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thé Eastern wheat belt, principally heeause
that hon. member has decried the possibili-
ties of that dry area. If he went he would
realise that while perhaps those distriets
have cost the country a good deal of money,
yet in the near foture the outlay will he well
repaid. It would be wise to adjourn to the
30th, to let hon, members avail themselves
of the opportunity of visiting Geraldton to
gee the show. :

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
(Hon. H. P. Colebatch—East—in reply)
[6.11]: T am always anxious to meet the
wishes of hon. members. I am a good deal
impressed with the remarks made by Mr.
Mills, I do not want to agree to so leng
an adjournment that members will go away
for a holiday instead of taking part in a
trip, which has been arranged strictly in the
interests of the country. However, on con-
sidering the condition of the Notice Paper,
and with the knowledge I have of: the posi-
tion of legislation in another place, it is
possible that if we met again on the 23rd
we should not have & great deal to oceupy
our time. Therefore, if members prefer the
longer adjournment, on the understanding
that when we do meet again we shall have
to sit in the evenings to get through the
work, I am agreeable to amending my mo-
tion to‘rezd ‘‘30th September.’’

Question, as amended, put and passed.

Housge adjourned at 6.1¢ p.m.
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URGENCY MOT10N—ROYAL (OM-
MISSION ON NATIONALIST
WORKERS,

Mr. SPEAKER: I have received the fol-
lowing letter from the member for Boul-
der— '

I desire to give notice that it is my in-
tention to move the adjournment of the

House for the purpose of discussing the

question of. the appointment of the Royal

Commission to inquire into the case of the

Wationalist workers on the ¥remautle

wharf, and the methods of conducting that

inqguiry,
Under the Standing Orders, it will be neces-
sary for seven membera to rise in- their
places before the hon, member can proceed.

8even members having risen,

Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [4.35]: I
move this motion for the adjournment for
the purpose of discussing the appointment of
the Royal Commission that is now sitting to
inquire into the claims of what are known
as the Nationalist workers, and also for the
purpose of disecussing the mathods hy which
that inquiry is being conducted, It will be
within the recollection of members that the
origin of this business dates back to August,
1917, when the lumpers engaged on the Fre-
mantle wharf riéfused to load on the s.a.
‘‘Minderco’’ a cargo of flour consigned to
Java. The wharf labourers refused to load
that flour beeause they contended that there
was a possibility of ita eventually finding
its way into the hands of the enemy. I am
not. going to. discuss that phase of the ques-
tien. It will be sufficient for me to say that,
on the authority of no less a person than the
Prime Minister of Great Britain, in a state-
ment made in the House of Commons in
reply to a ‘question, it was admitted that
large quantities of food stuffs did find their
way to Germany through Dutch territory.
As a result of that, cessation of work the
Goverzment of the day, zeting at the request
of the Federal Government, called for volun-
teers to carry on the work on the wharves.
Incidentally let me say that althougb at that
time it was, and ever since has been, freely
stated in the Press and elsewhers that the
workers on the Fremantle wharves refused
to load all ships, including troopships, there
is no foundation whatever to that state-
ment. It is only due to the Fremantls
lumpers to say that throughout the pro-
longed strike, .or cessation of work, they
were ready at all times to load troopships
or ships earrying supplies to' cur armies.

The Minister for Works: It did not appear
80 at the time, :

Hon. P. COLLIER: But it did. The hon.
member is quite wrong. He is like so many
thousands of people in thig Btate who have
accepted the biassed balf-truths that have
appeared in the Press from time to time in
regard to the matter. There is abundant
evidence to prove it was officially stated on
bekalf of the lumpers that they were not
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only prepared 0 work the troopships, but
were prepared to work them free of cost,
withont any wages, if necessary.

Hon, W. 0. Angwin: And as a matter of
fact they did so.

Hon. P, COLLIER: The lumpers never
refused to work troopships or ships carrying
gupplies to the trcops. However, the result
of that cessation of work was that the Gov-
ernment called for voluniteers to- do the wharf
work generally. It was at that stage that
the men interested in this inquiry came wpon
the scene. The Government have now ap-
pointed » Royal Commission to inquire into
the ciaims of the Nationalist workers for
compensation for what is claimed to be a
breach of contract; that is, that the Nation-
alist workers when they took np the work on
the wharves were promised that they would
be given permanent cmployment there.
Under the terms of contract between the Gov-
cernment and the Nationalist workers, the
Government have no obligation to the men
for any compensation. Thoge men, when
they offered their services—I believe some
3,000 offered their services.

The Minister for Works: More than that.

Hon, P. OOLLIER: Well, several thous-
ands offered their serviees,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Under the condi-
tion that they should get the sack if they
did not do the work,

Hon. P. COLLIER: They offered their eer-
vices with the knowledge and understanding
that it was only until auch time as the
Inmpers should resume work, That is an
established fact. The Minister for Education
in defending in the Legislative Conneil his
attitnde in this trouble quoted ‘correspond-
ence proving clearly that the contract was
that those men were ouly agked to give
their services until the lumpera should re:
sume work. Let me for the information of
hou. members quote the conditions under
which those men were employed, as fol-
lows—

On the 24th August, 1917, the State
Government, at the rcquest of the Com-
monwealth Government, commenced the
enrolment of persons willing -to offer them-
selves for national volunteer service. The
documents prepared for this enrolment by
the Government were heazded ‘‘The Na-
tional volunteer service.”’ ¢‘Wa the under-
gigned Ao hereby offer cur services o the
Government of Western Australia, and we
agres to do to the best of our ability any
labour that we ‘may be called upon te
perform wuntil a suitable settlement haa
been made with the indnstrial workers
now on strike.?’

It was clearly set out in those terms of eon-
tract hetween the Government and those who
took up the employment.

Mr. Thompson: When was a suitable set-
tlement made? )

Hon. P, COLLIER: When the trouble was
over, when the work was resumed again on
the wharves, with preference for the time
being to the Nationalist workers. It is

"elearly set out
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quite clear from the terms of contract that
the Government had. no obligation to find
work of a permanent echoracter for those
men on the wharves, If that is so, and I
claim it is, I should like to know why the
Government are engaged in. this faree of
considering what amount of ecompensation
should be paid to those Nationalist workers.
Far the past three or four months much in-
fluence has been used to secure the appoint-
went of a Royal Commission.

Mr. Thomson: Was not that promised?

Hon, P. COLLIER: Tt may have heen
promised in the dark, amall hours of early
morning, when the settlemont was arrived at,
but the then Cclonial Secretary when an-
nouncing the terms of settlement, Aid not
say so. I should like to know whether the
Commonwealth Government are parties to
this. Royal Commigsion. The State Govern-

- ment have been endeavouring to secure the
. co-operation of the Federal Government in

this matter. I should like the' Minister to
inform us whether the Federal Govermment
are parties to this Royal Commission, and -
whether the Federal Government or the
steamghip owners lbave agreed to make them-
selves responsible for any portion of any
compensation that may be awarded to those
men. My first point is that the Government
should - never have appointed a Royal Com-
mission to inquire into their obligations, if
any, to the Nationalist workers, because the
question of the Government’s obligation was
{ in the terms under which
those men started work on the wharves. It
is true, of course, that, subsequent to those
men beginning work, the Government ex-
tended the original conditions and added to
this contract which I have just quoted by
saying they would guarantee the men per-
manent work on the wharves, .

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Not on the wharves.
It just said ‘¢future employment,’’

Hon. P. COLLIER: That was an absurd
promise for the Government to make.

"Hon. W. C. Angwin: They did not say
““on the wharves’’; they said they would
give these men future employment.

Hon. . COLLIER: T suppose ‘‘on the
wharves’! wag implied. - If so, it was a fool-
ish promise to make, beeause the Govern-
ment wete not in a position to guarantee
thogse men permanent employment on the
wharves.  The Government did not control
the whirves or the shipping. They were not
in a position to say that the private ship-
owners would honour the promise made by
them, If the Government now hold that the
added promise made by them renders them
responsible for eompensation to these work-
aers, I say that the Government put them-
selves entirely at the merey of the ship-
owners, because if immediately ,after the
trouble had been settled the shipowmers re-
fused to employ these men any longer, then,
notwithstanding the Government might be
willing and anxious to continue the employ-
ment on the wharves, that could not be done
in the absence of the shipowners’' econsent,

i
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The fact is that that extension of the terms
of the contract by the Government was made
entivoly at the behest of the shipowners. The
shipowners were looking further ahead than
the settlement of that immediate strike or
trouble. They were concerned for the futuare
working of the wharves as well, and they de-
sired to have a complaisant body of tools in
the shape of these National workers at their
disposal. With that end in view they sue-
ceeded in inducing twe Governments, State
and Fedeval, to make a pledge that these
men were to be permanently employed on
the wharves.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: ,The shipping com-
paunies made tools of the Government, too.

Hon. P, COLLTER: Subsequently they
did. That pledge having been given at the
request of the shipowners to meet their con-
venienee, as was subsequently shown, the
shipowners stand aside and retire from the
scene and hand over the responsibility, if
sny, to the Government of the State. Any
expenditure of public funds in this connec-
tion is nothing short of a scandal. It is a
scandal that a Royal Commission should be
sitting day after day spending public funds
on a matter of this kind, and it will be a
double scandal if as the result of the Com-
migeion’s inquiries any payment of public
money is made to these men. That would
be placing & premium on blacklegging, offer-
ing an inducement to persons to play the
part of blacklegs in future disputes, in the
hope of securing compensation from some
Government, The Government should never
have appointed this Royal Commission. They
have no financial obligations whatever to
these men.

The Minister for Works:
ter for difference of opinion.

Hon. P. COLLIER: T do not think it is,
having regard to the terms of the contraét

That is 'a mat-

under which thése men tock work on the -

wharves. They cannot eclaim that, becaunse
afterwards certain privileges were offered to
them, that has anything to do with the con-
tract. There was a clear, definite, and specific
contract made between the Govermment and
these men when they took up the employ-
ment—that they were to work on the
wharves until the wharf lumpers resumed
their employment.

The Minister for Works: Buot every con-
tract can be varied if the two parties are
agreeable.

Hon. P, COLLIER: These men have no
claim on the ground that they have not been
allowed to work on the wharves two years
after the event. They have no undertaking
that they would be permitted to do so. They
went there, they said, believing they were
performing 2 national service. Theé need
for that npational service no longer existed
after the dispnte had been settled. The
Government, having fulfiled all their part
of the contract, ought not at this stage to
be expending public funds in an inquiry as
to what amount, if any, these men should be
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paid by way of compensation. In faet, it
was stated at the time by these National
workers themselves through the Press that
they had voluntarily and freely retired from
the wharves as a national and patriotic duty.
Just as they entered upon the wharves in a
spirit of national service, so they retired
from them as a matter of patriotic duty.
Having freely and voluntarily retired from
the wharves in pursunance of what they be-
lieved a national duty—so they said—they
now want to turn to some material advan-
tage what they claim was done as a matter
of public duty some months go. The then
Premicr, Mr. Colebateh, in making a state-
ment the day after the men had retired
from the wharves, said— .

They (the National workers) added
that just as they had come forward in
1917 in what they rvegarded as a great
national crisis, so they were prepared to-
day to do what seemed to them best in the
publie interest and withdraw from the
wharves entirely, in the hope that indue-
trial peace might be restored and the
wantg of the community relieved.

Mr. Colebateh went on to say—

I ean only add that I think the Govern-
ment and the community owe a debt of
gratitude to the Nationalists for their ae-

., tion in connection with the matter,

Apparently the Premier of that day con-
gidered that the Govérnment and the people
owed . only a debt of 'gratitude to these
National workers; but now, after the lapse
of three or four months, it is contended that
something more substantial than gratitude is
due to them, something in the nature of a
substantial cash allowance in addition to
the gratitude of the gemeral mnational com-
munity at that time. ©° In my opinion the
appointment of the Commission constitutes
a acandalous waste of publie funds. It
ought never to have been appointed; but,
the Government having decided to appoint a
Commission, T want to ask what was the in-
fluence guiding the Government in selecting
as a - Royal Commissioner the gentleman
whom they havé selected¥ We have this ex-
traordinary speectacle, that where the Gov-
ernment say they want an unbiassed, im-
partial review of all the circumnstances which
will engble them to do justice to these
National workers, they appoint one of the

" gtrongest and bitterest partisans in the State

as a Royal Commissioner. Mr. Lazarus ia
an ex-president of the Chamber of Com-
merce. He wag a candidate apain for the
presidency of that body only within the last
fow weeks, being defeated by ome or two
votes. He is a member of the Employers’
Federation. He is a gentleman who for
many years has in this State represented the
employing section on tribunals. He repre-
gented the traders on the Royal Commis-
gion that sat within the past year or two
inquiring into the prices of eclothing and
boota.

Hon. W. O, Angwin: He did not make
much of it, either.
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Hon. P. COLLIER: Generally Mr. Laza-
rus has been an open and avowed member
of the employing section of the community.
This question of the National workers has
resolved itself largely into a dispute be-
tween the National workers and the organised
section of the TLabour movement of this
State. That being so, 1 want the Minister
for Works to justify the action of the Gov-
ernment in gelecting a man to adjudicate
upon this matter ‘who is a recognised mem-
ber of the Employers’ Federation of this
country, and an open and avowed opponent
of the Labour party in this State, If I
were oceupying the position which the Min-
ister holds at present, and a similar dispute
existed, what would be said if I were to
appoint Mr, MeCallum g Royal Commissioner
to ingoire what compensation should be paid
to some section of the trade union move-
ment of this State}

The Minister for Works: Perhaps we can
dissociate the gentleman as a judge from
his partisanship.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Perhaps we can. I
contend it is a positive and shocking
scandal that a partisan like Mr, Lazarns
should have been appointed to such a posi-
tion. Mr. Lazarus hag all his life been
concerned, and will during this inguiry be
concerned, in something detrimental to
labour. As a member of the Employers’
Fedoration, and as an associate of the ship-
owuners of this State, he has supported the
National workers all along, and has ex-
tended finaneial assistance .to them all
along. If one may judge from what one
sees, he is extending financial assistance to
them even now, And that is the man who
is appointed to comsider in & judicial and
impartial manner what compensation should
be offered to the National workers. Did
the Government consider the advisability
of appointing an ex-president of the Trades
Hall to determine the amount of compensa-
tion that should be paid to the widow of
the late Mr. Edwards, who was killed in
that tronble on the wharf? Of course they
did not. They selected a member of the
police court bench, a man quite free from
political and industrial strife, a man en-
tirely dissociated from all pariies, and con-
gequently in a position to give an unbiassed
and jmpartial judgment. Bwet in this caze
the Government select a man who belongs
to the very side that he is called npon to
deal with. Tt locks as if the Government
were anxious to pay the largest amount
they possibly can to the National workers,
but have not the courage to do it straight
out themselves, and therefore appoint a
partigan to make a recommendation behind
which they will be able to shelter them-
selves, :

The Minister for Works:
imagination.

Hon. P. COLLIER: There i no other con-
clnsion to be drawn from the facts, Every
action of the Government in connection
with this matter bears the construetion that
they are willing and anxious to pay large

You have an

.expenses ¥
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amounts to these men, but want to do it
under the cover or cloak of some recom-
mendatioh of a Royal Commissioner., I
agiert that that is the only eonclusion
which can be drawn from the Government’a
proceedings. I repeat, it is a positive
scandal that a man like Mr. Lazarus has
been appointed to deal with this guestiow,
a man who ig biagsed and prejudiced from
the very outset of the inquiry through his
lifelong asscelations.  Necessarily, he is
prejudiced in favour of these men, who are
the pets of the Employers’ Federation, and
the pets of the shipowners, and the pets
of the associations and organisations with
which My, Lazarus has been identified
thronghout the period of his life that he has
spent in thiz community, and it is an abso-
lute secandal to find that this man is inquir-
ing into what compensation an unfortunate,
bleeding country shall pay to these patriots
for their valuable services for 18 months
on the wharf.

Hon. W. C. Apgwin: They will not go to
work., The Premier bas told them that
there is plenty of work for them in the
country.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Just lat us read the
report appearing in the newspapera of
yesterday and to-day about this inquiry.
Here we bave a body of men who have been
knocking at ‘the Government’s door for
weeks past saying that their wives and
families have been starving, that they are
down on the Charities Department for a
living. Yet this stony-broke body of men
who are living on the Charities Department
are in a position to fee a barrister to ap-
pear for ‘them, a barrister who is a member
of a firm of solicitors who are not noted
for their philanthropy in giving legal ad-
vice free of cost. How does it come about
that Mr. Jackson happens to appear for
these National workers¥ Who is paying his
Who bhas approved of the
gentloman appearing before the Commis.
sion$ ’

Mr. Duff: He has been with them from
the start.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, but who is pay-
ing him? He is the solicitor of the Em-
ployers’ Federation in this State; he at-
tends the council meetings of the Em-
ployers’ Federation; he hag, I believe, even
been sent to Melbourne at the expense of
the Employers’ Federation to attend to
matters connected with that body. The fact
of the solicitor of the Employera’ Federa-
tion appearing for the National workers be.
fore thig ecommisgion and the fact that Mr,
Lazarus, the Commissioner, is a member of
the Tmployers’ TFederation, makes the
scandal greater than ever.

Mr. Dwuff: Mr, Jackson was not sent by
the Employers’ Federation to Melbourne.

Hon. P. COLLTIER: The hon. member does
not keep a diary of Mr. Jackson’s move-
ments.

Mr. .Duff: I know he did not go there on

the men’s behalf.

-
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Hon. P. COLLIER: I did not say so. I
said that he went to Melboume on behalf
of the Employers’ Federation. )

Mr. Duff: T beg your pardon,

Hon. P. COLLIER: We see the connec-
tion. Here is a solicitor appearing for the
National workers who are living on the
Charities Department and the same gentle-
man is the solicitor for the Employers’
Federation, and he attends the commission to
help the Commissioner. As I have said, the
Cemuniggioner is also a member of the Em-
ployers’ Tederation. Where does the um-
fortunate country come in in this respect?
Why are the Government allowing the Nation-
alist workers to be represented by a solicitor
and are not represented themselves?

The Attorney General: You are
wrong. .

Hon, P. COLLIER: How am I quite
wrong.

The Minister for Mines: Asg soon. as they
appointed Mr. Jackson wé appointed some-
one to ook after our interests.

Hon., P. COLLIER: I do not think so.
At yesterday'’s sitting it was announced that
the Government were not going to be repre-
sented by counsel,

The Attorney General: You are quite
wrong. 1 will explain all that,

Hon. P, COLLIER: Al I know is that
according to the report of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, the Government were not repre-
sented by counsel.

The Attorney General: That ig correct.
Counse] appeared for the Government to-day.

Hon, P. COLLIER: It was about time
vesterday’s scandalouns eovents woke up the
Government, I should think so. Any Gov-
ernment reading the report of the proceedings
in last night’s and this morning’s papers
could not refrain any longer from seeing that
they were represented. Why was mot the
Government rtepresented in the first in-
stance?

The Attorney General: I will tell you
later on.

Hon, P. COLLIER: The fact that the Gav-
ernment had not intended to be represented
by counsel is in marked contrast to the atti-
tude of the Government in regard to other
Royal Commissions. I might mention the
Andinach case.

The Attorney General: It depends on whet-
her the other side are going to be represented.

Hon, P. COLLIER: T have known the Gov-
ernment to be represented without the other
side having counsel In connection with the
Andinaeh inquiry, the other side were not
represented at all, but because the interests
of a public servent were concerned, the Gov-
ernment were represented by counsel.  Also
in conncction with the granting of licenses
in the country distriets, no counsel appeared
for the other side but the Government were
ropresented In the case of the Andinach in-
quiry, the Government were not concerned,
but a public officer was, Here, however,
where it may be a matter of handing out
several thousands of pounds ‘of the publie

quite
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fllll(]b, it is not deemed of sufficient import-
ance to allow the State to be represented by
counsel.

The Attorney General: The Government did
not know until to-day whether the other side
were going to be represented. We had reason
to believe they were not going to he repre-
sented,

Hon. P. COLLIER: Even if the other side
were not represented, that is no reason why
the Government should not be represented.

The Attorney General: This Government
desires to be fair.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Then, does the hon.
member mean to infer that other Govern-
ments on previous oceasions have not acted
fairly$

The Attorney General: It all depends oa
ciremunstances.

Hon. P. COLLIER: And the circumstances
in this case are as I have indicated.

The Attorney General: Vastly different.

Hon, P. COLLIER: No difference what-
ever. The Government in this case are quite
willing to pay or are anxious to pay, though
they want to do it Behind the back of the
Commigsioner. :

The Attormey General:
rect.

Hon. P, COLLIER: And they are pla.cmg
ne obstacle in the way of that Commisgioner
making his recommendations for ss high an
amount as he likes,

The Attorney Genmeral: You are stating
what is not correct.

Hon, P, COLLIER: The Attorney General
cannot get away from facts. - It i3 not a
matter of opinion. The fact is that on all
Royal Commissions appointed in this State
in recent times the Government have been
represented by counsel. The Commission in
question opened its sittings yesterday and

That is not cor-

the Government were nrot represented by
counsel.

The Minister for Works: We are repre-
sented now.

Hon. P, COLLIER: Yes, of course. Any-
one reading the report of yesterday’'s pro-
ceedings would make a public howl if the
Government had not since then been repre-
sented by counsel. Mr. Jackson practically
took charge of the proceedings yesterday. He
was appearing as counsel one moment and
witness the next, making long statements,
As a matter of fact, he was Commissioner,
counsel and witnegs all in ong¢, and in the
space of half an hour Mr. Jackson really
oceupied those three positions and the Com-
missioner accepted him as a witness as well
as counse] because he proceeded to ask him
questions on various points.

Hou. T. Walker: Cross-examined him,

Hon. P. COLLTER: And when the witness
gave evidence that did not suwit, Mr. Jackson
atopped the witness and gave the evidencs
for him. He said after one of the witnesses
had given evidence that ‘‘the bestr way to
put it was that serious trouble on the wharves
oceurred and it was thought it would be wise
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for the Nationalista to retire,’’ actually mak-
ing a Statement for the ‘witness. Would any
man with any idea of judicial proceedings
or any idea of the value of evidencs,
permit a soliciter to silence his witness
and say it would be much better to put it
this way and then put the case for the wit-
nessd  The fact that Mr. Lazarus permitted
Mr, Jackson to carry on in the manmer that
he Aid is proof inm itsclf, if further proof
were needed, of Mr. Lazarus’s unfitness for
the position he Liolds. The Minister can see
what I have stated by reading the report
lor bitagelf. T poticed in the terms of the
Commission which was published in the news-
paper, and which, by the way, has not yet
appeared . in the ‘‘Government Gazette,’’ it
is appointed ‘‘To inguire into and report
upon whether the Naticnalist workers who
on Tth May, 1919, voluntarily relinquished
their employment on the Fremantle wharves
are entitled to compensation by reason of
the losa of employment,’’ and then it goes
on to say, ‘‘Such obligation, if any.’’ One
of the Commissioner’s partienlar duvties was
to ascertain whether the Government had
any obligation to these men, and yet we find
that the first day the Commission meets this
point is raised by the eounsel for the Chari.
ties Department’s customers. Mr. Jackson
said—

That whilst be was appearing generally
for the Nationalists, he wanted it to be
understood that it was open for any indi-
Yidual to appear., The terms of the ap-
pointment of the Commissioner were' pe-
euliar in some sense; but he under-
stood that the Commissioner wonld deter-
mine what was just in all the circam-
stances to be done for the Nationalists,
whether in the payment of compensation
or otherwise, The words ‘‘oblipation of
the Government, if any’’ appeared in the
wording of the Commissioner’s appoint-
ment, and if there was any donbt on that
matter he desired to address the Commis-
sioner on the circumstances which led up
to the position. He did not suppose the
Government was going to take up the at-
titnde that it had no obligation.

Then the Commissioner interjected—
I don’t think we need argue that qnes-
tion. The obligation is recognised.
What has the Minister for Works to say
about that? Tn the terms of the Commission
the Commisgioner is asked f‘to inquire into
the obligation, if any.!’ That is part of his
duty, and the first day that the point is
raiged by the solicitor for the other side,
the Commissioner states, ‘I do not think
we need argue that question, the obligation
is recogniged.’’ Where is the obligation re-
cognised? If the obligation of the Gov-
ernment is recognised, why is it included in
the terms of the commission as ‘“snch obli-
gation, if any.’” The Commissioner aceepts
it as a fact on the first day that the Gov-
ernment had an obligation. withont going
into the matter. He was appointed to in-
quire into it and he says it iz recognised.
If it is' recognised, why include it in the

[ASSEMRBLY.]

terms of the Commissiont Why have a Com-
mission sitting at all at considerable expense
paying fees to Commisgioner and witnesses,
calling witnesses and listening to long rig-
marolest All the events tranapired on the
waterside for a period of 18 months. Why
is the Commisgion going through all these
affairs¥ If the obligation of the Govern-
ment is recognised, all the Commissioner
would have to do would be to consider what
fair compensation was, Why does he want
to go through the farce of calling this long
string of witnesses? All he need do, if the
obligation is recognised—he knows these
workers were practically forced off the

-wharf—would be merely to confine himself

to apportioning the amount of compensation
to which they would be eutitled. Clearly,
that is the position, but the Commissioner
sets to work and says ‘‘This obligation is
admitied; it is only a matter of how wmuch
T am going to give them.’’ Right through
the proceedings is shown the point of view
and bias of the Commissioner, There is no
doubt in the world, and he cannot get away
from the fact that he i not there as 2
judicial officer inquiring into and deciding
on the merits of the case, as he should be,
but he is‘there as a representatlve of the
Employers’ Faderation of this country, who
believe that these men ought to ke paid
compensation. That ig the podition, There
is no doubt at all about it, The very man-
ner in which he is conducting the inguiry
proves that this is so, and the whole thing
amounts to a gross public scandal, that the
Government should be prepared, at this
stage, to hand out public funds to a body
of men merely on the recommendation of a
biased partisan Commissioner. I assert,
without any hesitation whatever, that of all
the men in this country who mlght reason-
ably and fairly have been selected for this
post, Mr, Lazarus is one of the last who
shonld have been selected. Yet it will be
on the recommendation of this man that
public funds will be handed out to those
individuvals.

The Minister for Works: How do you
know he is going to hand out public fundsf

Hon. P. COLLIER: T say, if he makes a
recommendation that compensation should
e paid

Hon, W. C. Angwin:
the obligation,

Hon. P. COLLIER: He has admitted
that he recognises the cbligation and it is
only a matter of the amount to be paid. He
said yesterday fhe obligation is recognised.

The Attorney General: What do you
mean, to the National workers?

Hon, P. COLLIER: Yes, to those whom
he may think are entitled to it, I suppose.

The Attorney Gemeral: The meaning of
your words escaped me.

He has recognised

Mr. Duff: The Acting Premier admitted
that.

Hon. W. . Angwin: The member for
Claremont was glad to get them.

Mr. Green: Afterwards he said they ought
to be shot.
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Hon. P. COLLLER: The Lon. member
was one of those men who helped to win the
war. . '

Mr. Jones: Dagoes!

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

Hou. P. COLLIER: He was one of those
who divided the honours of winning the war,
. Mr, Underwood: You wanted to associate

with the Kaiser.

Hon. P, COLLIER: I would almost as
soon associate with the Kaiser as with the
member for Pilbara (Mr, Underwood)-—-the
old reprobate!

Hon. W. C. Angwin interjected.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

. Hen, W, C. Angwin: We cannot stand
these insults, Mr, Speaker. .

Mr, SPEAKER: If the hon. member has
been insulted and will draw my attention to
it, T will have it rectified, but he must not
interrupt.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Commissioner
proceeded to ask the witnesaes whether the
uniong had refused to work with them. He
didl not ask them to bring evidence that the
unions had refused. He merely agked whether
the unions, not any particular one of them,
had refused to work with them. One of the
witnesses——

Point of order.

The Attorney General: I rise to a point
of order. I have no desire whatever to
limit the apeech of the hon. member, but
what I am going te say, I think, will appeal
to him.

Hon. T. Walker:
order$

The Attorney General:, That on a motion
to adjourn the House, the ordinary rules of
debate apply. One of those rules is that a
matter ought not to be debated in the House
when that matter is subject to a decision
pending in a court of law, The term ‘‘court
of law”’ is used simply as an instahce of the
rrinciple that, wheh a matter is being ad-
judicated upon by a competent body, then
it is not seemly

Hon, W, C. Angwin:
petent body.’’

The Attorney Gemeral: I .do emphasise
‘‘competent body.’’ Then it iz not seemly
for this House to comment on the actual
proceadings, It is only in respect of these
proceedings that I think the hon. member is
going too far. The question here ig whether
any compensation is payable to certain in-
dividualg by the Government and what is

What is the point of

Emphasise ‘‘com-

the amount of that compensation, and it is

oxaetly a question which, in eordinary eir-
cumstances, is adjudicated uwpon in the
Supreme Court in an action for damages. It
is essentially a matter which in ordinary
circumstances would have been brought by
asetion in the Bupreme Court. The Rayal
Commissioner, under the Royal Commission-
ers’ Powers Act, has the same powers az a
indge as regards the ealling and examina-
tion of witnesses, and obtaining evidence
gencrally. He is, so far as the matters re-
ferred to by the Royal Commission are con-

a7l

cerned, in the position of a judge and
in that respect he is exercising judieial
authority, or. authority analagows to the
powers of the bench. The principle as re-
gards matters sub judice or being adjudi-
cated upon by a court is stated in ‘‘May.’’
The principle relates to matters being ad-
judicated upon by anyone whose findings
will be binding, and T submit, upon the Te-
cognised procedure in the British Parlia-
ment, that this debate, so far as it coneerns
the proceedings of the Commission, is out
of order.

Mr. Speaker: The point of order raised
by the Attorney General hinges on the
question whether this Commission can be
termed a court of law. If it be a court of
law, under ‘‘May’’ I would mot have al-
lowed the discussion to have been entered
upon in the House, but there is mo provision
which deseribes & Royal Commission as a
court of law. It might be such in effect, but
I camnot find anything which definitely lays
that down. If the Commisgion, or any Royal
Commission, were considered a court of law,
the motion of the hon. member would not be
out of order, becanse he is not discussing the
snbject matter before the Commission. He
is discussing the appointment of the Com-
mission and the method of conducting the
inquiry, I do not think I should rule the
hon, member out of order, but I hope he will
not attempt to diseuss the matters before
the Commission.

1
Debate resumed.

Ion. P. COLLIER: I am glad I am to
have freedom to discuss this matter because,
however unwise it might appear to the At-
to:ney Ceneral or any other member of the
House, in my judgmént it is essential this
matter should be discussed. When we have
proceedings which can only be characterised
as seandalous, it is essential they ahould be
discussed in this Houge. When we have a
gentleman, occupying a position in which he
should display strict impartiality, showing
such. transparent bias and prejudice as has
been shown by Mr. Lazarus, it is time some-
one criticised and commented upon it, and
I am going to do so, T shall quote from the
evidence where the Commissioner asked a
witness—

Do you know of any individual case
where the unionists have c¢onsented to
work with the Nationalists?

Mr, Jackson: No. ‘
That shows how the inquiry is being con-
dueted. The Commissioner asked a question
of a witness, ‘‘Do you know of any indi-
vidual case where the uniomists have con-
sented to work with the Nationaltistsd’’
How would any man whe knew anything of
judticial proceedings have framed the ques-
tion? Surely it would have been, *“Do you
know of any case where unionists have re-
fused torwork with the Nationaliste?’’ But
the Commissioner asks whether the witness
knew of any case where unionists had con-
sented to work with Nationalists. The
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upionigts may wnot have consented to work
with the Nationalists because they may not
have been asked to do so. The question
whether these uniomists will work with these
men hinges on their refusal or otherwise, but
19 unionist may have come into contact with
the Nationalists or been. asked to work with
them.

The Minister for Works: They showed
very plainly that they would not work with
them,

Mr. O’Loghlen:
them.

Hon..P. COLLIER: And instead of the
witness angwering the question, Mr. Jackson
steps in ond answers for the witness, ‘‘No.”’
Mr. Jackson is eounsel one moment and wit-
ness the next moment, and the Commiasioner
permits counsel to take charge of the pro-
ceedings in that way, What is the value of
any evidence obtaimed in sueh a manner,
when ex parte statements can be made by a
solicitor who represents what he alleges has
been said by someone else on some oceasgion
or other. That sort of stuff is aceepted as
evidence. One of the witnesses said,
“‘There is a large number of Nationalists
out of work, and that is proof of wvietimisa-
tion,’’  There are hundreds of decent,
Honest men out of work in this conntry. Is
that proof of victimisation$ There are 900
returned soldiers out of work at the present
time; does that prove they are being vie-
timised¥ The fact that these men are loaf-
ing around the town and erawling around the
Charities Department is not proef of vietim-
isation. One of the witnesses said he had
been to the fields and had been unable to
obtain work on the mines. Who are victim-

They are working with

ising him in that easc? Surely, the employ- -

ers. These men infer that they cannot get
work because they do not belong to a union.
Therec are thousands of men in this State
who do not belong to unioms "and they are
not being victimised for it.

Mr, Munsie: On the fields they will soon
have to get into the unions or clear out.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Commissiondr is
Listening to evidence of that kind, soliciting,
prompting, drawing it out; hecause they
cannot get work, that is proof they are being
victimised. The Commissioner asks thut
kind of silly question and adds, ‘‘So you
cannot get work.’” Then he listens to a lot
of tripe from one witness, who said all his
relations had been to the war and he had
been rejected several times. What has that
to do with the matter? What has that to do
with the terms of the Commission or the
question whether ecompensation shonid be
paid? Was this witneas trying to enlist sym-
pathy from the fact that all his relations
had been to the war? Even if all his rela-
tions had beenm to the war, a large number
of other people in the State are in a similar
position and, on the same reasoning, should
be entitled to compensation. A large num-
ber 6f men at Fremantle were subjected o
semi-starvation for 18 months becanse of the
actions of these men. Their sons and

[ASEEMBLY.]

brothers and relations were at the war. Are
they entitled to compensation? These Nu-
tionalists, associated with the ‘Employers’
TFederation, were the cause of subjecting
those mén to semi-starvation. They did noc
carec Whether the wharf lumpers died of star-
vation. They took no trouble to see that
they were supplied with food. Yet the Fm-
ployers’ TFederation have shown the utmost
despateh in consigning foad supplies to
Germany immediately the war was over.
The Germans were not to suffer from starva.
tion, but they did not eare twopenee whether
the wives and families of the men at Fre-
mantle were suffering from gtarvation. Yet
this ‘man eomes along and takes up the timg
of the Commission—I suppose he is to get
witness's fees day after day—while he talks
about his relatives having gome to the war,
and goes through the whole rigmarole of how
they were treated on the ships and so forth,
What is it all to do with the question before
the Commission? If the Government admit
their responsibility, why does not the Com-
missioner decide the amount that should be
paid? ‘

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Why do they not get
as Commissioner o man who is not biassed?

Hon. P, COLLIER: The position is that
first of all the Government had no justifica-
tion for the appointment of this Commis-
sicn. If the men are to Teceive compensation,
I want to know whether the Federal Gov-
ernment and the shipowners are going to~
pay part of that compensation.

Mr. Duff: They promised it.

Hon, P. COLLIER; The hon. member seems
to know all about this question. Of course
it must be remembered that the Nationalists
selected the hon. member’s conmstitueney for
their meeting place. Claremont. was the only
place whers they ever met.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Mr, Colebateh aaid
in the House the other night that he would
not.

Mr. Duff: You know what he promised.

Hon, P, COLLIER: We are enfitled to
know whether the Federal Government and
the shipowners are going fo shoulder their
share of the responsibility, if any.

The Minister for Works: If they do not,
what is going to happen? :

Hon. P. COLLIER: Not a penny should
be paid ont of the funds of this State,

The Attorney General: And suppose they
do? ’

Hon. P. COLLIER: Still this State should
not have to pay any money whatever. The
reaponsibility is that of the shipowners.
When the wharf trouble was over, the re-
sponsibility of the Government ceased and
if now, two years afterwards, those men are
not -allowed to continue their work on the
wharf, the responaibility is on the ship-
owners, and not on the taxpayers as Topre-
gented by the Government. That is my first
point. Secondly I say it constitntes an ab-
golute meandal for the Government to seleet
a partisan such as Mr, Lazarus is well known
to be. Could they not in. all the State have
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secured the services of a mam who is not
associated with any political party?

The Minister for Works: No;.you eould
not find anybody,

Hon. P. COLLIER: I did not look for
anybody.

The Minister for Works: You ecould not.
have found anybody if you had looked. You
could not find one man in the State who is
not connected with politics.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Absgurd!

The Attorney General: Who is willing to
take the job?

Hon. P. COLLIER: T do not know, Surely
we are not so bankrupt in intellect that we
cannot find one available man who is not a
partisan.

The Minister for Works:
tisans. You are, of course.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Of course I recognise
that, and I would be disqualified for the
post. The Commissioner also is equally a
partisan and so should be disqualified. This
man is a partisan incapable of doing justice
to his commission. He is assisted in the
conducting of the inguiry by a solicitor who
has acted for the Nationalists and is aeting
for them still. Although they have to go to
the Charities Department for a bare sus-
tenance, they ean afford to employ Mr. Jack-
son as solicitor, which shows that the Em-
ployers’ Federation is behind them, and is
paying the soliciter’s fees. The Employers’
Federation has feed a solicitor to appear be-
fore the Commission. Surely no man, a
member of that - Employera’ Federation,
should be appointed Commissioner to carry
out this inquiry! Even the first day of the
proceedings of the Commission serves to show
the unfitness of Mr, Lazarus, serves to show
that he is leading the witnesses along the
way he wants them to go, serves to show that
he has already found that the Government
have obligations to those men, notwithstand-
ing that that was the first pomt which he
was to inquire into. Having regard to all
those circumstances I move—.

That the House de now adjourn.

Wa are all par-

The MINISTER FOR WORES (Hon. W,
J. George—Murray-Wellington} [5.35]: It
is somewhat difficult for me to Teply to the
hon. member, seeing that. I have here no
papers giving the information which would
enable me to do so. It is trus that a few
minutes before the Honge met the hon, mem-
ber told me of his intention to move the
adjournment. L do not propose to follow
the hon. member in the remarks he has made
in conneetion with the origin of the trouble.
If I did so there are many things I remem-
ber which were said to myself and to other
Ministers by the representatives of those
people whose action occasioned the trouble,
things which I ecould reeconnt, but T do
not wish to do so, becanse T ‘do mot think
it is degirable that while the inquiry is pro-
ceeding anyone, whatever his views, should
make statements which might have any in-
fluence or bearing on the ease. The Covern-
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ment in their wisdom appointed a Royal
Commigsion to make & certain ingquiry, While
that inquiry is being held it seems to me it
would have been hetter and fairer to let
the mafter rest until we conld see the re-
sult of the Commission. As for digging into
the archives of what took place about the
flour which was supposed to be on its way
to Germany, and the Roysl Commission that
was asked for and granted in regard to
the cost of living, and inquiring why work
was not immediately resumed as pro-
mised—those things are best left alone
at a time like this. Of the hon. mem-
ber’s two objections, one is his objection to
any Commission. Apparently that is the
real objection. He has frankly shown ua his
partisanship in connection with this ‘natter.
The hon. member ¢an no more control his
feelings in connection with the Nationalist
workers than eould I if I were standing in
his position. The Government have taken the
responsibility of appointing a Commisaion.
On that there is nothing more to be said.
The next point the hon. member takes is in
regard to the Commissioner, Mr. Lazarus,
who, he states, is a partisan, and so unable
to fairly deal with a question of this sort.
In the hon. member’s view, thoss inen who
represent themselves as Nationalist workers
have no claim upon the Government or upon
the State, and if they have a claim upon
anyhody it should be upen the shipowners.
That i3 a matter to be dealt with by the
Government when the Commigsionor sball
have given his views as to whether compen-
sation should or should not be granted. As
to going into the question of Mr, Liazarus's
character or standing, I do not propcse to
put up any defence in connection with that
gentleman. The faet that the Governinent
have appointed him to be 2 Royal Commis-
sioner shows that those responsible have ‘sat-
isfied themselves. that Mr. Lazarus is likely
to give an impartial decision,

Mr, O'Loghlen: It showa you have money
to burn,

The MINISTER FORE WORKS: No, we
have not, and if we had I should net Lurn
it; I would sooner put it inte employment.
The hon. member says he is very anxious to
know whao is to pay, whether the Federal
Government, the shipowners, or the State
Government. That iz a matter which cannot
be dealt with to-day. Even if I had the
necessary papers here I would not deal with
it.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Tell us what transpired
when Mr. Baxter went East.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: I do not
know, If T had the papera here it would be
another matter. T cannot tell the hon. mem-
ber what I do not know. That i3 why I
am g0 gnarded in what I am saying. The
hon. member said that there never was on
the part of the lumpers any refusal to deal
with troopships. If so, there were some
grave misrepresentations ahout. If I were

- in the hon. member’s shoes, I should endea-

vour to prove what I said in that respect
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and not merely make a statement. Again,
the hon. member made certain statements in
regard to the terms on which the Commission
was appointed, and he objected because the
scope of the Commission was enlarged.

Hon; P. Collier: No, I did not. What I
said had reference to the terms of the em-
ployment of the Nationalizt workers.

The - MINISTER IOR WORKS: Well,
take it at that. The hon. member started
off by saying that the Government should
not have appointed the Commission, as the
terms of engagement of the Nationalist
workers were clearly set out at the start.
Then he stated that the Government had
added to those terms in respect of future
employment. I am not denying that, but I
want to point out that if the Government’
appoint a Commission and then find the
Comumission cdoes not go so far as their sense
of fairness tells them it should go, surely
they are within their rights in amending
the Commission. What 33 underlying the
hop, member’s motion, I think, is that he
objeets. to any inquiry at all. It beats me
what his reason can bhe, because the casti-
gation so pleasantly administered to me last
evening was based on the fact that the hon.
member did not helieve in asecret methods,
that he wanted everything above board. Tf
he was gincere in his statementa last night,
why is he objecting to a Commission inquir-
ing into matters in a manner quite above
board?

Mr. O'Loghlen: Beeause you eould get
hundreds of non-partisans for the job.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: Tt is all
very well for the hon. member to make that
statement, but to show that it is correect
would not be so simple.

Mr. O’Loghlen: It admits the poverty of
intelieet in this State to be deplorable.

The MINISTER ¥OR WORES: If there
is poverty of intellect in this State, the hon,
member should have the courfesy to sym-
pathise with those suffering from it.

Mr, O'Loghlen: I do not admit that it
exists. You do so by appeinting a parti-
san,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
know that T ecan add much more, seeing that
I have not the neeessary papers, hut I think
the motion comes with ill grace from the
leader of a party, which, if it is any charter
at all, has for charter that there shall be
tair play to everyone, -

Hon. P. Collier: What fair play can one
expect from a partisan?

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: An in-
quiry of this sort is at any rate a proof
that fair play is desired for the Nationalist
workers, whe are as much ertitled to it as
any othér geetion of the community; but the

hon. member knows well that what is at the .

bottem of his movement is the fact that the
work of the Nationalist workers has been re-
sented by the gentlemen of the Trades Hall
and their wnions, from the very start. That
it should be is only natural. They are deter-
mined to earry this dépirit as far ag it eam
possibly ba carried,

. give the proof.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr, O’Loghlen: They are not.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
stipulation of f‘no victimisation’’ should
apply on both sides, and not or one only.

Mr. O’Loghlen : There is no victimisa-
tion. The position is wotking out to 100
per cent. of trade unienists.

Hon. B. Collier: A lot of those men are

"working on the timber mills.

Mr. (’Loghlen: The Government should
send them back to the Charities Depart-
ment. -

The Minister for Mines:
prove they eame from there.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: The plea
of ‘‘no vietimisation’’ put forward by
trades hall followers when there has been a
cessation of worle or a strike and the men
resumne, should apply all round. Without
the slightest fear of contradietion I say
that in this case it has not applied all
round. There has been victimisation by the
very men who claim that there should be
no victimisation,

Mr, O'Loghlen: Wheret

The MINISTER FOR WORES:

Yqu should

I ean
The proof is in the very
digturbances that were oceurring on the
wharf day after day, in the nssault cases
whiel took place,

Mr. SPEAEKER: I would ask the Minis-
ter to keep to the terms of the motion.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
attempting to show that this is simply
following np the course of action which waa
adopted when the trouble first arose, in
1917.

Hon. P. Collier: The Royal Commigsioner
ig a partisan, and the Minister cannot deny
that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
leader of the Opposition, in response to an
interjection from the Attorney General, ad-
mitted practically without any reservation
that he objected to any commission. There-
fore he would object te any ecommissioner.

Hon., P, Colliev: If there is to be a com-
migsion, we want an impartial one.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: My argu-
ment is that the hon. gentleman objects to
any commisgion and therefora objects to
any ecomimnissioner, whether it be Mr.
Lazarus or anybody else.

Hon, P. Collier: The appointment is a
scandal.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The hon.
gentleman is entitled to express his opinion,
but his interjection shows that he does not
approach the subject with a fair and im-
partial mind. The Government found it
necessary to appoint a Royal Commission,
and for good reasons they have appointed
the Commissioner who is there. I appeal to
the House to consider whether it is fair
and ‘just, whether it is in the interests of
trades unionists themselves, that while the
tribunal is gitting the impartiality of the
Commissionér ghould be aspersed,

Hor, P. Collier: His record is sufficient,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: As re-
garda the employment of legal practitioners,
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I do not know sufficient to be able to reply.
No doubt the member for Kanowna (Hon.
T. Walker) will be ahle to deal with all
the pros and cons as legal representative
of the other side, and no doubt the Attorney
General will be able to eross swords with
him gquite good-humonredly ir that respect.

Hon, P. Collier: You are letting the ease
go by defanlt.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mautle) [5.501: The Minister for Works, as
leader of the House to-day, has said that
there is something at the back of the
motion of the Jeader of the Opposition. I
admit quite cheerfully that at the back of
the motion is the fact that the Commis-
gioner who has been appointed is not com-
pefent to earry out his duties. In the publie
Press there appeared yesterday a statement
that the Commissioner recognised an obliga-
tion on the part of the Government to the
men who are termed Nationalists, He made
that admission before taking any evidence
whatever on the point. He made it as the
result of a little discussion with a solieitor
who attended the inquiry, -doubtless paid
by those who wish to get out of their
regpongibility by throwing it on the
shonlders of the Government. The Com-
missioner, I say, recognised an obligation
in that respeet. To-day I learn that the
Commissioner hag tried to alter his declara-
tion somewhat. No doubt he has had. a
chat with his co-commissioner, the solicitor,
this morning, and has been advised by that
co-commissioner that he has pgone too far.

The Attorney General: That is unfair.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: If is not unfair
at all.

The Attorney General: I say that did nof
take place.

Hon. W. . ANGWIN: I say that it took
place to-day, and that an attempt was made
to alter the Commissioner’s déclaration. I
challenge anyone to deny that th'e ‘‘Daily
News’’ report is correct in swmbstance,  no
‘matter what the Commissioner ‘may agsert.

The Minister for Works: How do you
knowt

Hon, W, 0. ANGWIN: I know,

The Minister for Works: You are sur-
mising.

Hon, W C. ANGWIN: I will give the hon.
gentleman an opportunity of proving that the
““Daily News'’ report is not a fair report of
what took place before the Commission yes-
terday with regard to recognition of the Gov-
ernment’s obligation. No doubt the ‘‘Daily
News’’ roporter has eurtailed the Commis-
sioner’s remarks and has not published them
in full. Buat the purport is there, and is
given truthfully. These .facts prove to my
mind econclugively that the Commissioner is
pnfit for his position. ‘

The Minister for Works: You Hlave not
proved that statement yet.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: I challenge the
Minister to contradiet it.
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" The Minister for Works: I can easily con-
tradiet it, because I know no more than
you do.

Hon, W], C, ANGWIN: The Minister does
not Enow so much. Within the last year or
two it has become a common practice—it
was not common previously—for persons ap-
pointed to official positions, such as Minis-
terial portfolios,, to contradiet published re-
ports of their utterances, When such persons
find that ‘they have made fools of themselves

“and have. proved their incompetency for’ the

duties which they are supposed to earry out,
they claim that the published reports of their
utterances are incorrect, whéreas the reports
are in fact perfectly correct.

The Minister for Works: That has been
the practice from time immemorial.

Hon. W. G, ANGWIN: It may have been
all along the practice of those who do not
gtick to the truth. However, I defy contia-
dietion when I say that the report of the
i Daily News’’ is substantially correct.

The Minister for Works: Yotu cannot say
that of your own knowledge.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The Minister does
not know where I get my information. From
the Commissioner’s declaration T infer that
the -Government told him, before any inquiry
whatever was made, that they recognised their
obligation. There iy a possibility—though
I do not suppose the Government would do
it—that the terms of the Commission may
eventually be altered. This is the first in-

_stance kuown in Western Australia, at any

rate so far as I am aware, of the appoint-
ment of a Royal Commissioner not being
published in the ¢‘Government Gazette!
prior to evidence being taken. The appoint-
ment has not yet been published in the ‘‘Gov-
ernment Gazette.”” T know there is no neces:
sity for doipg that, but it has always been
the practice. On this point we have to rely
on Press reports, which some people say are
wrong. We have to rely on the Press re-
porters for information as to what the Com-
missioner is supposed to inguire into, Re-
lying on the Press reporiers, we learn that
the Commissioner has been appointed for the
purpose of ascertaining whether there is any
obligation on the part of the Government to
these men. Within half an hour of starting
his investigation the Commissioner says,
“‘There is no need to discuss the matter any
further; there is no need to go into it at all;
the obligation is reeognised.”” TLet me ask
hon. members, if the obligation ig recognised,
what necessity is there for the employment
of a Commissioner for two or three weeks,
or even for one day, at a cost of three to five
guineas per day, when he has alfeady decided
that the obligation exists? That being so,
he has nothing furthér to do but fix the
damages. I believe that the late Premier,
Mr, Colebateh, wis bluffed by three bodies
which were really one body—s trinity, as it
were—the shipping people, who, were members
of the committee of the Fremantle Chamber
of Commerce; the committee of that Cham-
ber of Conmunerce; and the Nationalista or’
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loyalists. Those three bodies bluffed the late
Promier to dgree to certain things proposed
in the Eastern States according to a state-
ment made by the Prime Minister. However,
even then the loyalists were only promised
that they would get work in the future. The
present Premter, in answering a question
asked here on the 4th September by the mem-
ber for EKatanning (Mr. Thomson), said—

(N I am advised by the Glovern-
ment Labour Bureau that there is plenty
of clearing with rteasonably good remun-
eration available in the country.

That is all the Nationalist workers

promised, .

The Minister for Works: Why d4id not you
tell your crowd that there was plenty of
work in the country® ) . :

Hon, P. Collier: What do you mean by
our ¢rowdf

Hon, T, Walker: None of our erowd hag
gone to the Government.

Hon. W. ¢, ANGWIN: I am not allowed
to follow up that interjection to the Min-
jater; I conld tell him something if I were
allowed.

Hon. P. Collier: They are living here on
public funds. .

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! -l

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: T want to keep to
the question. Like many things the Minis-
ter for Works brings before the House he
professes to know all about -them, but in
fact, he knows wnothing, - The member for:
Pilbara (Mr. Underwood) told the Minister
for Works what he was

Mr, SPEAEKER: Order!

Hon. W, €. ANGWIN: I wag pointing
out that the Commissioner found within a
few minutes that the obligation bhad been
recognised, if there was any obligation at
all, Mr, Colebatch denies that the obliga-
tion was brought about through the letters
whiech T have read from the Trimity—the
combined body to whom I have referred.
These letters were sent to the then Premier,
Sir Henry Lefroy, and he replied in such
a manner that upheld some of ¢‘Billy”
Hughes’ wild statements which they have
refused since to carry into effect. The Fed-
aral , Government were written to-by Mr.-
Colebatch but they, refused-to take any action
and desired to throw the whole responsibility
on the State. That position was bhrought
about for the purpose of relieving the om-
ployers of the responsibility of providing
future employment after the matter was
settled.. They did not care about the res-
ponsibility of the State so long as the in-
terests ,of the shipping people were con-
served. These men were invited to find em-
ployment and the present Premier told them
where it could be obtained, but they would
not take it. That being so, I maintain there
js no obligation on the. Government to do
anything further for them, If a man is
offered employment and he has been given to
underatand he can get it if he requires it,
and he refuses to accept it, is there an obli-
gation any longerf I noticed that one man
in giving evidence said he could fill a joli as

wore

' finished with the matter,
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manager or boss of 2 mine. I do not know
whether the Government propose to ‘‘sack’’
Mr. Hamilton and give that man his job.

The Minister for Works: I will take a
note of what you say.

Hon. W. 0. ANGWIN: The hon. member
will have to take many notes before we have
: It is a great sur-
prise to me, even apart from Mr. Lazarus’
biassed position, for he was at ome time
President of the Chamber of Commerce—
that the Government appointed him as a Royal
Commissioner. Have they not had sufficient
of Mr, Lazarus in that regardy Did they
tot try him before? Did not they kmow the
failure he madet?

Hon. P. Collier: He gets Government jobs,

‘He ran the jam factory.

Hon. W. U. ANGWIN: He went to the
jam factory and walked out, and those who
remained inside shifted £1,000 worth of pro-
Derty.

Hon. P. Collier: What political pull has
ke?

Hen. W. C. ANGWIN: This jam factory
affair is what might be called business acu-
men,

The Attorney General: What was his first:
jobt

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Ha represented the
traders on the Cost of Living Commission
and made a mess of it. Goodnegs knows
how much that Commission cost the coun-
try, Now we have him appointed as a
Royal Commissioner, getting perhaps three
to five guineas a day. ’

Hon. P. Collier: He is a parasite picking
up Government fees and it is time the Gov-
ernment dropped him. He is a boodler and
a parasite.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order, order!

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: It is a splendid

- thing of course from a financial point of

view to be a favourite of the present Gov-
ernment. .

Hon. P. Collier: Three jobs in 12 months.
He certainly has a friend at eourt,

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: I do not know
what is coming over the Government. It
seema to me they do not know what to do
to waste the money of the State, They are
doing nothing but wasting money from
start to finish. The Government would act
wisely seeing that this gentleman hag
shown clearly and distinetly by his action
on the very first morning of the sitting of
the Commission that he is not a fit person
to oecupy the position of a Royal Commis-
pioner if they removed him at once.

Hon. P. Collier: No wonder they are sell-
ing our assets; it is to pay men of this char-
acter, ’

Mr, SPEAKER: Qrder!

Hon. W. G, ANGWIN: 8o far as I am
concerned, ‘the Minister will have some diffi-
culty to get a vote through this Chamber

" when the Estimates are before us to pay the

compensation that Mr. Lazarus will recom.-

mend. .
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, member is not
in order in threatening the Houge.
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Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: I have no desire
to {lireaten the House. I maintain, how-
aver, there gshould be more than one Commis-
sioner appointed. It is an impossibility to
get any single person to fill a position of
this kind impartially.  There should cer-
tainly be more than ope unléss he be a
judge ‘of the Supreme Court. OQutside of a
judge I maintain it would be a diffieul} mat-
tér to find & man who has not a certain
amount of bias-in connection with a matter
like this, Certainly, if any man has dis-
played bias and has shown it cozing from
every pore it i3 Mr. Lazarus. Speaking
at Claremont on the Friday night before
the eventful Sunday, I stated that if there
was an unbiassed committee or bhoard ap-
pointed representative of all parties, and
they decided fairly and squarcly that these
men were honestly entitled to some compen-
sation, the Government wounld have my sup-
port in paying that compensation. In a case
of this description, however, I cannot give it

to them. It would not be honest on my
part.

Mr. Davies: That is very fair on your
part. )

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN: Here we have a

Royal Commissioner who adinits the Govern-

ment’s obligation before the inguiry is actu-
ally commeneed. In all probability when
he has finished his work he will have run
the eountry into am expenditure of thou-
sands of pounds. The Government should
close this Commission and appoint a fair
one. If they ceannot get omé man fo act,
they should appoint three and have all giden
represented. -

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. T. P.
Draper— West Perth} [6.10]: 1 shall cer-
tainly be reluctant to go back into the his-
tory of what happened in 1917 and to ask
whether or not those who were in charge of
the wharves wecre willing to facilitate ship-
ping and load transports to help the troops
to get to the seat of war. The hon. member
who has just sat down said' they were,
‘Whether they were or not, there can he no
doubt that at that time the Prime Minister
of Australia believed they were doing dam-
age to the Allies in the prosecution of the
war. He believed that, -and that being. the
case, it was his duty as Prime Minister to
take measures to ensure that the shipping
left the port of Fremantle in the ordinary
course with as much speed as possible. The
Prime Minister knmew what the actual facts
were, The present position arises from the
action of the Prime Minister of Australia
and the late Premier endorsed, as it was his
duty to do, that action.

" Hon. T. Walker: Whyt?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: A promise
kad been given by the Prime Minister to
those who were helping and willing to assist
to get the shipping away from Fremantle
with as little delay as possible. Everyone
knows at that time it wag exceptionally vital
to the interests of the Empire that there
should be no delay. TUnder such cireum-
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stances is it not fair that those who came
forward and helped on that occasion:

Hon. P, Collier: nder definite conditions.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: TIf men
came forward from patriotie motives, I have
no hegitation in saying that everything they
did should be endorded, and by rezson off
the rules and regulations of the hodies to
which they do not belong—I am not casting
3 slur on those rules and regulations—if they
made dny sacrifice for the benefit of their
country, is it not fair, is it not necessary,
that they should be protected when their
employment ‘ceases?

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Before the
adjournment I was dealing with the ques-:
tion of the neceasity  for the appointment
of a Commission, and it appears to me that
it iz really incontrovertible that, if the
National workers were entitled to any com-
pensation under the pledge which had
been given to them- by the Government, it
w25 necessary to have some court which
could assess that compensation. I go fur-
ther and say that if the mover of this
motion had been sitting upon this side of
the House, he would, under Constitutional
practice, have been placed in exactly the
same position as the present Government,
whether he liked it or not, and would have
been bound to honour the pledge given by
the late Premier and by the Prime Minister
of Australia. That, I submit, is the correct
Constitutional practice.

Hon. T. Walker: 1 say it is not.

" The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Notwith-
standing .the interjection of the hon. mwem-
ber, he knows I am perfectly correct. That
being so, in the ordinary course of events
there may be 10, 15, 20, or 100 men—I do
not know the exact number, it will not be
everyone who will make claim, but there
will be a large number—who are entitled
to gome compensation. Does the hon, mem-
ber suggest that a reasonablé, expeditious,
and cheap method of assessing such com-
pensation is for every complainant to com-
menee an action in the Supreme Court be-
fore a juryt

Hon. P. Collier: That is absurd.

. The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Is that the
attitude of the hom. member? '

Hon. P. Collier: No. ‘

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Or, would
he adopt a ready, quick, and a reasonable
method of assessing compensation, namely,
by appointing a Royal Commiasion?

Hon. P, Collier: You know perfectly well
they have no claim in the court.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Thers ia
only ode answer, and it is that the Govern-
ment: were perfectly right in appointing a
Royal Commission for the sake of economy,
celerity, and of doing justice, Of course,
if the attitude of thoss sitting on the other
side of the House is this—and it is so judg-
ing from their utterances—that under mno
eirenmstances, whether compensation  is
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payable or pot, must compensation be paid,
then I can understand the attitude of the
leader of the Opposition.

Hon, T. Walker: That is not the attitude.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If the
hon, member who interjected sat on this
side of the House, that would not be hia
attitade. It is easy enough, sitting on the

" other side of the House, and not being
conscious of responsibility to people who

have claims, to adopt that attitude merely.

for the sake of party politics and to gain
some popularity. I do not prepose to say
anything more upon the necessity and the
justice of the course the Government have
decided upon to assess any compensation
that may be due. I will dea! now with the
appointment of Mr. Lazarus as a Commis-
sioner, Mr. Lazarus has no interest in
shipping, The hon. member may be better
informed than I am, but so far as the Gov-
ernment are eoncerned, they are not aware,
nor have they any reason to suspect, that
My, Lazarus has any interest in shipping.
My, Lazarus has, on a previous oecasioh,
been appointed to act as a Commigsioner,

Hon, T. Walker: And was a signal
failure.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That i3 a
matter of opinion, He was appointed as a
representative of the merchants at that
time, just as Mr. Driver was appointed as
a repreaentatwe of the workers on a Com-
mijsgsion, and I beliave the Government ap-
pointed Prof. Shane as chairman. Mz,
Lazafus, so far as the Government are
aware, is just as capable of assessing the
compensatmn which may be payable ag any
other ordinary business man. All we re-
quire is a person who i conversant with
the diffienlty of getting employment, with
the proper recompense to be given for em-
ployment, and who is also capable of asses-
ging, from a business point of view, the
amount of compensation which may be pay-
able. Let me remind hon. members of this,
that it is not an easy matter to get a Com-
migsioner, If the Governmaent had been
able to carry out what they desired, they
would naturally have appeinted a Supreme
Court judge, who would have been accept-
able, I take it, to the members on the other
gide. But it is not always advizable to
drag judges of the SBupreme Court into the
arena of polities, It weakens their position
upon the bench,

Hon. T. Walker: This is a pohtmal mat-
ter, then,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The hon.
member is making it one. TIf is the dufy
of judges to, as far as possible, keep out of
matters in which politieal passions and feel-
ings may be brought to bear and, much as
the Government desired it, they were un-
able to obtain a Supreme Court judge who

wag w1]11ng to accept the position of Com-

migsioner in this case. They did not stop
there., They tried to get other persons to
act.

[ASREMBLY.]

b

Hon. P. Collier: Xou did not ask Mr.
MeCallum,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : No; we
did not ask anybody who was immediately
connected with the actual ranks of either
the National party or the Official Labour
party. We had some difficulty in obtaining
# Royal Commigsioner, and the Government
appointed an individual whom they c¢on-
gidered would give fair comsideration to
any claims made. I have yet to learn that
the Commissioner appointed will, fail to
justify his trost. It is no legal point to be
decided. It is purely a matter of money.
Members in this House, and 'people in the
street, every day say ‘‘If it is a question
of assessing an amount, you might just as
well have a business man as anyone. else,’”
Otherwise, how do yom justify having

.Jjuries. to assess guestions of damageat It

bas Been atated over and over again, in fact
ad nauseum, that the Commissioner immedi-
ately said that the liability was unguestion-
able and that he assumed that the Crown
waa liable. That ia not a fajr statement. It
is not in accordance with the faects.  But,
for the sake of argument, assuming that he
made the statement, it would only mean that,
for the purposes of the case, there might be
one, two, or several who were entitled to
compensation. It is not a general admiission
that in every case to be decided the Commis-
gioner at once assumes and declares that the
Crown is lable to pay compensation. It is
not a fair or reasonable construction to place

upon if.

Hon. P. Collier: That i what he baa de-
clared.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: He has
not.

Hon. P. Collier:' He has.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I happen
to have here a note of what took place. It
ig this; I have got it from a proper quarter:
the Commissioner, in the ¢‘Daily News’’ ro-
port last night of thase proceedings, ig re-
ported Bs saying, in reference to the obliga-
tions of the Government, if any—

I don’t think we need argue that ques-
tion, The ohligatién is recognised.

Is the hon. gentleman satisfied with that?
In reply to o question by Mr, Jackson as to
whether he required evidence on this point,
he said—

Yo order to curtail the inquiry as much
as poaaible, I do not think we ought to
argne that question at present. We can
consider for the time being that the obli-
gation is recognised.

Hon. P. Collier: Is that the official re-
port?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No.

Hon. P. Collier: Then produce it.
have an ex parte statement,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The hon.
member will not believe it becanse it does
not suit his book,

Hon. P. Collier: It is not a fact,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: As far as
I am instructed, I believe it to be eorrect.

You
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Hon, P. Collier: Will the hon.
call for the official report?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The atti-
fude adopted by the Commissioner is ome
which is not unecommon in a Bupreme Court,
or any other court. I have frequently heard
judges in the Supreme Court, and magis-
trates in the Local Court, take up this, atti-
tude, ‘‘Let me know the facts; I can them
decide upon the faets, and the question as to
whether there iz any liability or not can be
decided later.’’ There is nothing  in this
attitude which is unreasomable or contrary
to the ordinary practice and conduet in the
courts. The next point taken was about the
appointment of counsel,  Members on the
Opposition side, in their own estimation,
know far mere than I de or than any mem-
ber of the Government does, about that.

Hon. P. Collier: We all know what the
practice has been. Omne need not be a lawyer
to know that. .

The ATTORNEY GENERAYL: The hon.
moember does not know the praetice in many
cases. There are many cases—I do nof, say
it occurred in this one—in which the parties
agree not to be represented by ecounsel.
There are many cases also where, tacitly,
neither party employs counsel, and especially
in cases of arbitration is that so. In the
first instance, the Crown had every reason to
believe that no .counsel would be employed.
Directly we found that counnsel was appear-
ing for the National workers, we took steps
to appoint econnsel to appear in behalf of
the Crown and, therefore, Mr. Downing ap-
peared>on behalf of the Crown this morning.

Hon. 1*, Collier: It is very belated.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Under the
cireumstances, I fail to see any merits in the
motion put forward by the othgr side of the

member

House. We hliave a cheap and expeditious
method——
Member: Cheap and dirty.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Of asgess-
ing any compensation which may be due by
the Crown, and the very gentlemen opposing
our action, if they oceupied the Treasury
benches, would have been bound te honour
the pledge of a previous Premier, and to act
in the same way as we hiave done.

Hon, T. WALKER (EKanoéwna) [7.46):
The Attorney Generzl has apparently been
defending ' a eriminal judging by the appeal
to sentiment he has just made to this Cham-
ber. T have mever heard him at a greater
disadvantage.

Hon. P. Collier: That is becanse he bas
no case.

Hon, T. WALKER: He surely cannot seri-
ously argue, as the legal adviser for the
Crown, that a statement, made upon a public
platform under the excitement of a political
¢rigig—— Lo

The Attorney Gemnersl: A statement relied
npon and acted upon,

Hon, T. WALKER: A statement made by
a Prime Minister at.a time of great national
excitement—— ’

[23]
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The Attorney (Gemeral: And danger.

Hon. T. WALKER: I aeeept the Attorney
General’s word—a time of great national
de:lager, when people’s nerves were mot nor-
m ———

Hon, W, Q, Apgwin: They were all insane.
"Hon. T. WALKER: When people were
agitated in such a way that they wers scarcely
responsible for their utterances upen the
public platform, when all kinds of ezag-
gerated statements were uttered and all kinds
*of emotions were given full play—even &
Prime Mirister under these cireumstances
ssys things he himself would not act upon
deliberately in his calmer moments—ean be
regarded as a deliberate pledge. ‘Whatever
promise there was, whatever pledge there
way, was purely & pledge of that kind. It
was not a deliberate pledge made ex officio,
but it was a pledge—if it is worthy of that
designation—uttered in the heat of rhatorie
at a time when people’s feelings had to be
moved to attain a particular end, and when
the -emotions of the multitude were probed to
their very depths. That statement, the At-
torney General now would have us believe,
has the sacredness of law, the macredness of
a solemn undertaking, He knows that the
kind of statement made to us here to-night
is utter rubbish from a conatitutional stand-
point—to use his own words. No Govern-
ment in the world would stand by the plat-
form utterances of a politieal appellant when
pure emotion’ was the order of the day; and
there is no other foundation for this alleged
claim of National workers than that utter-
ance to the mob, to the crowd, to the multi-
tude, within hearing at that particular time,
Men say rhetorically what they would not
like to translate inte binding phrases. That
is the only groundwork the Nationalists have
for a ¢laim, but the Attorney Genersl himself
does not believe that. The Attorney General
himself does not aceept it as a pledge, a8 a
thing which must be honoured. The Government
do not accept it because, if the Government
aecept it, what is the need for this Commis-
sion? Why have a Commissioner to inquire
if there be an obligation on the part of the
Government?

Hon. -P, Collier: Why include it in the
terms of the Commission? :

Hon. T. WALKER: This is the kind of
Commisgioner we have: a man who assumes
from the beginning that there is an obli-
gation upon us. The Attorney General says
in honour we are bound to carry out the
pledge made by the then Premier and the
Prime Miniater.

Hon. P. Collier: Why ask the Commissioner
to inquire if there was an obligation¥ |

Hon., T. WALKBR: Undoubtedly. The
Attorney General’s own inconsistency and
want of logie are exposed by his speech, He
would not go inte a court of law to enforce
a claim for damages upon a platform spesch.
I s0 he would have our ex-Premier, Sir
Henry Lefroy

Hon. P. Collier: In gaol,
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Sir H. B. Lefroy:
g0 far as that, I hope.

Hon. T. WALKER: Np, in court.
‘pledges have mot been honoured

The Attorney Gederal:'If he got in gaol,
I would let him out.

The Minister for Mines: ‘Do rot you take
any notice of a pledge given by s Premier?

Hon, T. WALKER: It depends on the
cucumstanees awnder -which - the . Premier
uttered” it..* I have heard the Minister for
Mings smgmg ‘“Who kitled Coek Robin,’!
but I should not bring him mto the dock
for murder on that account.

The Minister for Works
accesaory to that.

Hon. T. WALKER: At these politieal
meetings, the very best and coolest speakers

You woulld not go

His

You wére an

sometimes have heated brains and utter sen- -

tences they would not like to literally carry
out.

The Minigter- for Mines: You would not
suggest that the ex-Premier would get
heated at a public meeting?

.Hon. 'T. WALEKER: Probably not, but
sentences are often wttered which are not
in aeccordance with sound judgment, :

The Minister for Mines: ¥You are making
an attack on the hon. .member’s sincerity
now.

Hon, T, WALEKER: Particularly is this
the case with the Prime Minister of Aus-
tralin. We know he is liable to these fits,
these spasms. of irrespongible exXcitement.
What js the name of that pldee where the
egg was thrown at himf

Hon, P. Collier: Warwick,

Hon, T. WALKER: Warwick provides an
instance. Immediately the flavour of a de-
ceased fowl was upon him—-

Hon. P, Collier: A fowl in embryo.

Hon, T. WALKER: The Prime Minister
ereated an army of police. This was on a par
with the Kiama ghost that stuck to Sir Henry
Psrkes all through his career. This utter-
ance, arising during a moment of excitement,
was one sueh instance; precisely that, and it
would hbe so estlmated by men of sound
judgment if there were not political reasons
to serve by giving it special prominence and
significance. As & matter of fact, what binds
the Government, what binds the Na.tmna.hsts,
is the contract upon which they entered on
this work.

Hon, P, Collier: Which they signed.

The Minister for Mines: I will give .you
£1,000 if you ean produce my signature.

M, Lutey : Probably there were thous-
ands beside you onh that hst who qid not
sign any contract.

Hon. T. WALETLR: The very instance
referred to by the Minister shows what was
ddne in ‘those times of political excitement.
The Minister’s name was published .as a
Na’.tiona.l volunteer.

Green: To gé tg wark! .

Hon T. WALK’ER 1 know a Premier
who did not volunteer, “but 'hig name was
supplied. .

[ABSEMBLY.]

 lent te the rest.

L)

The Minister for Mines: See what tone it
Hon. W. (. Angwin: And his colleagne
would not allow the faet to be contradicted,
Hon, T. WALKER: The Minister’s name
‘wds published in the ligt—-

The Minister for Mines: Like a few thou-
sand more; they saw me walking along the
Terrace ‘one morning.

Hon. T. WALKER: That shows the ex-
citement of the time, the liberties taken and
the points +worked. It was a matter of all
points for a specific purpose.

The Minigter for Works:
quite wrong.

Hon, T. WALKER: The object was—and
the Minister for Works knowa it, if he will
only be frank—to break down organised
unionism, to make a split, a division to
weaken the ranks of the Labour movement.

The Minister for Works: Not at all,

Hon. T. WALEKER: That was the direct
object, planned and contrived, and if the
Government had an independent Commis-
sioner, with free aceess té all sources of in-
formation, it could be demonstrated to the
letter heyond quibble or question.

The Minister for Works: No.

Hon, T. WALKER: That was the object
of it, and I say all that bound anyone to
that contract is what i3 contained in the
document signed by the volunteers, and they
were volunteers and nothing more. They
worked with the expectation of leaving the
wharf as soon as the then existing dispufe
was settled, and the Government, of which
the present Minister for Works was a mem-
ber, understood it in that light. I say the
thén Premier, the member for Moore, under-
stood it in that light,

Hon, P. C8liar: Mr. Colebatch asgerts he
understood it in that light.

Hon. T. WALEER: Yes, they all under-
stood it in that light; and the ex-Premier will
admit that he took no notice of representa-
tions from ,the shipping combine or from
the Employers’ Federation, or the Chamber
of Commerce. They were all at him, every
one of them, but he took no notice of their
representations until it was foreced upon him
by repetition and he was directly asked—
f“Won’t you homour Hughes’s pledge?’’ It
was only then that he wrote, after receiv-
ing many representations and letters, letters
from the Chamber of Commeree, letters from
the Employers’ -Federation, which inecluded
the ship owners, If was only wpon their per-
giatence and repetltmn that the Premier at
last agreed to' fall inte line wih the mere
platform utterances of Mr. Hughes, If the
Attorney General were in-his place he would
know that this matter has been considered
by a legally established tribunal. Tt was
submitted to the Arhiration Court, and Mr.
Justice Higgins claarly. pointed out that if
there was any value in. Mr. Hughes’ ,al-
leged pledge, the value a.pphed -only to )
partlcula.r Tew whosé services were renderad
while the dispute Wa.s still’ unsettled.

No, you are
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The Minister for ‘Mines: The Federal
Government still adopt that attitude.

Hon. T. WALEER: The Federal Govern-
ment have heen the claw of the Employers’
Federation throughout all this period, and
are to this day. But that was the decision
of the judge. The award, whicb I have
carefully read, clearly distinguishes the two
sets of go-called Nationalista: those who came
on while the dispute existed, and those who
came on afterwards, who have no rights at
all. Those who came allegedly to the assist-
ance of the country at s time of crisis—there
‘could be some justice ir granting them
aecurity of employment, But the quarrel
-ceaged when the dispute was over. This is
not the ex parte statement of a politician;
it is a decision solemnly given in the Court
of Arbitration by one of the High Court
jundges. Under those circumstances, what is
the uwse of talking of homouring Hughes’s
pledge now, in 1918, over a dispute that
took place in 1917, long since over and
passed awny and which should be forgotten®
Why is it persisted in? Becanse still there
must be the old rancour. Not promoted by
the organised labourers, not by the workers,

but by the employers. They are cre-
ating and fostering this division, And
this is the extraordinary thing:

that a member of that Chamber of Com-
merce—] presume he was a member at the
time of which I am speaking, in 1917—that
a member of that Chamber of Commeree
which approached the then Premier, Sir
Henry Lefroy, that a member of the Em-
ployers’ Federation, that class of one big
vnion despots, that such a man should be
the one selected to try a cause in whiech he
jg, from the hairs of his head to the soles of
his feet, interested! The Atftorney Gemeral
is not in hia place, but surely he knows that
it is one of the established rules in the ad-
ministration of justice that interested par-
ties shall not be judges in their own eause.
Here apparently the Government have gone
out of their way to seleet a man to sit in
judgment upon his own cavse, And they
¢all that the administration of justice! And
the defence of it comes from the Attorney
General of to-day! One touch of nature, we
are told, makes the whole world kin; and
evidently it makes all these employers kin
to each other, for in aevery instance they
choose their own class to look after their
own interests,

The Minister for Works:
Labour do the same thing?

Hon, T. WALEER: Labour has no class.
Tt is the multitude which toils seeking for
rights for all toilers. That is the difference.
There is no division, ne simple class to de-
fend. The cause of Labour is the uplifting
of all humanity.

The Minister for Works: It does not rest
with them dlone.

Hon. T. WALKER: No, because a few
of the ¢thers have the Labour prineiples in
them; but they have not had a sufficiently
wide aducation to see the genmeral appliea-
tion of this position to all men. * That is the

Daoes not
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offence we complain of, namely that they
have chogen one of the employers’ class, him-
gelf a member of the Chamber of Commerce
and of the Employers’ Federation, one of
the very parties to the dispute; a member of
that organisation which eried for the carry-
ing out of the platform hysteria of Htghes
during that particular period of excitement,
that class which moves the world to try to
brand orgamised Labour as disloyal, as un-
patriotic, and to glorify a certain section,
who would scll their fellows, desert their
comrades—to give them the mantle of their
blessing and approval. Those men fostered
the spirit then existing to make the bitterest
possible division amongst the workers of the
State, calling: those who were to have some
privileges and pats on the back, some little
erowns and bright promiges, calling them
loyalists, and calling all the others disloyal-
ists, and for that purpose using every species
of falsehood, Tt is demonstrated, it is
proven, it is established, it is a fact beyond
dispute that when the trouble arose at Fre-
mantle it was because ships were laden with
flour for the Duteh Islands, flour which
could find its way into Germany,

The Minister for Works: .Ah!

Hon. T. WALKER: Tt was go; it has
been admitted by Lloyd George himself, the
FPrime Minister of England, a greater man
than Hughes, that flour did find its way into
Germany from Australia and from New
Zealand through the Dutch islands.

The Minister for Mines: He never said
that.

Hon. T, WALKER: Not exactly in those
words, but that was his exact meaning,

The Minister for Works: No.

Hon. T. WALKER: It was. I am stating
the absolute truth. Becanse they would mot
load the flour for the Dutch islands the
rtrike was declared. As a matter of fact it
wad 2 lock-out, nothing .more, It is a de-
liberate falsehood to say that the men re-
fused to load the troopships, to find pro-
visions for the soldiers, their comrades in
the trenches. That is a falsechood used by
the Employers’ Federation, of whom Lazarus
is one.

Mr. Munsie: And a bad one at that.

Hon. . WALEER: Yes, I believe that.
It was used by them to blacken erganised
Lahour in this State. It was said that Lab-
our prevented the soldiers in the trenches
from heing fed. Strange to say, not one of
the moldiers in the frenches ever noticed it.
8till, that was the story, and it is perpetu-
ated right down to this day, and those who
fostered and published such lies as that are
the comrades, the companions, the boon as-
sociates of Lazarus, the man appointed to
S this Commission. Apparently the Gov-
ernment have tried to get the judges. We
heard the Attorney General to-night say
that they hud tried to get the judges, but
that the excuse was that it was unwise that
they should mingle in the asctive polities of
the State, 'What has been donet When the

Judges, the impartial men who are not poli-

ticians, who are free from politics, cannot
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‘bo seecured the Government appoint ome of
the most bitter wranglers, agitators on the
one side that they can find in this State, one
of the moxt degmatic, the most arrogant, the
most conceited politicians on his side. They
appoint & marked man, clearly designated as
a type and symbel of his own particular
clasa,

The Minister for Mines: You will mgke
him member for Perth if you are not care-
ful,

Hon. T. WALKER: I do not care. He
is amongst those who ean be relied upen to
ace only one phase of the questiom, persist-
ently closing his eyes to all othera.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: He geems to have
taken the place of Dives. :

Hon. T. WALKER: Dives of ¢ld would
have no possible chance against this modern
Lazarus, They appoeint this particular speci-
men of an employer to judge organised
Labour. That.is what it means, and he has
already shown his untter unfitness. First of
all, he permits to appear before him, appar-
ently by understanding, a member of a dis-
tinguished legal firm—of which the late At-
torncy General is a member, so more or less
linking it up with a Government of a few
weeks ago of which the Minister for Works
wags 3 member—3 member of that firm
known always as the firm that does the work
for the boss as against the worker, the
toiler, a firm which 18 always briefed to de-
fend the rich againgt the poor.

Hon. P. Collier: They are defending the
poor this time.

Hon. T. WALKER: Ne, what they are
doing now is to exalt those—many of them,
not all, I admit—absolute traiters to their
fellow men, those who have s0ld their
fellow men for the stipulated mess of pot-
tage and are trying to get more: they at-
tempt to exalt that little seetion inte ihe
realm of heroism, t¢ malke them the spectaele
for all observers, to make the whole multi-
tude pour forth tears at the misery and
sufferings of these men. Mr. Downing came
in after the Government had discovered their
error, after it had become conspicuous to
everybody, even to the common man in the
street, that the Government had committed
an act of folly in neglecting to have a repre-
sentative at the inquiry. To-day, after the
inquiry has commenced, the Goevernment send
along Mr. Downing; and Mr. Dewning asks
for an adjournment, and a short adjourn-
ment at that, in order that ke may consider
his brief. Then we see the drama unfold
itself. ¢‘No, we cannot adjourn the inquiry
out of consideration for the men. They are
to be pitied so much that we cannot astop the
inquiry even for 10 minutes, we must go on
with it for the poor men’s sake.’’ And at the
same time the Commission wander all over
the compass to rake up all sorts of irrelevant
.matter that may prejudice the organised
workers and ecreate a halo of martyrdom for
the Nationalists. It would be a tragedy in
a way, if it had not about it too many of
the elements of comedy. The events of this
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very day show the prejudice of the Commis-

sioner. The inquiry cannot be stopped to
give the Government’s representative - a
chanee.

Hon. P. Collier: Although the Govern-
ment’s case will be prejudiced thereby.

Hon. T. WALEER: On reading the re-
port of yesterday’s proceedings, one may
really wonder who is the Commissioner—the
member of the firm of the late Attomey
General, or Mr. Lazarus$

Hon. P. Collier: They were taking turns
at it.

Hen. T, WALKER: The one who had the
grip of things and was, so to speak, running
the machine, was undoubtedly Mr. Jackson.
He was bringing uwp just the evidenee he
wanted, and when his witnesses failed him
he filled in the gap with his own utterances.

The Minister for Works: A clever man,
that!

Hon. T. WALEER: Does the Minigter eall
that clever? I do not eall it just. But what
kind of Commission is this when that kind
of thing is permissible?

The Minister for Works: The Commis-
sioner wonld not give any more weight to the
goliciter’s statements than was their due.

Hon. T. WALKER: Undoubtedly he would.
The Commisciongr was suggesting to Mr.
Jackson what Mr., Jackson should say, and
My, Jackson was suggesting to the Commis-
sioner both what he should say and what he
should do. They were mutually running that
concern 50 a8 to get into the limelight of
their own class. I defy any unbiassed per-
son to peruse the report without coming to
that conclusion. When theyr do ask ques-
tions and probe into matters, is it to decide
the obligations of the Government§ Do they
try to get at the cssential point to be de-
cided? No. The Commissioner suggests
such thinge as, ““Have there been any re-
fusala to employ you?’’ He works up every-
thing that will tell against the organised
worker, and, as the vulgar phrase goes, piles
on the agony as regards the suffering nnd the
starvation of the nationalist workers, aund
their approach to being mauled by the angry
mob at times. Everything picturesque and
grotesque of that character - is introduced
into the inquiry, whick really is a simple
one—are the Government obligated, and if
8o to what extent? Those are the two points
to be decided. But the endeavours of the
Commigsion are to incite the general public
to believe that the demons and wretehes and
inliuman wolves of society are all in the
ranks of the workers, and that these virtu-
ous, pure-minded, noble-souled nationalists
have a claim above all other men upon the
State Treasury. I say the proceedings are
an insuit to the common sense of the com-
munity. And what is the purpose of those
proceedings?  To give the Government an
opportunity of paying the nationalidts some-
thing, of rewarding these people, of bribing
them, if T may use the expression, so that in
any other crisis, whenever the shipowners or
others wish to make it impossible for work-
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ers to continue at their toil, this exampie
may be before the eyes of labour, proclaim-
ing in effect, ‘‘Betray your fellow men, and
the Government will stick to yon and reward
vou, and you shall have billets and Pay and
compensation.’’

Mr, Green: ‘‘You e¢an live without work
if you will only scab.’’

Hon, T, WALKER: All through, the em-
Ployers have used the (Governments, and nob
least the Government of this State, or rather
the succession of Governments Western Aus-
tralia has bad of late. They have done the
work, and a member of the State Ministry
admits it. Mr. Colebatch admits that the
blamae lics at the door of the shipping ring.
The Attorney General, in defending the ap-
pointment of Mr., Lazarus, has said that that
gentieman does not belong to the shipping

ring. But Mr, Lazarus does belong to the .

organigation of which the shippiig people
are a component part, and an important part.
He belongs to that federation in which the
shipowners join, to the combination of all
the rings and all the monopolies and all the
wealthy employers in Australia.

Hon. P. Collier: And Lazarus is well in
with them, .

Hon. T. WALKER: Lazarus is one of
them. 7Their interests are common,

Hon, P, Collier: He is one of their leaders,

Hon. T. WALKER: The shipowners want
to humiliate the sailors until they get them
down to their own terms. The chambers of
commence want to humiliate the general la-
bourera so that they can get them to kmuekle
down. There is in Australia—deny it who
likes—an actual, organised, intelligent eon-
spiracy amongst these people for the purpose
of erushing onee for .all the aspirations of
the toiler. That i3 what is going on
at this very moment in Australia.  And
it is one of these men the Government
have appointed a Royal Commissioner. I
want the world to know it. Mr. Lazarus
wag perfectly content to have the assistance
of the legal firm who are always engaged
by the employers, who have a finger in every
pie of the employers. Tlis Royal Commis-
gioner was perfectly willing to be assisted
by that firm of solicitors. It was only when
the reports published this morning brought
the seandal to light that the Government
sent down a representative. But there is
no representative up to date for organised
labour at that inquiry,

The Minister for Works:
vou send onef

Hon. T. WALKEER: Does the Minister for
Works mean to tell me that the nationalists
employed Mr. Jackson? Does he mean to
tell me that these men who are om
their uppers, who are living on the
doles of pnblic charity, who" have not a
penny to bless themselves with, have briefed
Mr. Jacksont

The Minister for Works:
surprised.

Hon. T. WALKER. The Minister knows
different. He Lknows that the brief for Mr.

Why &id not

I would not he

583

Jackson comes from the Employers’ Federa-
tion. He knows that the brief comes from
the people with whom Mr, Lazarus is assoc-
iated.

The Minister for Works: T do mot know
it, and yon do mnot kmow it either.

Hon, T. WALKER: Technically the Min-
ister may not know it,

The Minister for Worka: Nor practically.

Hon, T. WALEKER: But the Minister
knows that it is impossible for these men
to employ Mr. Jackson. They: say they are
starving.

The MJmster for Works: Mr. Jackson
may be doing it as some solicitors do, on
the chance of winning.

Hon. T. WALKER: The Minister has his
tongue in his cheek when; he says that. The
firm I allude to do not do legal work for
charity,

The Minister for Works:
that.

Hon, T. WALKER This is another proof
of the' organised effort to whitewash, the
nationalists, to afford the Grovernment an
excuse for rewarding or bribing them, for
holding out inducements to all workers to
betray their fellow men when a crisis comes,
to offer a greased path to slip upon. That
jg all this Commisgion- ig, - No member of
the genmeral public can have confidence in
the Commigsion' in K any sense whatsoever,
Now for the absurdity of the Attomey Gen-
eral’s argument. He says this is a cheap
and expeditious method of doing the bus-
iness, and he puts out. his hand and asks,

“Would you have every one of these men
going into the Supreme Court with a claim
for damages?’’

Hon. P. Cellier: What an. absurdity!

Hon, T. WALKER: That is from the
Attorney Gevperal of the Government. It
only shows the hypocrisy actuating the Gov-
ernment all through this matter.

The Minigter for Works: There is no
hypoerigy, The Government have done their
duty.

Hon, P. Collier:
ig hypocrisy.

Hon. T. WALEER: The defence made by
the Attorney General is unquestionably hypo-
critical. What is his argumentf That this
Commigsion is cheap beeause in the absence
of it we might have all these men going
into court with claims. But every man in
this Hounse knows that there is no claim
on which to get a footing in our courts
for damages; none whatever. There is no
econtract that is binding. What is the ob-
ject of the inquiry¥ To see whethen there
is a moral elaim on aceount of some pledge
that is alleged to have been given Not oue
of these nationalists could go into a, court
of Jaw. If they could they would have done
so befors this. Tt only shows the hypoctisy
of the defence. Tg uwse that argument is
ehildish to 2 man of ecommon sense. There
is ne claim whatever on a legal: basis on
the part of any of these men, and under
these eciréumstances the argument used is

I did not say

The defence offered here
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pure sobterfuge apd dust-throwing and is

unbecoming to the distinguished position of
the Attorney General of the State. The
Attorney General scemed to make: a point
that the Ewmpire was in danger and the
whole eircumstances of the hour required
sacrifices, and that these men made the saeri-
fiegs. Of course he was shifting his grounund
when he said that, and on that score he
claimed that they should have some recogni-
tion. What sacrifices did they make, and
why did they need to make them? They
got the saerifice of employment and remun-
cration whilst their comradez were starving!
They got the comforts and the benefits
of favoured labourers, most precionsly pre-
served, and the other workers had to take
a back seat. Can that be called sacrificat

The men in 1917 were asking for
common fair play and justice. They
refused to load one steamer for the
reagons which I have given. They vol-

untarily offered to load troop ships and were
prevented from doing so. They would have
done that without pay, This dispute would
have been stopped within a week if the ship-
pirg firms had not prevented it—this Epn-
ployers’ Federation, of which Mr, Lazarus
is a meinber.” It was not stopped through
iy failt' of the wharf labourers, the or-
ganised unions, but it was eontinued because
of the obduracy' and malignity, and the
resolve to crush the workers, on the part
of the shipping firms of Australagia. Then
tame the deserters of their comrades and
the tools of the bosses, and to say that- those
men are deseérving of special treatment. ia
to reverse. the course of hvman nature. There
is n'othing honourable or noble in that; therc
was something uoble in sianding by com-
rades in the bour of adversity, and even sece-
ing the sufferings of wives and children for
the sake of the cansd they espoused. There
ia no honour in the nationalists’ desertion
of their canse. Why is the Commission
necessary to inquire into the matter now?
The wer is' over, the emergency has gone,
anid the hysteria which existed at'that period
which disconeerted every judgment from
the normal—our having passed that stage
we ean look the facts fairly in.the face and
apportien blame as it is deserved. If we
do that, we shall see the gross seandal—I
was going to say a erime—against humanity
in the appointment of Mr. Lazarus as the
symbol, the personification of ome side of
the struggle. that is past, the appointment of
him as a judge over his own comrades, to
determine as to the conduct of: his fellows
in the same cause, as against those fighting
for the rights of their fellow men.

Mr. MUNSIE (Hannans) [835)]: Per-
sonally, I do not believe there is any mneces-
gity whatever for a Royal Commission o
deal with thiz matter. Next, if there is any
necessity certainly the wrong man has been
appeinted Commissioner. I do not believe
there was any necessity for a Royal Com-
misgion, Had the Nationalist workers left
the wharf in domplience with the condi-
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tions under which tney signed on to work
at the wharf, and ther ecould not get other
employment, I would have been prepared
to say they were deserving of some recom-
pense. But from the day the trouble in
1917 was settled and those men remained
on the wharf, in my opinion they became
scabg of the worst order and were not en-
titled to any compensation from that time
on. The Cominission has been appointed
for a definite purpose laid down according
to the notice given to the Press. The prin-
cipal purpose is to find out whether there
is any obligation on the part of the Gov-
crnment to these men. I do mot believe
there is any obligation at all, even though
the then Premier, Sir Henry Lefroy,-wrote
to the Nafionalist organisation admitting
that he wounld, on bebalf of the State Gov-
ernment, honour the pledge made by the
Prime Minister. To show that the then
Government did not believe there was any
necessity, or that it was the intention of
the Govérnment that these men shonld work
on after the trouble was over, I might quote
these remarks made by Mr. Colebatch-—-
The employers in writing to me said
they had extended this preference at the
request of the Goverument, but I have
shown the terms of enrolment by the
Government a3 well as the request of the
employers. The requests were not re-
sponded to by the Government at that
.- time—
and this is the point—
We did not respond to them hecaunse we
had no such -idea in our minds.
That was the Colonial Secretary at -that
time talking; that was his opinion. The
Government did not ~recognise that there
was any obligation on their part to sven
find these men a day’s work after the
trouble was over, and certainly the eondi-
tions nnder which they signed &id not war-
rant them having one day’s work either.
Let us see the case put up by these men
before: the Royal Commission. Take for
argmment’s sake that they honestly be-
lieved that when they went to work on
the wharves, they went there in the inter-
esta of the country. They signed a certain
contraat, and when the time came they did
not leave; they continued on. IF they are
entitled to compeusation for that, surely it
is only rensonable to say that the lumpers,
who it was said at the outset hrought about
the trouble. because they would nat load
flour on the ‘‘Minderos,”’ on account, as
they claimed, that it was finding its way te
Germany .
The Minister for Works: Was that their
only excusef
Mr. MUNSIE: No; I honestly believe
many of those men ctonseientiously believed
that that was true, and I would point out
that the statement has been confirmed since
by the Prime Minister in the House of Com-
mong, replying to a question asked by Mr,
Henderson. In the course of that reply the
Prime Minister admitted that foodsiuff
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from Awvstralia and New Zealand had found
its way to QGermany through Dutch terri-
tory. The hon. gentleman who is leading
the House at the present time, the Minister
for Works, made a statment that it was not
true that the lumpers had offered to load
troopships, or to load supplies whiech were
going to the Allies and to feed our boys in
the trenches. T give the hon, gentleman
the credit of making that statement,when
he believed it to be true.

The Minigter for Works: I said I had no
knowledge of anything of that sort.

Mr, MUNSIE: Then the Minister does
not read very much because, even after the
trouble had been on for a considerable time,
Sir Joseph Cook, who is Minister for the
Navy, made a distinet statement in the
House of Reprosentatives, that the wharf
workers in the Eagtern States had refused
to load troopships, and when he was chal-
lenged with the aceuracy of that the next
day, he was man enough to set inquiries
afaot, get the truth of the matter, and msalke
a public explanation in the House to the
effect that his first statement was not
c¢orreck.

The Minister for Works: How does that
affect Western Australia?

Mr. MUNSIE: T can get the actual words
that were used if the Minister wants thém.
The men here, through the presxdent of
their owr organisation, made a public state-
ment. that not only were the lumpers pre-
‘pared to load any troopship, or hospital
ship, but that they were prepared to load
‘hospital ships free of charge. On top of
that the Employers’ Federation, and the
other people who are prineipally contro]lmg
‘the ghief ne,wspapers of the 3tate, were up
to their eyes in misrepresentation at that
time and were continnally making state-
ments that the lumpers were refusing to
load hospital ships, and that beeause of that
action those vessels eould not get away.
The shipping companies refused te allow
the lampers to go on the boats to handle
the goods. Now we have a Royal Commis-
sion appointed to pay compensation to men.
What for! If every man who believes at
the time that he is doing something that is
right, and then discovers afterwards that
he has done something that is wrong, thinks
he can turn round and demand compensa-
tion from the Government, what position
wonld the State be in$ Take the case of
a member of Parliament. Heg might go be-
fore his constituents who declare that he
has done something wrong and they turn
him down. Should he then have the right
to approach the Government and ask for
compengation for having lost his seat? He

certainly has as much right to do that as-

the Nationalist workers. The Attorney
Genceral said that when the Prime Minister
made the statement he did, he believed it to
be true. I do not know exactly when the
Prime Minister made such a statement. He
delivered a speech from the public platform.
But T do want to say that I have my own
opinion of whliat he really believed in that
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instance, and am prepared to express it.
Instead of him believing it was true and
that he was acting in the interests of Aus-
‘traliz and the British Empire, he was doing
something to get back on the waterside
workers of the East, of whom at one time
be had been president, and who had turned
him down, and he was prepared to go to any
extent to get even with them. The Minister
for Works said he was not going to refer
to the whole trouble in Fremantle. There
were a lot of instances he could refer to.
He sgaid, ‘‘Look at the assault cases that
have taken place.’’ Yes, does not he know
that almost immediately after the trouble
was over there were eight members of the
lumpers’ organisation nrrested for assault-
ing Nationalist workers, The whole eight
of them eame before the court. It was
proved conclusively that four of them were
home in bed at the time of the alleged as-
sault, and that no assault took place by
any of the accused, and they were _dis-
charged, But what did the shipping com-
panies and the employers do? Immedibtely
these men were arrested, and they were let
out’ on bail, the shipping companies in Fre:
mantle said, ‘‘No, you cannot comeé on these

-wharves.’’ They were deemed guilty by
the shipping companies until they were
proved innocent by the court. The Press

boomed in" big headlines, ‘‘Assault on
Nationaligt workers.**

Member: Do you deny there were a.g-
saults?

Mr. MUNSIE: No. All T am serry for
was that there were not ‘more assaults. The
hon. member will get no sympathy from me
for scabs, make no mistake about that. -

Member: Would not you give them a
chance? :

Mr. MUNSIE: Yes. I will go so far as to
say that many of them were misled when
they accepted employment on the wharves,
and if they acted as men and left when the
trouble was over I would have forgiven.
them and allowed them to come back to the
unions. But to the others I say ‘‘No,’’ and
T will stop them if I ean. I will give them
2 chance to live the same as they gave me.
They did not think of me and my wife and
children when they kept me on dry bread.
I have every reason to be bitier to seabs,
and I always will be. Regarding the ap-
pointment of a Royal Commission, even if it
is justified, I say it is a public seandal for
this Government to appoint a man who is
a member of the organisation which is res-
ponsible, according to the actual letters
published by the Minister for Education in
his defence, for getting the Government to
give the pledge. Tt is an absolute and
standing disgrace. I do not want to deal
with the evidence, I hope hon. members
have read the evidence of the first day's
proceedings. Tf it had been a Labour Gov-
ernment in office and they had appointed a
Commisgioner, and the Press came out with
avidenca such as that which appeared in
yesterday’s issue of the ‘‘Daily News,’’
and if the present members of the Minia-
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terial benches were on this side of the
House, they would have stopped here till
ten o’clock to-morrow night from last night
in order to get the Cemmissioner ount, It
is an absolute and deliberate scandal. Then
we have the Attorncy General offering amn
execuse. But, unfortunately for ‘him, the
member for North-East Fremantle got in
first, and told us exactly what happened, be-
cause he knows. And the Attorney General
comes along and reads the corrected state-
ment by the Commissioner himgelf,

The Minister for  Works: You know what
the member for North-East Fremantle saidf

Mr. MUNSIE: Yes, I was here. He said
the Commissioner to-day had endeavoured to
gontradiet the statement he made yester-
ay.
The Minister for Works: Did he not admit
it was a condensed repart? ‘

Mr. MUNSIE: He said that all the Com-
migsioner gaid was not there, but that it
was a correet report, The Commissioner
did say that the responsibility of the Gov-
ernment was recognised. We have had two
specches from Ministers to-night, one from
the present leader of the House (the Minig-
ter for Works) and the Attorney General,
- both of whom have admitted that the Gov-
ernment are reaponsible for the appointment
of the Royal Commission, and that they are
going to accept the responsibility. If the
Government did mot give guthority to the
Commssioner to admit their responsibility, he
ghould be removed.

The Minister for Works:
sider your suggestion.

Mr. MUNSIE: Otherwise the Govern-
ment are absolutely spineless. Suppose a
private individual appointed a commissioner
to inquire into his private affairs, and that
one queston was ag to whether the private
individnal had any liability or not; and sup-
pose that at the very firat sitting the com-
missioner said, ‘‘Yes, the responsibility is

. recognised.’’ What would the private in-
dividual do? e would eut the commis-
sioner out. He would have to do it for self-
preservation, In my opinion it is abso-
lutely true that the present Government
have decided to pay compensation to the
Nationalist workers,

The Minister for Mines: It is not correct.

Mr., MUNSIE: They ure afraid to take
up the responsibility without a Royal Com-
mission, and they have appointed a Royal
Commissioner who they know is biased.

The Minister for Mines: You have got
hold of the wrong end of the stick.

Mr. MUNSIE:. I believe it is the right
end.

We will con-

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. J.
Seaddan—Albany) [8.53]: The hen. member
who has just sat down has made a very im-
passioned speech, but he has said very little
about the matter. We are nof concerned
with the dispute- which arose in Fremantle in
1917,

Mr. Munsie: Yes, we are,

[ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER FOR MINES: We are
concerned a3 a Government with certain con-
ditions which arose out of that 1917 trouble,
and the promises that were given by the ex-
Premier (8ir Henry Lefroy). I was some-
what interested in the remarks of the member
for Kanowna (Hon, T. Walker) when he
said it was nhot desirable that the Govern-
ment should keep faith with a statement mads
by the then Premier at a public meeting
where some warmth was instilled into the
remarks, Ag a matter of fact, on that ocea- '
sion 8ir Henry Lefroy did not make any im-
passioned speech.

Hon, T. Walker: But the Prime Minister
did. ’

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The Com-
missioner refers to the Premier’s promise and
not to that of the Prime Miniater’s, Sir
Henry Lefroy wrote a letter. That is not
making a statement in the heat of the
moment at a public meeting, and therefors
we are surely in duty bound to give some
consideration to the contents of that letter.
Some difference of opinion has arisen as to
what was intended by Sir Henry Lefroy in
that letter, and how far the Government ara
bound to aseist the Nationalist workers on
the wharves. I am not going to discuss at
this stage whether they were justified in
taking employment or not. In my opinien
those who were emplayed took employment at
a time when the Government demanded their
aggistance, and they should not be comaidered
in the light of scabs, On the other hand
there may be something said about those who
came and took casuwal employment. I want
the Commission to tell us who are entitled
to consideration. They are all saying they
are entitled to consideration. I asay all are
not. If any are entitled to consideration we
ghould give it to them, but I am not a party
to giving consideration to cne single indi-
vidual who is not entitled to it. The state-
ment has been made that some of the Na-
tionalist workers came and went to suit their
convenienee. They are not entitled to con-
sideration. T want it settled once for all
who are entitled to consideration, aed we
ean only pet it by this Commission. I want
to tell the hon, member who is making such
a noise about the Commission that the Com-
mission does not grant any compensation. It
can make a recommendation. We bave had
Commissions, numerous Commisaions, in the
past who have been called upon to make
recommendations, and whose recommenda-
tions have not been acted upon. We are en-
titled to weigh the evidence the Commissioner
colleets. That evidence is there for our con-
sideration as well ag for hia. He may make

_a recommendation based on the evidence be-

fore him, but we can also decide the issue
placed hefore him as well as consider his
recommendation. - Although it is true that
Mr. Lazarus is a member of the Employera’
Federation, I am not satisfied that every
member of the employing class is a rogue
and a vagahond.

Mr. Mungie: No one said they were.
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: It is tanta-
mount to saying it. T am satisfied that even
Mr, Lazarus is able tc” give fair considera-
tion to the matters submitted to him. Hs
is not hearing the evidence in camers. The
whole of it will be known by the publie,
and where is the man who is foolish encugh,
holding the position Mr. Lazarus holds, te
take up an attitude of hostiliy to one section
entirely against the evidence for the purpose
of pleasing those who are oceupying the
Ministerial benchest I do mnot think that
Mz, Lazarus is built that way. I know some-
thing about the Lazarus of old, and:’my 8ym-
pathies are extended towards him, but his
suffering was nothing to what Mr. La,za.rns
is suffering to-night.

Mr. Munsie: He has admitted the Govern-
ment’s liability,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T do not
care if he admits it again, The members
sitting opposite are ag entitled to give evi-
dence as anyone else. The trades hall ecan
take along such evidence as they ean pro-
duce, and their members can judge of the
netion finally taken by the Government as
to whethar they were homest or not.

Hon, P. Collier: I am going along to-
morrow ag representing a newspaper.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I do not
know that the hon. member would be ob-
jeeted to, Probably his presence might cause
some of the witnesses to tone down their at-
titude. The fact remains there are really
only one or two points upon which the Com-
missioner is entitled to express an opinion
and make recommendations. One is in re-
gard to the previous employment of these
individuals known as national workers,
whether they had been exclusively- or only
casually employed on the wharf, their chance
of future employment, and whether distress
exigts to the extent they claim. Would any-
body suggest that any member of the com-
munity, even the president of the Trades
Hall, might not give evidence onm oath on
any of those pointst Even if the Commis-
sioner were hiaged, he must make his re-
commendations on the evidence submitted to
him. The Commissioner has been asked un-
der the terms of his Commission, whether
such an obligation exists.

Mr. Munsie: That is the first thing he
hag answered.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is
for the Commissioner to answer.

Hon. P. Colliecr: He answered it the
first hour he was there.
The MINISTER FOR MINES: I do not

care about that. Probably he has answered
it- in his own mind.

Hon. P. Collier: It shows his unfitness
for the job. k
The MINISTER TFOR MINES: The

member for Kanownz (Hon. T. Walker)
will apprecidte the fact that a litigant in
the Suwpreme Court wonld be foolish to con-
clude that a remark; made by the judge dur-
ing the hearing: of the. case, would mecessar-
ily reveal what hiz decision would be.
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"Hon, P. Collier: The Commisgioner has

committed himself.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: But he
has not committed the Government, and I
want the hon. member to take my assur-
ance that Wwhatever the Commissioner’s
recommendations might be, they must be
agcording to the weight of evidence, Some-
one has to collate the evidence, and the
fact that the leader of the Oppositién or
anyone else objects to the Commissioner,
does not imply that there is any danger in
permitting the inguiry to. be continued, We
do not admit that there ia an obligation as
has bgen asserted by some of the men, but
we say that, if any obligation does exist,
the Commissioner shall find to what extent
it exists,

Mr. Munsie:
into that?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The Com-
missioner is inquiring into that, but seo far
the evidence bas come from only one quask-
ter.  There i3 nothing to prevent the hon.
member from appearing before the Commis-
sion. Let him appear; we want all the facts
in order to arrive at a fair and just con-
clugion,

Mr.
it. .

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I do not
consider it in the nature of a baby. It is
one of those things the Government have to
inguire into, and bhear the respomsibility for
any action they take as a result of the in-
quiry.

Mr.
step. )

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There is
the advantage that it was well wrapped up.
Members of the Opposition are msking a
clamour over this matter simply for pelitical
purposes. -

My, Jones:
do. ’

The MINISTER FOR MINES: After
the disclaimer implied by their langhter, T
wonld not like to insist on my statement
that my friends opposite had any such in-
tention.

Mr. O’Loghlen: You did not appomt
Lazarus for political reasons.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I did not
appeint him; the Government wére respon-
gible for the appointment.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Did the Government ap-

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Then why did not the
Government make a-more suitable appoint-
ment? .

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The hon.
member suggests that we ashould have got
someone removed from party. ‘

The Minister for Works: - I do not know
wherg you could get such a man.

The MINISTER ¥FOR MINES: The
only place would be the Albany electorate,
where there were G30 electors who took no
interest in the recent contest,

Why did not he inguire

Munsie: You have the baby; carry

Mungie: It was left on your door-

That is just what you would

‘point him for political reasons?
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Mr. O’Loghlen: Why not get ome of
those?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The

Commissioner’s duty is mnot to decide this
matter, but 0 make recommendations to the
Government,

Mr. Munsie: If you had searched right
throngh the State, you could not have found
a more unsuitable man,

The MINISTER FOR MINES:
only a matter of opinion.

Mr. Munsie: Yours i3 only a matter of
opinion,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I con-
pider my opinion as valuable as the how.
member s, probably more so. The Gommis-
sioner will not decide the matter. The Gov-
ernment will decide it on the recommenda-
tion of the Commissioner and on the evi-
dence submitted to him, and the Government
must earry the responsibility for thier ac-
tion. Until the Government take such action
there is ne cause for our friends in Opposi-
tion to become so warm. They might be
digsatisfied and they might feel they are
warranted in being dissatisfied with the ap-
pointment, but in view of the facte—

Mr. Munsie: The appointment of this
Commissioner is eommon talk in the streets,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The in-
quiry is being held dn -public; anyone hav-
ing. evidence to give is entitled to be heard,
and everything that takes place ¢an be known
by the public, Whatever action arising out
of the evidence and recommendations is
taken will he the aection of the Government,
who must bear :the responsibility, and there
is no reason for causing so much trouble
and making so much noise about it. I am
sure the leader of .tha  Oppesition will not
press: his motion beeause no good ean come
from it, Most of us would like to go home
at this hour of the night.

“Mr. O’Loghlen: Have youw particular rea-
sons for wishing to get away to-night?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes, and
I do not think ‘the hon: member would de-
cline an invitation to join me. It has been
said that a Commission should not have
boen appointed. I hold the contrary view,
Had the member for Boulder (Hon. P. Col-
lier) eome over to the Treasury benches and
found, as we did, that pledges had been
gwen by the Premier of the day, he, would

have been bound to appoint a Commission.
The whele point is, who should be the Com-
missioner? ~ The hon. member says Mr.
Lazarns iz not the most sunitable man for
the work. Of that, we ean only judge by
his, recommendations on the evidence sub-
wmitted to him. The member for Kanowna
knows that frequeatly 2 judge almost leads
counsel on one side to believe he is favoured
bacanse of some remark wmade during the
hearing, but when the decision is given, the
party who thought be was favoured, finds
out -his migtake. The same might apply in
this cage. The House should suspend judg-
ment so far as Mr, Lazarus is concerned
until his recommendations are. presented, and
the Government act on them or do otherwise.

That is

[ASSEMBLY.]

. N

Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder): I have the
right of reply. °

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member has no
right of reply on a motion for adjournment.

Hon., P. COLLIER: T think I have,

Mr. SPEAKER: Not on & inotion of Ehis
kind.

Hon. T. Walker:
motion,

Mr. SPEAKER: It is not a substaitive
motion. The motion has becen moved under
Standing Order 47a and is not a subgtantive
motion. There is no right of reply on a imno-
tion for ¢he adjournment. I could quote au-
thorities, but it is unnecessary to do so,

Hon. T. Walker: Tt has always been the

This 18 a substantive

practice.

Hon., I' Collier: Is it specifically set out
in our Standing Orders that there is no right
of replyf

Mr, SPEAKER: I think the hon. member

is relying on Standing Order 120.

Hon. T. WALKER: Standing Order 120

reads— ‘ .
A reply shall be allowed to a member
who has made a substantive motion to the

House, or mbved the second reading of a

Bill, but not to any member who has

moved an Order of thé Day (tot being the

second reading of a Bill), an amendment,

or instruction to a committee:
This does not ¢ome under any one of -those
exceptions. Thierefore it comes under the
general Standing Order. which allows the
right of reply. This ig distinetly a sdibstan-
tive motion hecause the hon. member could
insist on a vote being taken. The fate of a
{overnment has oftén depended on this form

of motion, and I have knéwn Governments to
be turned out of office on such a motion.
There, are only certain exeepiions mentioned
in Standing Order 120. In all other substan-
tive motions a reply is permissible. Had a
reply not been permissible in this case, the
fact would have been mentioned in Standing
Oider 120. )

Mr. SPEAEKER: I point out to the hon.
member I’ have ruled theres is no right of
reply on a motion for adjournment,  The
motion was moved under Standmg Order 413
which lays down special provisions. Conse-
quently it cannot be a substantive motion.
The member for Boulder is not in order in
replying.

Dissent from Speaker's Ruling.

Hon. T. Walker;
dispute your ruling.

Mr. Speaker: I would like to direct the
hon. member’s attention to **May,’’ 12th
edition, page 228, regarding the procedure
on urgency motions—

Mafters debated only upon. a substan-
tive motion eannot be submitted to the
House under this Standing Order.

The Standing Order referred to is similar to
that under which thm motion has “been
moved.

I regret I shall have to



[11 SEPTEMBER, 1919.}

Hon, T. Walker: Notwithstanding that,
we have our own Rules to guide us, and that
is scavcely applicable here. You know, Sir,
that if a vote be taken on a motion of this
kind and a majority vote for it, the fate of
the Government hangs upon it and therefore
it iy substantive.. Nothing could be more so
than the adjournment of the House, Stand-
ing Order 47a makes no reference to a limi-
tation of the ordinary rules of debate.

Mr. Speaker: Standing Order 472 specifi-
cally points out the procedmre on a metion
for adjournment.

Hon. T. Walker:
reads—

A member wishing to move ‘‘that the
House do now adjourn’’ under No. 47
shall first submit a written statement of
the subject proposed to be discussed to
the Speaker who, if be thinks it in order,
sball read it to the House; whereupon, if
seven members rise in their places to sup-
port it, the motion shall be proceeded with.

Standlng Order 47 stipulates when such a
motion ¢an be moved, and the matter which
c¢an be debated in respect of sueh motion.
Thevefore the ordinary rules of debate apply.
That in nowise limits the debate. It merely

Standing Order 47a

reguiates the method of procedure. It in-
troduces the debate 'to the House, but it
does not modify the order of debate This

is a specifie debate, whereon the fate of the
Government may rest. Yf we had the ma-
jority there eould be no ‘more severe vote of

censure against the Government, than this.
Is the hon. member dissent-

Mr, Speaker:
ing from my ruling$

" Hon. T. Walker: T am, because dur own
Standing Orders provide® all that is. neces-
sary. We have recourse to ‘‘May,”! and
even that does not at all depnve a member
from the right of reply, does not in the least
limit the nature of the debate, so far as the
rules go, but only limits the snbjeets that
can he dealt with. Our own rules are if any-
thing more éxplicit, for when specific excep-
tions are given to a particular course, those
excepted subjeets are the limitation. The
exceptions being given, means that the sup-
ply of exceptions has been exhausted. We
have that course taken in Btanding Order
120, aud the clear logical conclusion is that
all subjects outside of those specially men-
tioned are open to the uswal course of de-
bate. There are certain things upon which
one cannot reply, and they are mentioned.
The a('l]oummcnt. of the House is not one of
them. This is a debate like all others, and
" whilgt it has to be introduced in a given way
and certain formule have to be obaerved in
moving it, onee it iz launched it is an ordin-
ary debate and follows the rules of debate.
In every other case I have known, where it
has been so desired, the mover of the motion
has the right to reply; otherwise he is
placed at 2 d:sadvantage. We have special
exceptions given in Sta.ndmg Order 120, and
this class of debate is not mentioned among
them; and in all other classes the ordinary
course of debate ia followed.. It is one of

‘of Australia. -
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the most respected privileges that the mover
of a motion should have the right of final
reply. In the circumstances I move—

That the ruling of Mr. Speaker be dis-
sented from,

Mr. Speaker: The hen. member has moved
to ‘dissent from my ruling. He is relying
upon Standing Orfder 120, which sets forth
that the right of reply to a substantive
motion is allowed. The motion before the
House iz nmot a substantive onme. It could
only be admitied under Standing Order 47,
and Standing Order 47a makes the ncoessary
provision for its being placed before hon.
members. It is before the House as a matter
of urgency under Standing Order 47. That
being so, it cannot be a substantive motion.
Hon. members will see that I am only fol-
lowing 'the custom of the Hounse of Commons,
The ruling given there by the Speaker on a
similar motion was that a member has no
right of reply on a inotion for the adjourn-
ment. I do not know of a caseé in this House
when a reply has been made on a motion of
this nature. In view of what is laid down
in “"May?’ I could do nothing else. I hope
the hon, member does not think I desire to
curb. the' privileges of 'any hon. member by
withholding the right of reply. I desire 'the
freest ‘liberty for members in that respect,
but I éannot go against the accepted custom,
which is mad¢ perfectly clear in the Stand-
ing Orders.

"Hon. T. Whalker: I withdraw my motmn

Motmn by leave: mthdrawn

chate resnmeri '

Mr. ‘JONES (¥Fremantle} [9.22]: I had
not -intended to speak to this wotion, but
the sudden. Punch-and-Judy-like appearance
of the Mlmater. for Mines in the "debate at
the last moment impels me to add a few
words. I do not intend to refer in the terms
other hon. members have used to the appoint-
ment of Mr. Lazarus as Royal Commissioner.
In fact T believe this is one of the most
congistently honest appointments the Govern-
ment have ever made. Those of us who en-
deavour to study the history of society scien-
tifically must admit that the Government in
their funetions and acts represent the trusts
and combines and the Employers' Federation
Consequently, when they have
business to do, what more natural than that
they should appoint a. willing, obedient, and
gervile servant of their class to ecarry out
their wishes?

The Minister for Works:+ What an xma.gma
tion you have!-

Mr. JONES: It is my imagination which
epables me to see the injustice of many of
the actions of the Minigter for Works. I
would that he, too, had a little imagination.
It might enable him to see higher than the
swarm of black geese which unfortunately
inhabit so many’ of the spaces of his mind.
My, Lazarus is. not, as the religiovs editor
of a newspaper informed me to- -day, ap-
pointed upon biblical authority. I believe it
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can be found in Sacred Writ that a certain
beggar named Lazarus lay at the gate full
of seabs. He has been appointed because he
is a memher of the one big nion of em-
ployers, the union which the Government
represent.

The Minigter for Works: Nonsense!

Mr. JONES: The Minister for Mines de-
clares that members are endeavouring to make
political capital out of this Royal Commis-
sion. I am more concerned in making indus-
trial capital ont of it. I want to proteect the
interests of those organisations which have
been so patiently built up by yesrs of work,
of thought and of sacrifice on the part of the
toilers all over the world

The Minister for Works: But you have
never worked!

Mr, TONES: I do not know why the Min-
ister for Works should always accuse me of
not working. I ecan assure him, if he wishes
it, that T do mot look on it as an honour to
work, or to do what he means by work, but
what is really hard, brutalising, degrading
toil. I do not look on that ss an honour.
Posgibly the Minister for Works likes that
work which is toil.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Heo works his head pretty
well in every Government to drop his ehief,

Mr. JONES: He works his head in ‘that
regard almost as well as does Mr, Lazarus
in getting himself appointed to every Com-
mission. I regard the Minister for Works as
I regard Mr. Lazarus, as being merely the
result of heredity plus environment, and in
consequence I regard him more in pity than
in anger when he throws his inane inter-
jections across the Honse.

The Minister for Works: A
ment troly!

Mr. JONES: Mr. Lazarus has been ap-
pointed on a Commission, the objects of which
were ontlined by the Attorney General. The
main point of that Commisaion, however, has
been emphagised by the member for Kan-

- owna, who gaid that it is really an effort fo
provide reward for those whe betrayed, who
scabbed upon their fellow workers in a time
of crisis. There can be no dispute about
that. The Commission has been appointed
with the sole objeet of placing a gilded hale
around. the 30 pieces of silver which will
ever be the reward of apostaey, of betrayal
of an individual or of a eclass. The whole
proceeding has the appearance of a well writ-
ten farce; of a scenario for a picture film.
The evidence ig called cxactly as Mr. Laz-
arng, the stage manager, direets it shall bhe
called. The president, the sceretary, and the
viee-president of the National Workers®
Union—it is rather an insnlt for the word
union to be used here—are called one after
the other, and their names are published in
the Press, together with the evidence they
give. Consequently, if false statements are
made, if the seeretary declares that he has
s wife and three children to support

Hon, P. Collier: It is not corréct.

Mr. JONES: In such cases 'we know who
has made the statements.

pretty argn-

[ASBEMBLY.]

Hon. P, Qollier: He shovld have move
than three children or one wife. . -

Mr. JONES: We may be able to correct
the statements of this secretary of the
National Workerk’ Union—I am so used to
calling it a seab union that it is very hard
to give it the official title. But immediately
the chief officers of. the orpganisation have
given evidence, the stage manager alters the
seene, No more names are to be published;
absolute secrecy is introduced into the pro-
ceedings of the Commission.

Mr, Green: The Minister for Mines says
that ecverything ean be known.

Mr. JONES: The Minister for Mines says
a lot of things. He tells us that we can
take his assurance, while he knows full well
what members on thiz side of the House
have suffered through taking his assurances.
Secrecy ia adopted in these matters in order
to side-track the public mind, in order to
bulldoze the people of this country into be-
lieving that a Commission has really sat and
taken evidence and has really decided that
these men should be compensated. What &
farcical Commission! Here we have the At-
torney General telling us that the Govern-
ment had every reason to believe that eoun-
gel would not be appointed to appear hefore
the Commisgion on behalf of the National
Workers' TUnion, What does he mean by
““having every reason fo believe?’’ Does he
mean that he had the assurance of this see-
retary with the wife and thrée children?
Or did he have an assurance from the Min-
ister for Mires? Of course eounsel appears
and takes part in the scenario which is
being played in order to save the Govern-
ment’s face. Then the Government tumble
to the idea that this looks bad, and that the
public will be talking about this charitable
and philanthropic lawyer who is appearing
for the poor national workers while the Gov-
ernment of the State are letting things go
by default. The Goversment say to them-
gelves, ‘“We are not represented there to
eross-examine Mr, Williams as to whether
he really has a wife and three children. We
are not there to ask questions or get any

information from the witnesses, We must
have another puppet. We must introduce
another character into that scenario.’’

Upon the introduetion of that character into
the play, one would expect to see the comedy
played on orthodox lines. The solicitor or
barrister representing the Government in
this inquiry does the thing which, I believe,
lawyers uvsually do when taking a brief at
a few minutes’ notice. He asks for a short |
adjournment of the proceedings in order that
he may have a chance of studying his case,
%0 that he may fairly and properly represent
the Government who will have to pay the
already arranged amouonta of maney to the
l6yalist workers. Mr. Lazarus, however, in-
spired perhaps by his fellow-commissioner,
Mr. JJackson, or inspired perhaps by the sec-
retary with the wife and four children, says
that he really believes the consequences of
an adjournmeut would be serious. Berious
for the Government? Serious for the tax-
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payers of Western Australia, who will have
to foot the bill that Mr. LazaTus makes out
in favour of the loyalists? Serious for this
Houge? No. Serious for the loyalists con-
cerned. What an unbiassed judge! What
a Daniel eome to judgment! Sericns for the
men whose c¢ase he is judging. The whole
thing recks with partiality, reeks with bias,
reeks with the fact that this man is the
mere puppet of the Government, who are
functioning for the Employers’ Federation
and trying to save their face by appointing a
Royal Commission to allot payments which
the Government have already decided upon
making.
The Minister for Works: Rubbish!

Mr. JONES: Anything is rubbish with
which the Minister does not agree. All
throwgh this piece which has been played
during the last 18 months, the Government
have shown their readimess to finance to any
extent the men upon whose claims Mr. Lasz-
arus is now gitting in judgment., Thousands
of pounds have been spent in feeding and
proteeting those men from the time they
went on the wharves. Money has been apent
from all kinds of sources, including, possibly,
that secret service fund of which I hope we
shall get particulars in a few days. But
every peuny of the expenditure has come out
of the pockets of the tazpayers of this State,
In addition, some¢ compensation has already
been paid to the national workers, compen-
gation totalling £3,046 1s. That amount,
we are informed by the Government has
been paid to the national workers' during the
period between the 20th April and the end
of May last. And that is not reckoning the
rations and relief received from the Chari-
ties Department by the secretary with. the
wife and four children and by the others
who have been forced to apply for doles. All
through there has been evident a readiness
on the part of the Government to pay com-
" ponsation and give money to the national
workers, At the time of the revolution in
Claremont, when five or six lumpers went to
that suburb and the Government heard
there were 500 lompers on the march, when
the national workera holding a meeting there
were forced to take up their belongings and
flee from the hall into the street, the presi-
dent, according to- his evidence before the
Royal Commission, had. £300 in a bhag.
Among these apostles he evidently was the
man who earried the bag, I wonder where
he got the £300. Perbaps he was going to
ray Mr. Jackson with it. Really and truly,
in the matter of this Royal Commisgion

the Government must admit that they have

not acted fairly by those people in' this
State who, unlike mysélf, still believe that
the Government act up to their function of
representing the whole people.
those who will not admit, as I do, that in
this matter the Government have acted
class-congciously, have appointed a faithful
member of their own class to do the work
that they themselves will not do. The ques-
tion whether the National workers are en-

have already decided to

I refer to
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titled to compensation, I shall not discuss
to-night. Personally, I do not believe they
are. But the Government say they want
a Commission; let them have one. The
Government have c¢reated a ‘‘Keystone’’
farce of a Royal Commission, and Ministers
know it. It is unfair to the people of this
country, to the workers who will have to
bear the cost of whatever compensation
may be awarded, not to give them a better
tun for their morey in the shape of & fairer
Commisgion, not to give them a Commis-
sioner who will, without bias, declare what
man shall and what man shall not reeeive
the 30 pieces of silver that the Government
pay as the wages
of apostasy. ’

Question (adjournment) put and nega-
tived.

QUESTION — RAILWAY FREIGHTS,
PYRITIC ORE.

Mr. GREEN asked the Minister for Rail-
ways: 1, What has been the total tonnage
of pyritic ore carried by the Railway De-
partment for the superphosphate manufae-
turing companies of this Statet 2, What
has been the average rate of carriage per
ten per milef 3, Have certificates been
furnighed from time t6 time to the Commis-

‘sioner of Railways as to the mineral value
contents of thegse ores, in accordance with

page 71 of the railway rate book$ 4, If so,
what is (a) the total amount of the addi-
tional railway rates paid? (b) the addi-
tional rate paid per ton per milet

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, The total tonnage of pyritie ore
to be uwsed in the manufacture of super-
phosphates ecarried from 1st January, 1918,
to 31st Aupust, 1918, amounts to 12,675
tons, 2, .273d. 3, Yes. 4, £15. 5, .035d.

QUESTION—MAIMED SOLDIERS, RATL
AND TRAM PASSES,

Mr. O’LOGHILEN asked the Premier: 1,
Is it a faet that the New South Wales Gov-
ernment have granted a free railway and
tramway pass for life to ome-legged sol-
diers? 2, Is it the intention of his (3overn-
ment to grant a similar concession to ome-
legged and blind soldierst

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (for the
Premiér) replied: 1, Yes. 2, The matter is
vnder considaration,

QUESTION—STATE SAWMILLS,
PROJECTED SALE.

Mr. BROWN (for Mr. Smith) asked the
Minister for Works: 1, At what price are
the Government gelling tho State sawmills to
the French syndicate? 2, Is this amount
greater than the cost price of the mills? 3,

If so, how much? . 4, Does the sale include

the taking over of the powellising patents
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agreement? ' 5, Has he protected the inter-
ests of the present emp]oyees in the proposed
‘transfer?

.. The MINISTER I‘OR WOB.KS replied :
Thig _question’ was fully a.nswerad in the
“goursé of the statement I- uiade here last
mght - ' !

i

QUBSTION —PUBLIG SERVAN TE '
~ AGCRUED HOLIDAYS AND ATF.
' ENLISTMENTS. '

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN asked the Minister
for Works: 1, Have the Government paid all
the men of the Public Service and Railway
Department who .enlisted in the ALF. for
holidays accrued while away from the State
on active service? 2, If so, do the Govern-
ment intend to pay for acerued holidays the
State Engineering and Implement Works’
employees who enlisted in the ALF., simi-
latly to men of other Government depart-
ments, which payment they eclaim was pro-
mised by Mr. Bath, who was Minister in
control of the works at the time?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, No, but the matter is under inquiry, and is
recewmg attention at the hands of the Gov-
ernment. 2, No record exists of the slleged
promise by "Mr. Bath, but the question will
be dealt with as indicated in No, 1.

QUESTION — RAILWAY PROJECT,
NARRAMBEEN-BRUCE ROCK,

Mr. HARRISON (for Mr. Griffiths) asked
the Premier: .1, Has Mr. Hedges offered
to lend the State sufficient money to build
the : proposed railway from Narrambeen to
Bruce. Roek? 2, Has the offer been actepted
or reJectedT 3, Is the offer still availablet
4, Ts it his. mteutlon to lay the papers onm
the Table of the Honse$

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (for the
Premier) repled: 1, No. 2, Answered hy
No. 1. 3, The department are unaware. 4,
This has been done.

QUESTIONS (2)—REPATRIATION. .
Pastoral Holdings..

Mr. HICKEMOTT ‘(for Mr. Maley) asked
the Honorary Minister: 1, The number of
appleations -by returned -soldiers, and the
area selected from the allegedly good pas-
toral country north of the Murchison River
towards. Carnarvon? 2, Was an inspection
made by any official of the department with
a knowledge of pastoral pursuits before
these applications were considered? 8, Did
any of the applicants inspect this country
before selection? -4, Has a 'report: besn re-
ceived from a -person :insgtructed te ingpect
thig ; country: <recently, - ‘condemning it Eas
totally mswnitabie? .5, What-\pfogress has
been made sin regard: to boriitg -for artesian
water, in this area? ‘6, Tf ithe rarswer to
questi.on.N_o‘.. 4 is in theuaﬂirmatlve*-(a) Is

LASSEMBLY.]

it intended to continue boring for water, and
*(b) What action will be taken in 'regard to
the lessees who have already entered into
occupa.tmn?

The HONORA.RY MI‘S’ISTER replied:

-30 apphaatmus, 3,124,000 acres., 2, No,
hut inquiries rmade Justlﬁed the department
i’ believing the country suitable for pas-
toral purpeses. 3, No, 4, Yes. 5; Part of
the boring plant ha.s been sent to Woomme]
6, (a). No. (b) Suitable pastoral land will
B‘e found elsewhere. .

Midland Company’s Land.,
8ir H. B. LEFROY asked the Premier:
Is it a fact that the Government decline to
assist returied soldiers desiring to purchase
1and - from the Midland Railway Company?

The HONORARY MINISTER (for the
Premier) replied: No,

QUESTION—PEACE LOAN AND
. STATE REVENUE.

Mr. BROWN (for Mr. Smith) asked
the Oclonial- Treasurer: 1, Has he noticed
that the Peace Lean is being issued subject
to a proviso that subscribers will be exempt
from State income tax? 2, Have the Gov-
ernment consented to this latest encroach-
ment on the State revenue? 38, If not, by
what authority are the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment empowered to further arrogate in-
terference with our meang of taxation?

. The MINISTER FOR WORKS (for the
Colonial Treasurer} replied: 1, Yes. 2, No.
3, The interest derived from Commonwealth
stock or Treasury bonds dis exempt from
State inecome tax under- Section 52b of the
Commonwealth Ingeribed Stock Act,

QUESTION—MALLEE LANDS

DEVELOPMENT.
_ Mr. JOHNSTON. asked the . Homorary
Minister: 1, Have the Government considered
the following recent recommenilation of a
Royal Commission, namely, ‘‘Administration
of mallee lands.—That & apecial plan be for-
mulated to settle and -develop the mallee
lands, and that whatever form of administra-
tion be decided upon, the -Government pro-
cure from Sonth Austrelia a‘man thoronghly
versed in all matters “pertaining to mallee
farming, and especially -conversarit with the
methods and  conditions obtaining at Pin-
naroo and Yorke Peninsula: This, the Com-
mission considers, i3 essentisl if the lands
are to be expeditiously and successfully
opened np’’'% 2, Have the Government mads’
~the suggested a.ppm_ntment of an expert in
«ihalleo farming¥ 3, If not, de the Glovern-
“ient intend to make such an appointment in
-order ‘to assist gettlers in all parts of the
‘Btate: t& solve the special problems involved
Am the. elearing :and auecessful cu]tlva.tmn of
mallee lands?
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The HONORARY MINISTER replied:
1, Yes. 2, No. 3, When the railway line is
under construction this matter will receive
comsideration.

QUESTION — RATLWAYS, FIRE-
BREAKS.

My, JOHNSTON asked the Minister for
- Railways: 1, Has the Railway Department
bad a fircbreak plouglied along the Wagih-
Bowelling railway each of the past two
yvears? 2, Has the department this year
served notices on certdin land owners that
they must do this work, to protect their
properties from fire from the railway en-
gines? 3, What is the reason for this change
of policy? ] )

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYB re-
plied: 1, The first portion of this section
was opened for traffic on 20th November,

1917, being too late for the fire-breaks-to be.

ploughed that year. They were ploughed
last year. The scecond portion, Bokal to
Bowelling, was opened for trafic on 10th
December, 1918, again too late in the year
for this work to be done. 2, No. Cireulars
have been issued to the settlers asking their
eo-operation in the prevention of bugh fires
and suggesting that, shovld they consider
that any danger to their property exists
from fire, they should plough o fire-bteak
of say, eight or ten furrows on their own
land. A similar circular has been issued lo
the settlers along the railways throughout
the wheat-growing districts each year for
many years past. An agreement has been
entered into for the ploughing of fire-breaks

on the reserve each side of the line on the’

Wagin-Bowelling section this year, the
work to be complated by 31st October,
1919. 3, Answered by above. )

QUESTION—AGRICULTURAL WATER
SUPPLY.

Mr. HARRISON (without notice) asked
the Minister for Water Suppiy: 1, In view
of the urgent need of farmers to carry
stock, will he inform. the Hounse if he has
congidered the recommendations of the
Royal Commission on agrieulture in regard
to rating and the price of water from the
goldficlds water supply? 2, If so, when
may we expeet a pronouncement from the
Government on this matter?

The MINISTER FOR WATER SUPPLY
replied: 1, Yes. 2, The matter is being
congidered in connection with the Esti-
mates, and as soon as the deeision is arrived
at T will inforn the House.

ADJOURNMENT —SPECIAL.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W.

J. George—Murray-Wellington) [9.50]: I

move—
That the House at its rising adjourn
until Tuesday, the 23rd September.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 9.5 pm,
[24]

" the Premier:
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY—PRESENTA-
TION.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have to inform hon.
members that I presented the Address
agreed to by the House in reply to His
Excellency’s Speech on opening Parlia-
ment, and that I have received the follow-
ing reply from His Excellency:—

© Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the Leg-

islative Assembly: In the nmame and on

behalf of His Most Gracious Majesty the

King, I thank you for your loyal Ad-

dress. {Signed) William Ellison-Macart-

ney, Governor.
y

QUESTION—REPATRIATION
DELAYS.

Mr. THOMSON asked the Premier: In
view of the serious disability placed wpon
returned soldiers seeking land, owing to the
delay in ingpection of blocks, will ha take
into consideration the appointment of ad-
ditional inspectors in order to obviate de-
lays in the future?

The PREMIER replied: The matter is
under congideration.
QUESTION—SOLDIER  SETTLEMENT,

““MARYBROOK'’ ESTATE.

Mr, PICKERING (without notice) asked
Will he have thé special re-
port, referred to by Mr. Surveyor W. F.
Rudall in the matter of Mr. E, R. Bun-
bury’s estate, placed on the Table?

The PREMIER rveplied: I believe all the
departmental papers are on that file:

Mr. Pickering: I cannot see it there.

The PREMIER: I will have inquiries
made.

. BILL—PRICES REGULATION.
~ Becond Reading.

Debate resumed from ' 28th August.
. Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [4.40]:
When, in 1914, the Labour Government in-
trodueed and carried through Parliament a
Bill for the purpose of regulating the prices
of necessary commodities, there was much



