and the hon. member who now says
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that he will separate the two will have to
fight pretty hard to bring that about,
and T do not think he will find anyone
blind enough to support him in the af-
tempt. If the hon. member makes the
attempt it will mean the loss of the Bill,
and then, to be logical, if he succeeds
and the Bill is lost, he must lead his
battalion to victory wheu the Government
send down another measure to repeal the
existing Act.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Your own organ-
isafion asks that this Bill should be
thrown out.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Where?

Hon. J. D. Connolly: In Boulder.

Hon. J. CORNELL: But it has been
amended since then.

Hon. M. L. Moss: Whal amendment?

Hon. J. CORNELL: I remember not
many years ago Mr. Connolly introdnced
an amending Bill in this Chamher and the
trades unions spoke their opinion, as they
have spoken their opinion on the Labour
party’s Bill. But the then Government
did not have the temerity to face the
criticism and the responsibility of sug-
gesting eertain modifications, and they
consigned the Bill to the waste-paper bas-
ket.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: T passed it.

Hon, J, CORNELL: The hon. member
passed it out of the back door. He was
nol game to go on with it, and now
he is twitting us beeanse the Kalgoorlie
council has suggested something,

Hon. J. D. Connolly: The Kalgoorlie
council asked ns to throw this Bill out
neck and crop, and so justify our exist-
ance,

Hon. J. CORNELL: During the eourse
of his remarks yesterday Mr. Moss re-
ferred to the number of strikes which
had taken place in the last 18 months.
I will admit there were some, but they
were not under the cireumstances which
the hon. member put forward yester-
day. He withdrew the names of two
societies when I interjeeted, and I ven-
ture to say that the railway engineers
were not working under an award, and
neither were many of the others.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: Their strike was
not on account of any technicalities.
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Hon. M, L. Moss: They were invited
to go to the Arbitration Court and they
would not go.

Hon. J. CORNELL: De we wonder at
it after having an Aect of that nature on
the statute-book since 1902, and the
Qovernment not havtng the temerity to
amend it? But when we bring down a
nieasure which we think will be of use
to the workers and to industrialism, we
are immediately attacked in every direc-
tion, T venture to say that were Mr.
Moss placed in the position of dictator
he could not prevent strikes. After nll,
what is a strike? Tt is only a difference
of opinion between employer and em-
ployee, and I venture to say that in
the courts which Mr. Moss adorns, and
the various courts of the country that
not a day passes without the oceur-
rence of some dispute between individ-
uals. It would have been just as logical
for Mr. Moss to have bronght forward
the argument here yesterday that im-
prisonment had decreased erime and
that capital punishment had doné away
with murdsr. We have legislated in
connection with industrial warfare, and
there have been differences of opinion.
There have been strikes and there al-
ways will be strikes, but this fact does
not condemn the principle of arbitra-
ilon any more than capital punishment
may he said to have prevented the com-
mitting of murder. Let us turn to Kal-
goorlie and the Golden Mile, and with
the two exeeptions whiech have been
given the hon. member cannot point to
one illustration where the workers there
have disobeyed awards. ‘They recog-
nised there that the court was a doubt-
ful proposition, that it was a sort of
go in at one end whole and come out
at the other with a bit off, and that is
one of the reasons why they have kept
away from the arbitration court.

Hon. H. P. Colebatech: Yon want a
coart that will make your success certain
before you go to it.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I thought the
hon. member gave me credit for hav-
ing more intelligence than to think that
I or others could create a court about
which there would mever be any différ-
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ence of opinion. There is another point
I would touch upon, and that is the
question of preference to unionists. Mr.
Moss and other members do not believe
in it. Mr. Moss said that there were
men in the State who did not desire to
join a union. There is only one logical
ground. Mon. mewmbers should turn to
Clause 85 and they will see that it does
not go so far as some Labour men would
go, that is, by making it compulsory.
It is within the provinee of the eourt,
just as it bhas been provided in the Fed-
eral Act, that if the cowrt is of the
opinion that preference should be given
it ean be given. The position is that as
far as trades unionists are concerned the
Bill is based on unionism. You form
a union and vegister it, and it is com-
pulsory for yon to go to the eourt.
TCunions are not formed for nothing, and
the men must pay money. TUnionism
has made arbitration possihle, and it is
all balderdash to say that one man will
be miserable enough not to join, and
s0 deprive himself of the opportunity
of reaping the benefit of the intelli-
gence of the other members of the union.
It is vecognised that by forcing a man
into a union we ave not going to make
him think our way if he is not built
that way, but we do say if we couid
provide protection to unionists, and if
every man was in a union, vietimisation
would not be practised and every em-
ployer would be pot in his place. And
I am of opinion that on every oceasion
where possible we should go the whole
hog and make it eompulsory,

Hon, J. D. Connelly: It is a very
democratic sentiment, this preference to
unionists.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I ask the hon.
member if every law placed on the stat-
ute book does not place some disability
on some member of the community?

Hon, T. H. Wilding: What de you call
a combine?

Hon. J. CORNELL: What do you
have a farmers’ union for? What wouldl
you think eof a farmer who took the
benefits you have ereated by the estab-
lishment of that union withont making
any rveturn? .
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Hon. J. D. Connolly: I thought you
-said you did not bhelieve in compulsion.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I believe in com-
pelling men to carey a share of the tax-
.&tion which makes arbitration possible,
but I say that compulsion is not going
te make a man the political machine
Mr. Moss thinks it is. Tt has been said
that the freest scope should be given
to men to join nnions. I recognise that
it is wrong practice to follow, that if
men are going to join unions we should
niot put on a high premium to keep ont
men who are in sympathy with the
objects of unionism. T say that the
unions should be opep to any man who
fikes to join them, with this safeguard:
that the workers themselves—you will
generally find them jusi in this diree-
tion—should have certain discretionary
powers as to whether they would admit
a man who is going to do them a personal
injury, and also that if such u man is
already in the union they should have
‘the power to cast him ont. I would like
to get down to Clanse 85. Mr. Moss said
_ 1hat paragraph (b) of Clause 85 was
mmpossible. The paragraph provides for
classifying or grading all membrrs em-
ployed in an industry to which the award
applies. 1 ean show hon. members agree-
ments in existence fo-day which are
highly complex. I do not think you will
find anywhere a more complex agreement
than one recently fixed up by the railway
employees. That is all that we ask in
the Bill, namely, that the eourt shall have
power to grade the workers as the men
who met around the table graded the rail-
way workers. I do not think it is possible
1o provide, nor do we desire it. that a
man shall be an hour here and an hour
there or get this or get that. We prefer
to leave it to the common sense of Lhe
court to grade the men. TRather than
being an embargo on the Bill this pro-
vision will be found to be a marked im-
provement.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: Do vou think the
president is eapable of doing this work?

Hou. J. CORNELL: The Bill provides
for other members of the court, for
assessors in intricate industries and in
varions other exigencies. The president
can call evidence on the point. I am per-
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feetly satisfied that there are in West-
ern Aunstralia men who can do the work,
and I am prepared to give them a trial,
Mr. Moss referred to the minimum to be
paid to the old and infirm workers. This
satne proviso is in the existing Act, with
thig addition, that it wounld be permissible
for the eourt to prescribe a rate for the
lazy man. I have never liked work very
much myself, but neither have 1 ever
liked a lazy man. When I work [ work.
This Bill removes any likelihood of g rate
heing fixed for the lazy man. It simply
deals with old and infirm workers. I
interjocted yesterday, “Who seraps the
ald men?’ T ecan point to workers of the
age of 35 on the Golden Mile who are fit
subjects for the invalid pension to-day.
It is our present industrial system which
grinds the worker to the greatest ex-
tremity, and saps the vitality frora man-
kind in its greed for profits. I will admit
that although in the agriculturnl arveas
the hours are longer and the wages
smaller, yot the condilion of the workers
is much better than the condition of ihe
workers in the mine, in the shop, in the
warehouse, or in the factory; beause the-
life of the agricultural labourer is far
tonger than the life of the mine inbourer
and the factory worker, and (he lives of
these workers are shortening every year.
1t is the system as we know if to-day
which makes infirm men and seraps old
men.

Hon. C. A. Piesse: Not the system,
bat the calling,

Hon, J. CORNELL: No, it is the sys-
tem too. Even on the hon. member’s
farm, if he employed all old and infirm
men while T employed young and lusty
men, eventually I would oust the hon.
member, beeause I would get more ont
of my men than he would get out of his.
The Lahour party recognises that the
system of society as it exists fo-day is
primarily responsible for the serapping
of old men who go out to different em-
ployers who have more consideration for
their horses than for the old worker. Tt
devolved upon the Labour party to pro-
vide some measure of compensation for
the hardy old pioneer who had not sue-
ceeded in becoming an employer, and give
him a pension.
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Hon. C. A. Piesso; We gave him equal
opportunity, yon know.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Egual spportu-
nity! The bon., mcraber does not for a
moment think it is possible for everybody
to be farmers. Tt is not possible for
everybody to be lawyers. You ean have
the highest organised social stale imagin-
able and you will find there must still be
somebody to do the hardest and mnst
laborious work.

Hon. C. A. Piesse: But he can climb
the ladder.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Well, T have never
been a drinker, I have never smoked much
or spent my money lavishly. I have been
in every State of Australia; yet I have
sttod at the bottom of the ladder, I have
never found any opportunity of going up
the ladder.

Hon. R. J. Lynn: You are in Parlia-
ment.

Hon. J. CORNELL: And by that I
reckon I have come down the ladder. I
would ask the hon, member to seriously
consider the proposition that it is not
" possible, under our present state of
" soetety, for all men to succeed. Any
economist of  average ability wonld
tell you that the whole soeial sys-
tem, as we know it to-day, is built
on unemployment and the necessity of the
worker. The striker will tell you: Let the
working man throw down Iis tools to-
morrow and you will see where the fellow
up the ladder will gef to.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: And the only re-
medy is socialism.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I thought the hon.
member could read me. It is all very well
for Mr. Moss to say, “Give the old worker
a pension.” I would ask at the same time
to give those responsible for his getiing
the pension some measure of praise. Now,
I wonld again like to refer to the same
clanse, in its connection with piece work-
ers. Yesterday the hon. member referred
to this, and stated he would let a man
work as long as he cared to. I interjected
with the query, did he believe in an eight
hours day? Wily, as usaal, he evaded it.

Hon. M. L. Moss: No, I did not.

Hon. J. CORNELL: If you believe in
an eight hours day for wage earners, is
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it not logical that you should extend it to
pieee workers? If you believe in legisla-
tion regulating hours of factory and shop-
workers, it is only reasonable and logieal
that you should fix the howrs of piece-
workers. Jf I am an employer and I en-
gage piece-workers and day-workers also,
and T can work my piece-workers ten
honrs a day, then it will probably be more
profitable for me to extend the piece-work
system. *

Hon. M. L. Moss: Not necessarily; yon
will have to give them proper remunera-
tion according to the seale fixed by the
eourt.

Hon. J, CORNELL: Does not the hon.
member think eight hours long enough for
anybody to work?

Hon. T. H. Wilding: Why try to kill
individual effort?

Hon. J, CORNELL: Individual effort
invariably succeeds at the expense of
other individuwals, or of tle eommunity
geverally.

Houn. D. G. Gawler: Bat if they like to
work more, and 50 inerease fheir earnings,
why should they not do so? :

Hon. J. CORNELL: Why do we try to
limit the hours of Chinamen?

Hon. M. L. Moss: So as not to over-
work them.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I think the grounds
taken up by Mr. Moss are not tenable.
If you fix the wage, it is ouly logical yon
should fix the hours and take into eonsider-
ation the hours a man works. Personally,
I would like to see a man work four hours
a day.

Hon. A. G. Jenkins: That is too long.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Not many years
ago some of the very members who advo-
cate these concessions to piece-workers,
or, rather, the school from which those
members probably sprang, said the intro-
duction of an eight howrs day meant the
ruination of soeiety. The same thing was
said in respect to the abolition of slavery.
We were told that if we abolished slavery
the country would become bankrupt. Yet
slavery abolished iiself, because it was
found cheaper to hire slaves than to keep
them. They can starve if they like, or
board at some charitable institution.
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Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom: You know
beiter than that.

Hon, M. L. Moss: They are conditions
which do not prevail in this country.

Hon. J. CORNELL: We want to en-
sure that they will not prevail.

Hon. M. L. Moss: You-are ealling out
before you are hurt.

Hon. J. CORNELL : History shows
a time in England when these conditions
did not prevail, and America was once
known as God’s own country, but to-day
it is a sink of iniquity so far as social
conditions and social recognition are eon-
cerned, It is not long since the Pilgrim
Fathers went to America with the idea
of making it God’s own country. I am
desirous that in our legislation we shall
ensure that Australia will not reach the
stage of imiquity which Ameriea has
reached. T wish to say that I have put
in a good deal of agricultural work, but
I do not think that one member of the
T.abour party in Australia has any desire
for an eight hours day. However, the
position presents itself that, where in an
industry it is not possible to confine the
work to eight hours a day, a wage should
be paid for the eight hours and some re-
cognition shonld be given in the way of
overtime. That is a reasonahle proposi-
tion. Before dealing with Clanse 98 Mr.
Moss stated that he believed provision
should be made for a ballot.

Bon. M. L. Moss: You are misrepre-
senting me.

Hon. J. CORNELL: The hon. member
said he thonght a system of balloting
should be intreduced.

Hon. M. L. Moss: 1 rise to a point
of explanation. I said that under Clause
98 a provision was made for a ballot, but
there was a provision earlier in the Bill,
relating to the adoption of rules, and no
reference as 1o whether their adoption
should be by ballot. I wanted the rules
to be decided by seeret voting.

Hon. J. CORNELL: With regard to
the framing of the rules, I would deprecate
any such provision as a secret ballot.
Why did the hon. member desire it?

Hon, M. L. Moss: 'To prevent two or
three strong men from tyrannising over
the whole of 2 union.

1831

Hon. J. CORNELL: "Then we ought
to extend the principle to this Chamber

-to prevent Mv. Moss from tyranmising

over soine of us. That woeuld be just as
logical. The meeting is as much the Par-

" liament of the union as this Chamber is

the Parliament of the country, and I say
it is an absolufe absurdity to suggest sub-
mitting the rules to a secrei ballot. What
is there in the rules to warrant a seecret
ballot? Tf Mr, Moss carries that argu-
raent to its logical conclusion, before a
man can enter a union the members ought
to have the right to take a secret ballot
and blackball him. If men are afraid to
let their fellow members know how they
vote on the rules, we should allow them
to hide their opinions regarding the ad-
mission of & new member behind a secret
ballot. If a man is objected to as a mem-
ber an opporlunity is given to state his
case. When Mr. Dodd was secretary of
the miners’ union the rules provided that
he eonld objeet to and refuse to take the
money of any man who wished to become
a member, bul within a month he had to
submit the objection to the commiitee of
management and to a meeting.

Hon. C. A, Piesse: That was a fair
view.

Hon. J. CORNELL: The rules of
every union on the goldfields provided
for that.

Hon. M. I. Moss: I am making no
complaint against the unions on the gold-
fields; but I said there were unions which
reputable men were precluded from join-
ing.

Hon., J. CORNELL: I do noi know
where such unions exist, though I believe
there are one or two whieh use the primi-
tive method of secret bhallot. I for one
would strongly favour the insertion of a
proviso that members shounld be admitted
on an open vote, and not by a secret
ballot, because it is a more manly eourse
of action, There is nothing to eavil at in
Clanse 98, On the goldfields the unions
conduct their elections in a very striet man-
ner and equally as private as elections
for this Chamber. Mr, Moss referred to
Clause 101 and Mr. Connolly assisted him
to cast aspersions on the Colonial Secre-
tary for granting permission to the police
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to form a union. I say more power to
the Colonial Seeretary; it shows his good
sense. The police are a fine body of men,
1 remember when a Jad the disabilities
under which the police worked. We know

the pulice are for the protection of pro--

perty.

Hon, M. L. Moss:
law and order.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Tf a man breaks
a windew he is fined a fiver, and if he
2oes home and knocks the old woman
about he gets off with a eaution.

Hon. AL L. Moss: And to prevent vio-
lence to others.

Hon. J. CORNELL: ‘The police are
as entitled to recognition as any other
body of men. At one time the working
people had the police and soldiers against
themry, but T am pleased to say that those
two disabililies are being removed.

Hon. ). (. Gawler: You wonld not
allow the soldiers to have a union?%

Hon. JJ. CORNELL: When the work-
ing classes of the world begin to think
and become intelligent those who spring
from them will be equally intelligent.
From whom did the police and soldiers
spring? I'rom the poorer classes. Very
few rich men hecome policemen or fight
as soldiers.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: And very few
policeman become rich men.

Hon. J. CORNELL: The poorer classes
of the commrunity supply the police and
soldiers.

Hon. W. Patriek:
libel on the police.

Hon. J. CORNELL: If members go
baék to the French Revolulion they will
find that the police and soldiers took the
part of the people. Mr., Moss referced
o the dictator to be created by the court
as the Czar of Russia. ‘When the police
and soldiers in Russia side with the peo-
rle it will be a case of the French Revo-
lution over again and the Czar will go by
the board. The police are human; and
provided they carry out their duty, and
I have every reiasen to believe they will,
they should be extended the same privi-
leges as other members of the community.
They should be allowed to band together
and work together, not only for mutual

And to preserve

I think that is a
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advancement but for the advancement of
the State. I would remind the hon, mem-
ber that Mr. W. H. Irvine took the vote
away from the police in Vietoria and gave
it lo naturalised Chipamen. I repeat,
more power {o the Colonial Secretary for
having given recognition to the organisa-
tion of the police. 1f he had not, the
spirit of progress which permeates man-
kind would have asserted itself and the
police would have got recognition whether
we liked it or not.

Hon. D. G, Gawler:
the police to strike?

Hon. J. CORNELL: 1 do net think
it would be a great calamity if they did.

Hon, D. G. Gawler: You do not really
think it would be a calamity?

Hon. J. CORNELL: Does the hon.
member think thal the people are afraid
of a policeman, or of the law? Does the
hon. member think that the police and
the law have in any way minimised crime?

“Hon. M. L. Moss: I think so.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Statistics do not

Would you allow

say so.
Hon. W. DPatrick: Why have any
police?
The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hou. J. CORNELL: I have said that
we have police for the protection of pro-
periy. :

Hon. J. D. Connolly:
violence?

Hon. J. CORNELL: WWould the hon.
member say that the working man was
guilty of violenee?

Hon, M. L. Moss: If you gob struek
on leaving this building to-day, you would
look for a policeman pretty quickly.

Hon. J. CORNELL: 1 do not think I
would. T think I would take him on.

The PRESIDENT: Ovder! Members
will have a chance in Committee to speak
again.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Regarding the
constituiion of the court, Mr. Moss stated
that two laymen were unnecessary. Even
in labour eireles that point is a conlro-
versial one. Some workers suggest one
judge but most of them seem to think
there should be laymen. There is no dis-
guising their opinion on that. Ti is ridic-
ulous in the extreme to think that we ean-

What about
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not wet an individval outside the legal
profession to make a competent presi-
dent.

Hon. M. I.. Moss: 1f you get a layman
as president how c¢an he understand and
carry out the provisions of (‘lause 697
Tell wre what layman could do that.

Hon. J. CORNELL: If a layman is
appointed he would bave a certain
amount of common sense, The Crown
Law authorities will bave a certain
amount of common sense, and Parlia-
ment will he guided by them. It is ridi-
eulons to think that a layman cannot
adjudicate as president of the court and
arrive at decisions as to hours of labour
and other conditions. The appointment
of a layman to the position will prevent
a prreat amount of litigation which is
now involved, and decisions will he boand
{o be given on common sense instead of
on techniealities, which is often the case
at the present time. With regard to
Clause 35, which provides for the removal
of a member of the Court by a joint sit-
ting of both Houses of Parliament, Mr.
Mass objects to the two Honses sitting
towetlier, Tf either House passes a re-
solution it has not a binding effect until
hoth Houses mect, Mr. Moss thinks that
the time might come when there will be
more members than there are at the
present time in the Legislative Assem-
bly and that they would dominate the
pusition. As it is to-day with a count
of heads in both Chambers T think the
Labour party woald be in the minority.
The propesal, therefore, I consider is a
democratic one, and should be supported
by everyhody. This prevails in the Federal
Act, and brings bogether the extreme
parties, lhe ultra conservative and the
ultra radical, and there will be a level-
ling up making the two parties sit to-
gether, The proposal te prevent a legal
practitioner appearing before the counrt
does not meet with the approval of Mr.
Moss or Mr. Sanderson. The clause as it
stands is very little different from the
existing section. I think, seeing tbat it
was never intended ilat the legal frater-
nity should be permitted to appeat in this
court, and that it is not to be bound by
the ordinary tules of legal procédure,
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there should be as little legal aimosphere
in it as possible. I was pleased to hear
the remarks of Mr. Moss regarding the
extortionate charges of advoecates. So
far as the lLabour advocates are con-
cerned, I have held the opinion, in the
past, that they have not heen paid snffi-
cienb. I might give one illustration of
the position oceupied by one union sec-
retary, who I think has conducted many
if not more cases before the Arbitration
Court than any other labour representa-
tive in Western Ausiralia; I refer to Mr.
Gibson, the secretary of the Eugine-
drivers” Union, wlo receives tle magni-
licient salary of £5 per week as secretary
of bis orgavisation, and for that salary
also eonduels the Avbitvation Court pro-
eeedings. I has alse been said that a
laymman cannot put a ecase before the
conrt, but in this rvespeel I might draw
hon. members’ attention to the recent
case in Kalgoorlie where a practically
new arrival in Western Australia, a man
who had very little knowledge of trades
unionism when lie came to the country,
was complimented by Judge Rooth for the,
coneise manner in which he put the case
fuor the men before the court. T hope
the elause will remain, and that enly
laymen will be permidted to appear be-
fore the conrt. There is another point
I should like to refer to, and that is the
question of apprentices. Mr. Moss re-
ferred to this vesterday. The eclause is
betng put in for the protection of ap-
prentices and not to in any way inter-
fere with trade. T know of cases where
men have put an boys to work, and twelve
months afterwards turned them adrift.
This clause will give power to deal with
apprentices, and will prevent cases of
that kind. Mr. Moss is anxions to havs
tradesmen in our midst, and ¥ would re-
mind him of the educational system which
exists in Germany whereby technical
schools teach trades at the expense of the
State. It stauds to reason that men who
have families and who are geiting barely
enough to keep the wolf from the door.
will not find it possible to pay a premium
in order to have their children taught
a trade. "We know that boys are sent
to work as soon as they are able to eam
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a living, and I think we ought to have,
and I wonld appeal to hon. members to
assist in bringing about, a system of edu-
eation whereby trades might be taught
thoroughly in our technical schools, as
they are being tanght in Germany, Re-
garding the questions of jurisdietien and
offences I am with Mr. Moss in his de-
sire to remove imprisonment as a punish-
ment. If Mr. Moss thinks it is possible
to get men to carry out their obligations
withont vesoriing to imprisonment, I am
with him.

Hon, J. D. Cononelly: Strike out the
clause altogether,

Hon. J. CORNELL: Mr. Moss said
that he did not believe in imprisonment.

Hon. M. L. Moss: I said it was imprac-
ticable and intolerable.

“Hon. J. CORNELL: I do not think
imprisonment will make men any better.
T do not think it was intended that a dual
penalty should he inflicted under this mea-
suare; we are of the opinion that one pen-
alty is sufficienl, but I agree with Mnr.
Moss that imprisonment will not effeet
any improvement. TIn conclusion, I would
say that we as a party think that this
Rill as if is framed is as effective a meas-
ure as can he presentad. There may be
objectionable features about it, but these
ean be removed. Taking the principle
right through, however, it will prove the
most effective that has ever been snb-
niitted. We have gone to the extent of
providing dual penalties, and conse-
quently got into bad odour with the rank
and file. We in this Chamber are six
strong, and we recognise that the matter
now is entirely in the hands of the Legis-
lative Council. If hon. members rvefuse
to deal with lhe measure generously, and
take the matter out of the hands of the
Labour party, they will arrogate to them-
selves the right to say how this legis-
lation shall be framed. If hon. members
then proceed to alter the measure so
that it will not be aceeptable to the
Legislative Assembly, T will ask them to
be logical, and, later on, if the Legis-
lative Assembly sends along a Bill, which
they will undoubtedly do, with the ob-
ject of repesling the existing statnte,
I will ask hon. members for their voles

[COUNCIL.]

in favour of that measure. By doing
that we will then get back to the posi-
tion that characterised the state of
affairs in the past, namely brute
strength, and very often stupidity, in
fighting out our industrial evolution.

Hon. M. L. Moss: You still have it,
and you do it, so what is the good of
talking?

Hon. J. CORNELL: But the position
will become more intensified.

Hon. M., L. Moss: It is impossible,

Hon. J. CORNELL: For the last
twelve years, the men working on the
goldfields, and they have numbered six
thowsand workers, have abided by the
awards which have been given, with
perhaps the exeeption of about two hun-
dred men onh one occasion.

Hon. M. L. Moss: Yon generally got
all you wanted.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I venture to say
there is not a man sane enough in this
Chamber who will remark that we got
all we wanted. When speaking on the
Address-in-reply I said thai prior fo the
first arbifration award delivered in Kal-
goorlie the men underground were work-
ing 47 hours a week. The matter was not
in dispute. The court fixed the hours at
48 per week and the mine managers said
the men must work 48 hours a week, and
the men did so. At Norseman the engine-
drivers were dissatisfied with the existing
conditions—some twenty of them. The
Miners’ Union, 250 strong, were prepared
to continne on. The engine-drivers cited
the Chamber of Mines to the court, the
Chamber of Mines in return cited the
Miners’ Unien, and the resunlt was that the -
20 engine-drivers got an increase of four-
penee per day and the 250 miners got a
similar reduetion. They obeyed the award
and are continuing to do so. I ask hon.
members to be logical. The industrial
movement was responsible for Sir Walter
James putting on the statute-book a meas-
ure which remained there for ten years
without amendment. This rank and file
and the Labour party declared that it
was necessary that it should be amended.-
Now that the Labour party are in office,
they have suggested the amendments
which they think are necessary, and they



[19 Sepremeer, 1912.]

leave the matter in the hands of the
Legislative Couneil. If the members of
the Legislative Council mutilate the Bill,
it will have to be rejected altogether and
not in part. We must not make an
instroment of it whiech the people will
repudiate and refuse to work under, and
Y will fight against that being done with
the last breath in my body.

Hon. C. A, PIESSE (South-East): T
intend to say only a few words on this
matter. I trust that in Committee many
of the clauses wiil be drastically dealt
with, It appears to be the intention
of the Legislature to make the worker
a person to be avoided. The whole
position seems to be bristling with
points, They want to hamper the em-
ployer with all sorts of eonditions under
this measure, and in connection with
the agricultural industry the position
will be made intolerable. It is simply
nonsense to make the position so im-
possible as it is sought fo be made by
this Bill. Then again, with reference to
a point which was thoroughly dealt with
by Mr. Moss in regard to the scales of
justice, it seems to me that the seales
are like loaded dice and are always
going to drop on the one side. There
is no doubt that we shall have to make
a great alteration in the Bill in that
respect. The principal purpose for
which I rose this afternoon was to give
the House an extract which bears largely
on this Bill, and which is taken from a
review published in New South Wales
in July last. It reads as follows:—

A member of the Sydney Labour
Council, at & deputation that recently
waited upon the State Premier (Mr.
McGowan) urging the establishment
of a State bread factory, said that
they as workers had pinned their faith
to the arbitration method of settling
industrial disputes, and they had given
it a fair trial. They had increased
their wages by it, but they found
that employers were quite willing to
give them the wages so long as they
were permitted to fix the prices. They
made increases in commodities which
were not proportionate to the in-
ereased wages. ° That was ocemrring
in the bakers’ trade . A worker
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earning £3 per week at present was
probably no better off than he was
when he received £2 per week & year
ago, becanse the cost of living had
gone up so much.
Now, how on earth ecan we expect the
cost of living to come down when we
raise the wages to such an extent that
we must inerease the cost of produe-
tion? Everyone knows that if we in-
crease the cost of production we must
get more for the commodity produced.
If an article costs ls. 6d. to produce to-
day, whereas it only cost 1s. to pro-
duce before, the article must carry that
exira sixpence. It seems to me that
the little extraet I have read bears very
markedly on this arbitration question.
In it we have an admission from =a
worker, and it was not denied by other
members of the depntation, which eon-
veys the position as truly as it is pos-
sitble to couvey it. That condition of
affairs will go on for all time. We may
create a lot of unrest and make all
sorts of experiments, but the thing re-
solves itself finaily into s question of
cost of production. The article I have
already referred to concludes with fur-
ther very good advice—
The only means of improving their
position is to do more work and better
work—not less work and higher wages
but more work and higher wages.
That advice contains the keynote of the
whole situation. I have nothing more
to say, except that I will support the
second reading because I feel that the
country has asked for arbitration, but
I do trust that in Committee certain
clauses will be dealt with in thé man-
ner indicated by Mr. Moss, whose re-
marks on the Bill I sapport in every
particular.

On motion by Hon. H. P. Colebateh
debate adjourned.

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.
1, Inebriates.
2, Bills of Sale Aet Amendment.

Received from the Legislative Assem-
bly.
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QUESTION -— INDUSTRIAL DIS-
PUTES, INSTRUCTIONS TO
REGISTRAR,

Hon., DD, G. GAWLER asked the Col-

onial Secretary:
issned by the Tlon. J. 73, Connolly on 2nd
Augnst, 1910, to the Registrar of Friendly
Societies, to the effect 1hal the registrar

" was lo inquire into any industrial dispuie
brought fo his notice with a view to legal
proceedings agninsl prersons covverned, if
ke was so0 advised by the Crown Law offi-
cers, still in ferce? 2. 1E nol, why not?
3. Have anv inslracitons been sinee given
to the registrar in ihis connection?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY re-
plied: 1, No. 2, It is eonsidered that
under the existing law no good purpose
is served by making inquiries with a
view to a prosecution. 3, Yes, to the
effect that inquiries are not to bhe made
nnless instructions are given by the Min-
ister.

QUESTION—DENTISTRY LEGISLA-
TION.

Hon. . CONNOR asked the Colomial

Secretary: Do the Government intend {o

inlroduce any new legislation in ronnec-

tion with dentistry this Session?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY vre-
plied: The matier has not been decided.

QUFESTION—GOLDFIELDS WATER
SCHEME, PROMISED LEGISLA-
T10N.

Hon. T. H, WILDING asked the Col-
onial Seeretury: Does the Minister pro-
pose. during this Session, to place before
Parliament the comprehensive measure
ia conneetion with the Goldfields Water
Supply Scheme as promised fto this
House last session?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY re-
plied: A eomprehensive scheme has been
prepared, and creulars and plans have
been sent to all progress associations in
the Eastern fistriets. Additional plans
have also been posted up at every 51dmg
in thé " districts “mentioned. =~ .

1, Are the instructions

[COUNCIL.]

BILL—UXCLAIMED MONEYS.
In Commitiee.
Hon. W, Kingamill in the Chair, the
Colonial Seeretary in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1—agreed to,
Clause 2—Interpretation:

Hon. 1", ("ONNOR moved—
That progress be reporled.

Mobion put and o division taken with
the following result:-—

Aves )
Noes 10
Majority ngainst 3
AYESB.
Hon. F. Connor Hon. T. H. Wilding
Hon. Sir J. W, Hockett | Hon, C. Sommers
Hon. V. Hamersley (Teller).
NoES.
Hon. R. G. Ardagh Hon. J. M. Drew
Hon. H, P. Colebaich |Hon. D. G. Gawler
Hen, J. D. Connolly Hoo. R. J. Lynn
Hon. J. Cornell Honr. B. C. O Istten
Hon. F. Davis (Telier)
Hon. J. E. Dodd

Motion ithus negatived.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Un-
der the Bill financial institutions would
have lo disgorge all unelaimed moneys re-
maining with them from the ineeption of
the State. The Bill was founded on legis-
lation elsewhere, and the definition of
“unclaimed moneys” elsewhere was the
same as contained in this clause, but the
(Fovernment recognised it wounld be a
hardship to ecall for the disgorging of all
unclaimed moneys from the inception of
the State, and they now proposed to
modify the definition of . “unclaimed
ntoneys” and make the Bill apply only to
moneys nnelaimed sinee the beginning of
1906. Iie would move fo amend the de-
finition of “unclaimed moneys” so that it
would read—

“Unclaimed 1noneys” means all prin-
cipal and interest money and all divi-
dends, bonuses, profits and sums of
money whatsoever which have been ow-
ing to any person (notwifhstanding
that the reecovery thereof may be barred
by lapse of {ime) gince the first day of
Jannoary, 1906, and not before, or which
shall ot any time afier the:commence--
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ment of this Act become owing to any
person, and whieh. on the commenece-
ment of this Act or at any time there-
atier, have been payable by the com-
pany for a period of six years, or up-
wards afler the time when the same

became payable. .o

Hon. D. G. GAWLER : The amendment
sugested wouid meet the objections raised
by hon. members, In many instances the
finaneial  institutions  rightly  elaimed
moneys which had been in their posses-
sion tor a very lengthy period, and which
remnined unclaimed.

On motions by the COLONIAL SkEC-
RETARY the delinition of “nnelaimed
moneys”™ was amended hy inserling be-
tween “whatsoever and “owing” in line
3 the words “which lave heen,” hy insert-
ing after “lapse of time” in line 4 the
words “since lhe first day of January,
1906, and not before, or which shall at any
time after fhe commencement of this Aet
hecome owing to any person,” and by
striking out the words “in the possession
of”” i line 6 and inserting “payable by”
in lier; and as amended the clause was
agreed to. )

Clause 3—Register of nnclaimed moneys
{o be kept:

The COLONIAL SECRETARY moved
an amendment—

That after “moneys” in line 2 of
Subelause 1 the words “of not less than
E3 in any one account” be ingerled.

By this amendment, it wonld not he neces-
sary for the finaneial institutions to pay
in any sums standing to ihe credit of an
aceonnt amounting to less than £5.

Amendment passed: the clanse as
amended agreed to.

Schedutes, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments.

House adjourned al 540 p.m.

Legislative Essembly,
Thursday, 19th September, 1912,

Paar
Question:; W ml.epm -Merredin Railway Devintion 18.}7
Bitls : Loebriates .
Bills of Sale AcL Amendment 13:]1
Fremantle-Kalgoorlie ().‘lcnedln Coolgnrdle
gection) Railway, returned 1837
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, Council's
Amendments . 1837
Fremantle Harbour Trust Amendment 2n. 1844
Highta in Water and lrngutlon 2n. 1853
University Lands, 2n. . 1802
Paper prosented . 1868

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m, and read pravers.

QUESTION—WICKEPIN-MERRE-
DIN RATILWAY DEVIATION,

Mr. MOYNGER asked the Premier:
Do the Government intend to carry out
tlie recommendations and suggestions as
econveved in the sefect committees report
to the Legsizlative Couneil as regards the
conslrmetion of the Wickepin-Merredin
Railway?

The PREMIER replied : The Govern-
ment do not propose to consider the re-
pmt of the seleet eommittee appointed
by the Tegislative Couneil until the re-
port of the #elect eommittee appointed
by the Lewgislative Assembly has heen
received.

BILLS (2}—TIITRD BEANING.

1. Enehriafes.

2. Bills of Sale Act Amendment.

Transmitted to the Legislative Coun-
eil.

(MERREDIN-COQOLGARDIE SEC-
TIONT RATLAVAY.
Returned fram (e Tegislative Coun-
etl with amendments.

BILL—PREVENTION OF CRUELTY
TO ANTMALS.

Council's .Amendments.
Sehedule of five amendments made by

the Legislative Council now ennsidered.



