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©on very many occasions. And it may
have involved their departure from office.
It;does not involve their being ostracised
by society. . We have no justification for
accusing the Minister of dishonourable
<ollusion with Berteaux. What we have
accused him of is negleet of duty as cus-
todian of the funds of the State, and that
is a sufficient charge, in my opinion, to
warrant & vote of censure. Votes of
«¢ensure have been made against indi-
vidual members before as they have been
made against Cabinets, and when the
member for Kalgoorlie trys to bring in
thet question to obscure the issue raised
helis reducing the debate to a very low
level, indeed. I have no desire after the
jong discussion which has taken place,
to go infto this matter at any greater
length except to say that throughout
this State and the other States, it has
come to be regarded by men of all shades
of opinion and by men of all classes that
while it may be dishonocurable to do
certain things in private life, it is only a
trivial offence to take down the Govern-
ment whether it be by getting at them
through the Railway Department or
through the customs, and it is regarded
as & clever thing to take down the Gov-
ernment of the State. That is a wrong
opinion to hold, and we as members of
Parliament, should be above c¢ounten-
sncing it. It is because people will say
by the action taken with regard to this
charge that we are countenancing that
view which is held by so many, that it is
desirable we should emphasise our dis-
taste for such an opinion being held by
members of this House.

+ Question put and a division taken with
the following result :—

Ayes .. ‘- .. 20
Noes .. e .. 26
Majority against .. 6
Axyes.
Mr. Angwin Mr. McDowall
Mr. Bath Mr. O'Loghien
Mr. Beolton Mr. W, Price
Mr. Colller Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Gill Mre, Swan
Mre. Gourley Mr. Underwood
Mr. Heltmanno Mr. Walker
‘Mr. Holman Mr. Ware
Mr. Horan [ Mr Troy
Mr. Hudron {Teller).

Mr. Johnson 1

NoeEs.
Mr. Brown Mr. Layman
Mr. Butcher Mr. Male
Mr. Carson Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Monger
Mr. Daglish Mr, N. J. Moore
Mr. Davles Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Draper Mr. Nanson
Mr. Foulkes Mr, Osborn
Mr. George Mr. Plesse
Mr. Gregory Mr. J. Price
Mr. Hardwick Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Hayward Mr. Gordon
Mr. Jacoby (Telier).
Mr. Keenap

Question thus negatived.

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.
1. Electoral Act Amendment.
2. Transfer of Land Act Amendment,
Received from the Legisiative Council.

House adjourned at 11.30 p.m.

Legislative Hssembly,
Friday, 10th December, 1909.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

OBITUARY—-LETTER IN REPLY.
Mr. SPEAKER: 1 have received the
following letter from the representatives

of the late Mr. Robert Sholl:—

4251 St. Georze's Terrace, Perth.

The Speaker, Legislative Assembly.
Dear Sir,—On behalf of my mother
and the other members of our family,
1 have to thank you and the members
of the Legislative Assembly for your
kind note expressing your sineere syui-
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pathies for ns in our great loss, and
also for the kind references made by
your Assembly on Tuesday last to our
dear father. Ve all recognise and ap-
preciate the feelings of honour and es-
teem which prompted such kindly
words spoken by honourable members
of your Assembly. Thanking you
again for your kindness, I remain,
yours very sincerely. (Sigmed) Guy
T. SHOLL.

9th December, 1909.

URGENCY MOTION--RAILWAY EM-
PLOYEES’' GRIEVANCES.

My, SWAN (Noctb Perth) : Before the
urdinary business of the day is proceeded
with I desire, on a matter of urgency,
io move the adjowrnment of the House,
with a view to drawing attention to a
definite matter of nrgent importance,
namely, the sevious grievances under
which railway employees ave soffering
and which, if not remedied, may lead o
industrial trouble.

Seven members having risen in their
places.

Mr. SWAN said: In moving the ad-
journment of the House on this question
T suppose, as usnal, it will be considered
ithat it is done principally for the pur-
pose of obstrueting publie business; that
is the kind of thing generally attributed
to anxthing of the sort when it comes
trom this {Opposition) side of the House.

Mrv. Gordom: This is probably an ex-
eeption.

The Premier: Yon might have had the
courtesy to let me know you were going
to move ihe adjournment.

Mr. SWAN: Tt is an exeeption. 1In
respect (o the Premier’s interjection, I
may say | have not purposely been dis-
courteous to the Premier. Hon. members
will realise that when I say this is the
first time T have taken on the responsi-
hility of meving the adjournment of the
House, and it never ocentred to me until
1 saw the Premier this afternoon that
it woild he the eorrect thing to notify

~him.  After all, I think the Prem’
should realise qunite well that ther
nothing infentional on my part.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The TPremier: Oh. no, of course vot.

Me. SWAN : Moreover, 1 do not think
it is placing the Mpister in any very
serious diffienlty, because the whole of
the questions 1 intend to deal with have
heen very thoroughly discussed with the
Minister for Railways and also with the
Premier. T think Ministers are fairly
well seized of the points to be considered.
T realise that only in a case of urgeney
should n motion of this description he
maoved. T am nol going in for what the
Premier ealls “‘kite-fiving,”’ but on this
oeeasion T am satisfied that unless some-
{hing is done to set right the grievances
under which the railway employees, offi-
cers and men, are lahouring to-day, we.
in a very few days, will be face to face
with a serions industrial trouble. And
T am speaking as one who knows the
men. Al other times we have had trou-
hle with the railway employees, but on
this oceasion it s more serious than ever
hefore.

The Premier: It might have been fixed
up without moving the adjonrnment of
the House.

Mr, SWAN: I think reasonable efforts
have heen put forward, not only hy the
officers and men but also by members on
this side of the House, to bring about a
sottlement, but I must say that so far as
the Commissioner of Railways is con-
verned, he does not seem to realise the
sertousness of the position at all. With
regard {o the officers, it appears to me
that he has been so long used to seeing
these men ireated more like blacks than
officers of an important public depart-
ment that he thinks the worm will
never turn. I had 13 vears’ experience
it the employment of the Railway De-
parfiment.  As a represeniative of the
men, T have bhad trouble with Commis-
sinners of Railways, but at no time dur-
ing the 13 vears I was in touch with
the Railwav Department have the men
heen tres’ +ith sueh seant courtesy as
thex 1 seen treated hy Mr, Short dur-
i~ cerm of office. From the highest

. lowest he does not seem to serious-
» consider the rights of the men at all.
I want to try and make hon. members
nnderstand this position as clearly as T
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understand if myself. To-day in almost
every department of the railway serviee,
or at least so far as the Traffic Branch
is concerned, we have a seriouns state of
discontent. Theve are searcely any of
the employees of the Traffic Department,
wages or salaried men either, who are
not very much dissatisfied.

The Minister for Railways: Not if yon
can avoid it.

Mr., SWAN: I like that from the
Minister for Railways. The Minister is
tuking on a pretty tough proposition
when he sets me like that. I know aa
much about the railways as he does. I
have never attacked him, but I will place
the Honse in possession of some of the
things the Mipister has donme in regard
to the railways if he throws interjections
of that sort at me. I have no desire to
place him in an unfair position, and I
will zot allow him by interjection or in
any olher way to place me in an unfair
position, I have bad to battle for the
railway men for years, and that not be-
cause it was necessary on my own be-
half. I am not going to allow him to sit
quietly down and infer that I go out of
my way to create trouble.

Mvr. Hettmann : Throw a Blue Book at
aiw.

My. SWAN: I will throw some logie
at him.

Mr, Underwood: Logie will never hurt
hint.

The Premier: Oh, get on with your
case.

My, SWAN: I do not want the Minis-
ter to infer that I am taking an unfair
stand in this matter. No one is better
seized of the grievances of the railway
men than I am, and I want to place
other hon. members in the same position
as myself in regard to an intimate know-
ledge of the conditions of the employees
of this big department. I suppose had it
not been for my connection with the
organisation of these men I would not
have been here to-day. The Minister
will say this was the reason of my asso-
ciation with this particular organisation;
but, fortunately, my reputation is proof
against all the sneers of the Minister.
I am prepared to have my assoeiation

(74)
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with the railway men placed in the
broad light of day, notwithstanding the
cheap sneers of the Minister. I was say-
ing before being interrupted that I be-
lieve the Commissioner of Railways is
not as well seized with the diseonteut
that exists in the service as he should
be, although he is the indvidual! who is,
I think, very largely responsible for this
discontent, If hon, members analyse the
position of the Railway Depariment they
will find that the least discontent exists
in those departments about which the
Commissioper knows the least. I will
tell why this is so. The Commissioner
of Railways knows very little about the
Locomotive and Way and Works
branches, which is no news to hon. mem-
bers, and compared with other depart-
ments these branches are fairly content;
but the discontent is in the Traffie
Branch, with which the Commissioner has
been connected for many years in vari-
ous eapacities. He is very proud of tell-
ing how he oceupied the position of
porter and shunter and so on, hut he is
very forgetful of the duties he was
called upon to perform when he oceupied
such a position as that of a shunter. I
have heard him express solicitude for the
shunters, and he shows it by paying
shunters the magnificent salary of 7s. 6d.
a day, notwithstanding the dangerous oc-
cupation they are engaged in. This is
the way he shows his solicitude for the
people working under him. However,
first of all I want to deal with the offi-
cers. Their trouble is the most serious
among a number of serions grievances.
It was said by the Commissioner at a
conference that he had at no time re-
duced the salary of any officer. That is
incorrect. There are different ways of
reducing men’s salaries. I have said in
the House before, dealing with the ques-
tion of the wages men, that wages were
rednced after the arbitration award in an
indirect way, though the Mimister for
Railways then claimed that no reduetion
had been made. The reduction is made
something on these lines.” A man receiv-
ing from £120 to £130 a year is moved
into the position previously occupied by
a man receiving, perhaps, £190 a year,
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but his salary is not ineressed. This
thing goes on right through the service.
I will be told it is an isolated instance;
but I know it is net; I know it is praeti-
cally the policy of the Railway Depart-
ment; and I am going to insist on saying
il; and I am prepared to prove it not-
withstanding any arguments the Minister
for Railways will trot along direetly. I
do nui blame the Mimister very much;
he only takes the information given to
him hy Mr. Short; but I ean prove up to
the hilt this thing is done, and that it is
practically the poliey of the department
to use this means of reducing men’s
salaries. There are other instances which
are, perhaps, known to other hon. mem-
bers, for instance, where a stationmaster
receiving £190 is removed to the position
of a man with a higher salary but gets
Bo increase, while another man receiving
£130 is moved into his position and does
not get any inerease. What kind of
decent {reatment is that to mete out?
Even without getting so low down as
stationmasters it applies. The policy in
thig direction in the Railway Department
is sbsolutely rotten., The eountry is cry-
ing out for capable men f{o manage its
railways. We have not got capable man-
agement yet, and while Mr. Short is
there we are not likely to get it. The
Chief Mechanical Engineer, who has eon-
trol of the Locomotive Department, a de-
partment possessing one of the most up-
to-date workshops in the world, and some
of the most up-to-date locomotives of
their class in the world, and with every-
thing else in keeping, receives £850 a
year. He is an old friend of mine and
it is not at all likely I am going to attack
him personally. I am not even going to
say whether he has the capacity for the
position. I know that as a practical man
he has no superior in Australasia, but
whether he has the capabilities required
for controlling a big department like that
I do not know. I do know that where
we have a deparbtment earrying out the
important works carried out by this de-
partment, such as the consfruetion of
loeomotives and other big works, £850
is no salary to pay. There is no more
important work earried out in the Loco-
motive Departments of other States than

[ASSEMBLY.]

is carried cut here, and I know that in
the other States of the Commonwealth
we will not find men in charge of these
departments receiving less than £1,000 a
year. The only man who has not been
made to suffer a reduciion in salary by
this method of transferring to another
position is the Commissioner of Rail-
ways, and, of course, his salary is con-
trolled by Act of Parliament. Every
other departmental bhead is practically in
the same position as the Chief Mechani-
cal Engineer, and is not receiving the
salary he is entiled to for the position
lie bolds. If these men are not ecompetent
to eontrol these departments as they
should be controlled, the sooner we get

*men capable of doing the work the bet-

ter, and the sooner we pay better salaries
the better. Where a State is taking on
the responsibility of constructing its own
rolling stoek it cannot afford to have
cheap men in control, and if a man like
the Chief Mechanical Engineer is not
worth more than £850 he should be fired
out and another man capable of filling
the position should be imported or got
from somewhere. However, I want it to
be distinetly understood that I am not
saying a word against the capabilities of
the Chief Mechanieal Engineer, but I say
this iz where the principle of cutting
down and cheap and paliry manragement
starts.

The Minister for Works: He has not
been cut down.

Mr. SWAN: T did not say he had been.

Mr. Johnson: His increments have
been stopped.

Mr. SWAN: A man in his position
should not be subjected to £50 increases
and that sort of tiddley-winking. If we
want a man to conirol the Loecomotive,
Braneh in this State why not pay him
a decent salary of af Ieast £1,000 & year.

The Minister for Works: That is only
a matter of opinion.

Mr. SWAN: I have a strong opiniom
on this matter, and I have a great deter-
mination to give expression to it.

The Minister for Works: Is that your
trouble, the Chief Mechanical Engineer?

Mr. SWAN: I am only vsing his case
to emphasise the fact that this is the
principle that pervades fhe whole de-
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partment. The Chief Mechanical En-
gineer has not been very long in his
posilion, but the man previously ocen-
pying the position got considerably more
than £850 a year. If Mr. Hume was
considered eapable of filling the post why
was he not given the salary attached to
the position? We are losing money
every day while we are going in for this
cheap kind of administration. But, how-
ever, I am only citing his case to em-
phasise the fact that this is the policy
pursued by the Railway Department
from the top to the bottom; and it is
pursued with greater vigour the further
we gel down the ladder. The nearer we
get to the man starving on 6s. 6d. a day
the move bitterly they are pursuing their
dirty retrenchment and this paliry
policy of economy. I know perfectly
well the seriousness of the statements I
am making, and I know what I am talk-
ing about; I am not speaking without
my book. Stationmasiers have been
used in the way I have pointed out, and
night officers and telegraphists— in faet,
it is the policy of the whole department.
We have officers in various parts of the
service. How are these officers treated?
Funcy men on stations throughout
the State in the position of officers
in charge and night officers in respon-
sible positions, ealled upon to work 12
hours a might practically every night
in the year ! This is one of the griev-
ances we are ¢omplaining about. They
are working, it does not matter whether
it is Sunday or not, every day and they
get a yearly salary, but they get no eon-
sideration. Although they may be called
upon to work 10 or 15 hours on Sunday
it is not taken into consideration. They
get absolutely no consideration for Sun-
day work except a number of days off
during the year. A few years ago offi-
eers working 84 hours a week, as they
did at some stations, were given one
night off a week, plus their ordinary
arinwal leave.  That was much more
satisfactory than the position that exists
to-day. We are told that there is no re-
trenchment and lessening of privileges
to these men, but we find that position
has been altered, and to-day these men
are engaged every night in the year, on
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Sundays and every other day, and are
allowed 15 days’' leave balf-yeuarly,
which represents to themm a loss of 34
days in the year. That is all the leave
they get. They previously got cne day
a week in addition to their ordinary
annual leave. That s another of the
gricvances these people complain of.
Even in regard to officers whose incre-
ments are¢ provided for in the regula-
tions and distinetly laid down, and, in
my opinion, re¢overable by law, the de-
partment have failed to pay these in-
creases. 1 am given to understand they
are to be paid this year. For two yecars,
altbough the regulations provide the
officers must get £10 increases each year
until they reach £150 per annum, they
have not received any inereases. We are
told Mr. Short is going to be particular-
ly gencrous this year, and that because
he did not give them a £10 increase last
year he is going te give them £20 this
year. It has not oceurred to the Com-
missioner that he is taking these officers
down for £10 to which they ere legally
entitled. As a matier of fact he does not
think it is worth considering; but that
is the position. He makes a monthful of
the faet that he is giving a £20 instead
of a £10 incresse, but he does not say
anything about giving them the £10 due
to them Jast year. This is another of
the things these men ecomplain about.
The fact that he withheld that increase
for one year means that they are losing
£10 for every year during the period to
which these increases apply.  Another
case I know of in connection with the
officers is one that shows the same con-
sideration is evidently not given lo offi-
cers of the Raillway Department as is
given to those in other parts of the pub-
lic service. We have had a beautiful
scheme explained to us by various Min-
isters at different times as to the
method adoped for dealing with the re-
classification of the public service. Those
who had to be reduced on account of
their positions being classified at a lower
salary were reduced so mueh per year,
but those thit were below their mini-
mums were gradnally brought up te
them, bnt I know of the case of an offi-
cer in the Railway Department, with 15
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years’ service and an ivreproachable re-
cord, who was receiving £265 a year, and
who, through some retrenchment, or amal-
gamation scheme, was redmced £35 last
vear, and was notified that he would be
reduced a further £30 next year. In two
vears they reduced that man’s salary
from £265 to £200 and that afifer 15
yvears' service.  Perhaps the Minister
has no personal knowledge of such cases,
but that shows the Conunissioner is not
giving the man a fair deal. TUnless
members take some steps to see that a
fair deal is given to these men, the
time will arrive when the men will be
in a position to demand and get a fair
deal. That is their position to-day. The
Commissioner was evidently so used to
these men taking anything thrown fo
them that he thought they would never
turn; but the time has arrived when the
officers, having an organisation worthy
of being called one, and which is pre-
pared to place the men’s grievances
fairly and squarely before the authori-
ties, will fight for their position, and I
give Luem cvery credit for doing so.
The insinuation of the Minister was
absolutely wunfair that [ encouraged
them to be discontented. I have never
encouraped them, and 1 do not go round
{rying to siir up discontent.

Mr. Heitmann: I wounld do so, seeing
theiv pozition.

Mr. SWAN: Ewvory time a man shows
me that he suffers some injustice in the
Railway Department, or in faet in any
branch of work, I will try and get him
a fair deal. More particularly is this
state of things disgraceful considering

it is in a department which is the largest ’

revenue earning one in the State. The
Railway Department comes io the rescue
of the finances of Lthe country every year,
and the men who are the main factors
in bringing about the surplus are treated
in this way. Does the Premier consider
they get a fair deal? Does the Minister
think the Commissioner alone is respon-
sible for the surpius, and that no credit
is due to the men? Western Australia
is in a wonderfully good position in re-
gard to her railway serviee, for we have
some of the ablest officers in the Com-
menwealth.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Premijer: There are a terrible lo
of men wanting to get into the service.

Mr. SWAN: I suppose I know mor
railway men than anyone else in thi
House, and T ¢an prove the truth of m:
statement with regard to their worth
Then we have the advantage of most o
the men in the service being comparativel:
young. 1n the other States the employee
are nearly all grey-bearded men. On
thing that ean be said on that score i
that wibh the present Commissioner ther
is no danger of ever seeing any grey
bearded men here. I have lLiad o figh
this question of old men with other Rail
way Commissioners besides the presen
one, and will do so every time, Before
get away from the question of the officers
I want to point out that the chief griev
ance, after all, is the fact that they an
called upon to work many of the station
continuously, in some places 9 hours ant
in many places 12 hours a day. Th
Minister may question that, but I do no
believe either the Minister or the Premie:
if folly seized of the true position o
these men. I guarantee that if they g
into the question in detail and find ou
the hours these men work, and where the)
are continuously employed on fairly har
work, they will find that what I say i
correct. Tt is said tbai we are claiming
for men who are on stations where then
are hut two trains a day, ope-and-a-hali
time for Sunday. We do not claim any
thing of the kind, for we realise tha
where men only have two trains a da)
to attend to we should not bind the de
partment to the same conditions tha
should exist in the busy centres. If thi
real opinton, I am save he would say tha
lie believes with me that 'on the snburbar
stations. and in other stations where th
work is eontinuons, when the men ar
called upon to work on Sundays, thej
shonld be paid for Sunday work, Tha
is one of the men’s main grievances, anc
I am going to da all T ean to assist then
to have that grievance remedied. Any
thing further to be said on behalf of the
officers will possibly he said by seme other
member. The member for Murray migh
say something. I want members dis
tinetly to understand that the officers are
not the only ones eoncerncd in thi
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tronble. A very large number of the
wages staff are also in a state of revolt
against the existing conditions. I think
I'see an ineredulous smile ereeping over
the Premeir’s face, Lut there is no ques-
tion about what I say being correet. I
wani to point out what tosk plaee in
connection with the prineipal grievances
the men are labouring under. Lf mem-
bers follow me closely they will form a
good idea of the sort of fair-minded gen-
tleman we have controlling the railways
of the State to-day. Members will under-
stand that there are two large industrial
organisations representing two seetions of
the railway employees, apart from the
officers’ organisation. We have the En-
gine-drivers’, Firemen's, and Cleaners’
Union representing wall the running staff
of the Locomotive Department. They
form a separate industrial organisation,
and entered into a separate induostrial
agreement with the Commissioner, Then
there is the Amalgamuzted Society of
Railway Employees that represents men
of all trades and callings in the service.
There are men of practieally every ealling
that one eould imagine in that assoeia-
tion. There are also trades’ unions rep-
resenting various classes of men ewnployed
in the workshops. Owing to the fight
they put wp in bvgone days, the trades-
men have secured an eight hours’ day.
There is no question of 48 hours a week
with them. It is not because of the con-
sideration of this Railway Commissioner,
or any ofher, that the tradesmen are in
that position.,  They fought and won
those eonditions vears ago, and it is not
likely the conditions will be taken away.
The only move likely to arise, and one
which would be well taken, is a reduction
of those hours. Anyhow their eight
lours’ day is absoluiely secursd, but if
various Railway Commissioners had their
own way I daresay they would not -pos-
sesz Lhose hours very long.

The Minister for Works: That is un-
kind.
Mr. SWAN: I know the men I am

talking about, and I have no scruples
about saving what I think about them.
T had to fight those men when I was hard
at work in the department, but I took
good eare to give no chance to the hoss,
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or I would not have been there long. My
thirteen years’ association with the de-
partment was not because of the con-
sideration of any Railway Commissioner
or other ofticer. 1t was because they
could not get away from the fact that
they got good value for their money every
time. That is why 1 remained in the
service. I wonld not have been kept
there if T had given half a chance to the
officers of thé department to get rid of
me at the time when I took an active
part in unionism; and when the present
member for Murray was the Commis-
sioner I would have gone out pretty
quickly then if I had given the chance.
I Enow that for a fact. I did not get
a fair deal in the railway service, but I
never squealed sbhout it. No man has
heard me say that before, but I did not
get a fair deal; and the present member
for Murray when Commissioner allowed
me to be unfairly treated. A few years
ago all the employees I have mentioned
hesides the tradesmen were on the same
footing with regard to hours of duty.
The Engine-drivers’, Firemen’s and Clean-
ers’ Union moved in the direction of ob-
taining an industrial agreement with the
Commissioner, and, possibly through get-
ting at a soft spot on him, or more likely
because they were a powerful organisa-
tion representing 99 per cent. of the men,
they received a fair deal as to hours of
duty—48 hours a week being fixed. An-
ofher strong organisation, s¢ far as num-
bers are eoncerned, but not possessing the
same percentage of employees as mem-
bers of the organisation—and none re-
cognised that better than the officers of
the department—failed to gmet an agree-
ment, and they had to approach the Ar-
bitration Court. By virtue of the vigor-
ous fight put wp by the present membher
for Murray against those men in the Ar-
bitration Court, they were tied down to
96 hours a fortnight instead of 48 hours
a week. One eannot very well in the Rail-
way Department apply the eight hours a
day principle absolutely, but if there are
officers with brains, they can work the
department successfully on the 48 hours
a week principle. Those men went to the
Arbitration Court. T heard the member
for Murray conduct the case, and know
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$he arguments he used, and the result of
that case was as I have mentioned. At
the expiration of the agreement with the
Engine-drivers’, Firemen’s and Cleaners’
Union Mr. Short with his usual cleverness,
or one might even call it cunning, entered
into an agreement with them for a fur-
ther twelve months. He was honest
enough to tell (hem that be did it with
the object of getting the two agreements
to expire at different periods.

The Premier: Was nof that straight-
forward, and yet you said be was cun-
ning¥

Mr. SWAN: He was not so diplomatic
as others might have been, but the fact of
his moving to bring that abeuat, shows his
cunning, He knew well the position he
wonld have to face if these two indusirial
agreements expired at the one time, con-
sequently, he iook steps to continue the
old agreement, which embodied the 48
hours a week principle, for the Engine-
drivers’, Firemen’s, and Cleaners’ Union
for another lwelve months, and then he
set to work to deal with the other em-
ployees. He put in some very fine work.

The Minister for Mines: You know it
is fized up now.

My, SWAN: I know that an attempt
was made, but the Minister will know in
a few days that it is not fixed up. YWhen
it came to discussing the hours of duty
with the Amelgamated Society of Rail-
way Employees, who I suppose only have
about 160 men engaged in the running
department—and it is the only depart-
ment where there is any difficulty in work-
ing 48 hours a week—they had a split.
They failed to agree, and steps were taken
in the House lo discuss the matter with
the Premier when a cerlain eompromise
was arrived at. - In discussing this ques-
tion Mr. Short pointed ount that in one
locomolive depot, at Wagin, it cost £1,500
a vear to pay for time that was not
worked, and for overiime that was worked
by other employees to earry out this 48
hours principle. That was dealing with
the ormanisation which then had 48 hours
granted to it. Mr. Short used their posi-
fion and the amount of money it cost to
give them 48 hours, as an argument
agginst giving it to another body of men
who had half the nomber of men affected.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Even jnaking due allowanee for the fi-
gures to have been fair in other respects,
it would have cost only half as much to
give it to the Ainalgamated Society of
Railway Employees as it wounld to give
it io the locomotive firemen, drivers, and
cleaners, He asked the Premier whether
the State could be fairly expected to pay
that amounnt in order to apply this 48
hours a week prineiple, and the Premier,
I think, said he did not consider it would
be a fair proposition to ask the State to
go to that exztent to carry out this prin-
ciple, and Mr. Short replied that when
the other organisation’s agreemenf ex-
pired they would have oo chance of ¢on-
tinuing their 48 hours a week, When the
Premier had stated that it was a fair
thing, the men expressed themselves as
prepared to sign the agreement, especially
after the Premier had been called in as
arbiter. It seems to me that it amounts
to playing the confidence triek with these
men. The drivers, firemen, and cleaners
got their agreement renewed for ibree
years with the 48 hours a week principle
maintained, and I am pleased to see that
that was done. I know it was not done out
of the large-heartedness of Mr. Short.
They got that for the same reason that
the worlking man usually gets a fair deal,
namely, beeguse of the strength of the
organisation to which he belongs. That is
my eontention, and I care not what any-
one says, and it ecan be proved any day
of the week, that the only way in which
the working man can get a square deal is
through the power of the organisation o
which he belongs, and good luck to him.
The society, however, cannot help seeing
now that a trick was plaved on them,
and in what an unfair manoer their posi-
tion was placed before the Premier, T
do not think that any fair-minded man
can deny that there was a deliberate mis-
representation of faets on that occasion,
and these men in every corner of Lhe
State are crying out againet the unfair-
ness of having to work under condifions
which are different from those under
which other employees work. They are
now demanding redress, and they are
going to have it by virtue of this action
which is being taken in Parliament, or in
some other way. T know that an offer has
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been made by the Commissioner lo alter
the agreement to the extent, that at some
stalions, the more important stations, I
understand—he would allow the 48 hours
a week o operate, and at less important
stations 54 hours a week. That is the
condition of things that exisied under the
3903 agreement. It is a condition of things
that we fought very hard against at that
time, but we failed to break down that
54 hours a week., There was some argu-
ment in those days for 54 hours a week
in many of the country statiens, but a
ereat majority of these stations have in-
creased in their work to such an extent
owing to the rapid development of the
Ntale, that the men employed there are
entitled to the eight hours a day just as
they are at stations on suburban lines. If
hon. members representing agricultural
constituencies will look fairly at this ques-
tion they will agree with me that the work
at the country staiions is now as hard
as it is on the more important stations.

The Premier: What constitutes a coun-
try station in the generally accepted
term ¥

Mr. SWAN: Under the old agreement
there were practically only a dozen sta-
tions outside the metropolitan area which
were not considered conntry stations; sta-
tions like Geraldton, Kalgoorlie, Nor-
tham, Bunbury, and a few others. [
ask the Premier himself, seeing that he
travels hackwards and forwards to Bun-
bury very frequently, whether he has not
noticed that the work which is being ear-
ried on at these outside stations does not
justify the men working for eight hours
a day?

The Premier: What is Brunswick?

Mr. 8WAN: Under the old definition
Brunswiek would be a country station.

The Premier: Not a jonction?

Mr. SWAN: Yes, a junction, I know.
Anyhow there are only a few stations
which are not considered country stations
for the purpose of the 54 hours a week,
There are scores of stations in the State
that-have developed to sneh an extent tbat
they are thoroughly entitled to be plaeced
on the 48 hours a week system, and I
am certain that nothing else but this 48
hours a week will now prevent trouble
with the Amalgamated Society of Rail-
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way Employees. I consider they are
only submitting a fair proposition in
asking for 48 hours a week, and T am
satisfied they are determihed they are
not going to stop until they get if. I do
not think I need labour that question any
further. There are other employees iu
the various paris of the service who
have not their hours defined at all; there
are men such as linemen, I mean elee-
trical linemen, whose hours vary accord-
ing to the necessities of the work they
are called at all times to perform. I
know in their case it is not possible to-
define the hours they should work. The
department have the right to eall upon
them to work 24 hours a day, and seven
days a week if they like. In many cases
they work very many hours over a fair
day’s work, and up to recently the de-
partment worked them 12 hours a day
for every day of the week, Sunday in-
cluded, and if they lost a day the next
week it was stopped out of their pay.
We had a hard fight to get that rectified.
I believe the member for Murray had
something to do with fixing it up. These
men are in that position to-day that
their hours of duty are not defined at
all. I want to ask members what is
wrong with this State if we cannol give
a fair deal as the other Stafes give to
their employees? I know Ministers will
trot ont figures and make comparisons
with the other States, but I have worked
in the other States and I say that the
adverse couditions existing in Western
Australia do not find a place in any
other State of the Commonwealth.

The Minister for Works: AN round
they are hetter off here.

Mr. SWAN: In some cases they are.

Mr. Johnson: They are paid time-
and-a-half for Sunday work in Queens-
land.

The Premier: Night officers there get
a minimum salary of £100 as against
£140 in this Stute.

Mr. Johmson: I shall deal with that
question,

Mr, SWAN: I am positively surprised

at a fair minded man taking that view
of the question.
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The Premier: I only said they were
better off here than they were in Queens-
land.

Mr. SWAN: It must be taken then
that if they get fairly good treatment
there, they get exceptionally good treat-
ment heve.

The Premier: You putup an argument
that they are worse off here than in the
other States, and I have given you an
instance to show that they are not.

Mr. SWAN: There is no great credit
due to us in not adopting a system like
that.

The Premier: That is a queer argu-

ment.
My. SWAN: It is not a gueer argu-
ment. The Premier c¢laims that these

men are fairly treated.

The Premier: I never elaimed any-
thing of the kind; I merely met your
argument,

Mr. SWAN: Then you met it in a
very illogical way. With regard to the
men in this State as compared with the
men in the other States, I would like to
mention the case of the examiner. A
majority of hon. members will not know
what an examiner is. T may say that
although he is not a recognised trades-
man, his duties require almosi as much
knowledge as is required in any other
ealling in the railway serviee. There is
1o question about that. I think the Min-
ister for Works would have some idea
about the particular qualifications of an
examiner. An examiuner, alihough he
does not serve his time in the trade,
must have speeial knowledge to success-
fully earry out his work. He must be to
some extent a fitler, {0 some exient a
blacksmith, to a great extent a carriage
builder, and almost master of half a
dozen trades. He has to deal with prac-
tieal issues such as hot boxes, handle the
vaenum automatic brake as well as other
portions of the brake gear, and in this
great State of ours which is advaneing
according to Ministers by leaps and
bounds we are paying examiners the
magnificent ‘‘serew’’ of I think seven
shillings and sixpence a day.

The Minister for Mines: Examiners?
Mr. SWAN: Yes.
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The Minister for Works:
a day the minimum9

Mr. SWAX: The member for Bal-
katta reminds me that 8s. a dry is the
minimum. It is recognised that men in
this State should reccive a higher rate
of pay than those men working in the
Enstern States.

The Minister for Mines: The leading
examiney gets from 9s. to 10s. 6d., and
the ordinary examiners from 8s. to 9s.
6d.

Mr. BWAN: Yes, that is the maximom,
but it does not matter how men work
and slave, when the end of the year
comes round there are no increases.
There are men in the position of exam-
iners in this State who have been 8 and
10 years in the service and are still
earning the magnificent wage of 8 a
day. Taken all round these men require
quite as much skill as any tradesmen in
the department and there is a great deal
of responsibility on them for the safaty
of the travelling public, Year after vear
they work all hours, day and night, for
8s. a day. It is a comparatively dan-
gerous calling and yet they arve left on
the minimum. No jnereases have been
granted for years. The system of advane-
ing from the minimum to the maximmm
is tolerably well recognized thronghout
railway servicex in all parts of the
world, but in Western Australia for the
last few ycars comparatively few in-
creages have been given, and the prin-
ciple has been laid down of adopiing
the minimum provided by the Arbitration
Court. When the late Commissioner for
Railways drove the society, or shall T
say the society drove him, into tlie Ar-
bitration Court it made no difference.

Mr, George: I “licked” them, that is
all.

The Minister for Mines: What sur-
prised me was that they did not go to
the Minister.

Mr. SWAN: The men we then had in
the State were always prepared to give
a fair and square deal to their employ-
ees, I know a little about this for af the
time in question I happened to be pre-
sideni of that organisation. The Minister
for Railways smiles, as if he had a mon-

I not 8s.
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opoly of the knowledge of the question,
I happen to know a little and on what T
know [ awm satisfied that we goi a fairly
good consideration from the Minister of
the day, a consideration far better than
we can get from the present Minister.
From the time the Arbitration Court laid
down the minimum wage the inereases
have practically been abandoned. It is
only in the case of a favoured officer, o
under very execeptional eireumstances,
that any increases are given, and I say
this prineiple is absolutely unfair. I may
give hon, members an idea of how these
examiners of whom I am speaking are
treated in fhe other States. The award in
New South Wales sets out that for the
first year an examiner shall receive 8s. a
day. This makes it very definite. No-
thing is left to chance. It is laid down
that they must get their increases, In the
second year the examiner is to have Ss.
6d. a day, and in the third year 9s. This
is an award in New South Wales where
they are not eredited with paying high
wages, but where they have at least a
ereditable railway system.

The Minister for Mines: You are
quofing the highest wages paid in the
East.

Mr, SWAN: Unfortunately for owr
reputation as a liberal State, they pay
very much higher in New South Wales
than we pay in Western Australia. Will
the Minister say it is a fair thing that an
examiner should be employed for 8 or 10
years withont an increase, whilst we find
an award in New South Wales which
compels the department to pay examiners
in the third year 9s. a day? How is the
Minister going fo explain that? Surely
we can afford to pay our railway em-
ployees as well a5 the Eastern Slates pay
theirs. T do not want hon, members to
think I bave touched on ali the griev-
ances of our railway employees; I could
g0 on talking alt night and still be trot-
ting owt legitimate grievances of onr
railway men. I am pleased to think the
time has arrived when Parliament is pre-
pared to do justice by the railway men.
One of the worst treated bodies of men
in the service is thai of the shunters. I
have asked for a return to be laid on the
Table dealing with the number of aecei-
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dents that have occurred to these men
during recent years, and I am satisfied
that the return will be an eye-opener to
hon. members when they find the number
of these men killed and ioaimed annually
in the carrying out of their duty. It is
unnuestionably the most dangerous eall-
ing inside or outside of the railway ser-
vice. TUnless you pick out a couple of
the ehemical works in the old country
where it is practieally a living death for
the employees all the time you can find
no employvment where the same danger
exists as in that of a shanter. Whas
sort of treatment does the shunter get in
the way of payment? These are the par-
ticalar men for whom the Commissioner
for Railways has sneh consideration, see-
ing that he was a shunter himself at one
time. I am thinking he was not so big
round the girth at that time. If yon see
a shunter about town yon will nat find
him eorpulent; he is wmore like a grey-
hound.

The Minister for Works: The Commis-
sionet is not very corpulent, you know,

Mr. SWAN: Still he looks very well
in health. I do noi think his ealling takes
as much ont of him as would that of a
shunter., These shunters get 7s. 6d. per
day for working all hours, many of them
working 12 hours continually. The de-
partment works them over-time.

The Minister for Mines: They wet paid
for it,

Mr. SWAN: And any officer who vea-
lises the risk these men run when working
overtime, and still alows them to work
over-time, does not know his duty. If he
recoghises the risk then he cares nothing
for the men’s lives. Tt is of no use for
the Minister to interject in that way. For
their own safety these men should not
be allowed to work more than 8 howrs 2
day; they are compelied day after day to
work 12 hours, and the Minister says
they are paid for it. In many cases they
are not paid for it; they perhaps o oa
at 8 o'clock in the evening and are kept
working until 8§ o'clock in the morning,
and the next day they are booked off so
many hours to ent ont the overtime. The
justice of their claim to overtime is nokb
recognised. They are dog tired in the
shunting yard—and it most be remem-
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bered that a yard like that of Perth is
absolutely dangerons in broad day-
light under the best conditions. TIi is
perhaps the most dangerous yard in the
Lommonwealth. Yet these men are
working there for 7s. 6d. a day without
any increase, and if they get in a litile
overtime they are obliged to cut it out.
Is it any wonder that we find them chop-
ped to pieces every now and again{ Half
4 dozen of them are fo be found at the
Perth station alone with arms or legs
offi What -consideration is shown to
these men? One other matter I must
touch upon is the way in which the Rail-
way Department treats its old men. If
there is one thing more than another they
have reason to be ashamed of, whether
Minister, Commissioner, or any other re-
sponsible officer, it is the way in which
they freat their old and faithfol ser-
vants; and the lower these old servants
are down the ladder the less considera-
tion do they get. Then, presumably, hon.
members are surprised at me and think
I forget myself when I speak about the
Commissioner as I have done. Who am
I to eriticise if T do not eriticise him¥ T
think the Mipister is {0 some extent
responsible, but I recognise that he is
oot in toneh with all these details. For
this reason I hold the Commissioner
mainly responsible, and I will give it lo
him, here or outside, every time, just as
I have given it to hbetter Commis-
sioners. We have men in the service
too old to earn enough money to sunit the
Commissioner of Railways; we have one
man whose age is 43. His length of ser-
vice was 18 years, he has been a ganger
10 years. It will be readily understood
that these men, in many instances, are
not worked hard, but their occupation
compels them to be out in all sorts of
weather, and a man with a tendency to
rheumatism will develop it. This man
eontracted rheumatism at Northam and
asked for light employment, and for the
time being he was given a job cleaning
up the yard at Northam, but when the
retrenchment scheme came on they fired
bhim out. He was ineapacitated in the
service of the State, and yet they fired
him ont to starve; and it is wondered
why we ecriticise the Commissioner.
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Another case is that of a man named

‘Smith, a repairer at Midland Junction,

55 years of age, and with 21 years’ ser-
vice. In consequence of some paralysis
he was given weeding work at Midland
Junction, He has an invalid wife and
two children, one of whom is mentally
affficted and the other is 11 years of age.
These men have given long and faithfal
service, and have never at any time been
overpaid. I remember when I came to
the State they were working nine hours
a day for 7s. Of course they were in a
worse position then tham they are now.
Instead of 12 days’ holiday they got only
six days. These men have worked under
these conditions from 18 to 29 years,
and now we fire them out because they
are getting old and cannot do the same
work as previously. I want to say s
word about one Minister. He went down
to Fremantle a week or g0 ago and prac-
tically charged the unionists with pre-
venting these old men getting a living.
He is absolutely incorreet, and the Minis-
ter must know it. Having bad consider-
able experience in dealing with organisa-
tions that represent these men, I know
we have often had applications made to
ns under the Arbitration Act for per-
mission to allow these old men to work
for a lower rate of pay.

The Minister for Mines: Did you say
I made that statement recently?

Mr, SWAN: No, I am speaking about
the Honorary Minister. He said that by
refusing to allow these men to work
under the arbitration award we praeti-
cally foreed them out of the service.

The Minister for Mines: Look at the
uproar about employing men at Gs. 6d.
a day at Midland Junction.

Mr. SWAN: Who made the uproar?

The Minister for Mipes: Members op-
posite.

Mr. SWAN: That is one of the cases
the Minister unearthed in his defenee on
the last occasion. When the Minister
starts to talk ahout the workshops al Miil-
land Junction, I know ol@ men who are
not paid as much as they should be, and
I know men who are not old men who
are not paid as mueh as they should be.
However, the Honorary Minister told the
public this. It was an excellent oppor-
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tunity for him to have a slap at the
Labour party and unnionism generally,
He said that owing to the action of the
unions in refusing permission to work
under the arbitration minimum the de-
pariment were compelled to dismiss these
men,

The Minister for Mines: You charged
us with sweating.

Mr. SWAN: I challenge any Minister
or any hon. member to show me one in-
sbance where any railway organisation
refused permission for an old man to
work below the minimum rate.

+ Mr. Heitmann : After long service they
should not be asked to do so.

« Mr. SWAN : I have argued that point
previously. If we cannot afford to pay
men decently who have given from 18 to
29 years' service under adverse con-
ditions we should shut up shop. I be-
lieve in State-owned railways ; no mem-
ber in the House will say he does not
support State-owned rallways; but far
better would it be to hand our railways
over to private enterprise than to trest
our employees like this. No private em-
ployer would treat his employees like this.
I know men in the House who have had
men employed under them for years and
have not treated them like it. 1 do not
believe the people of the State expect it,
expect that we should throw out our old
and tried servents in this way. It is time
the Minister took action to stop it. These
cases I have mentioned are not the only
cases. There have been 15 old men
thrown out throughout the service. The
cases I have mentioned are only typical
cages. 'What has the Minister to say to
this * Is it giving the men a fair deal ?
Does not the Minister think 18 to 29
years' honest service entitles these men
to some consideration in their old-age, or
does he think we have the right from any
standpoint to treat these rmen in this way
and throw them out to starve ! A wage
of 7s. a day for many years and 83, a day
later on is not sufficient for them to build
up anything on which to retire in old-
age.

The Minister for Mines : What do you
suggest ?

Mr. SWAN : I say there is no trouble
in finding them light employment. T can
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point out jobs they can dogjwell enough.
There are meny men throughout the
service who are, perhaps, favourites with
their immediate bosses, who are having a
good time on certain jobs on which some
of these old men might be employed.

Mr. Bath : The difficulty is the trouble
has only risen in the last two years.

Mr. SWAN : It hes only risen in the
iast two or three months. Previously
the department made some attempt to
find employment for them, but latterly
they simply fire them out and meake no
provision at all for them.

Mr. Heitmann : What was the reason—
retrenchment ?

Mr. SWAN : I must not forget that
point, it i3 rather important, end I hope
hon. members will take notice of it. The
railways employees have an appeal board
constituted by Act of Parliament to
which they can appeal against unfair
decisions of the heads of their branches.
The Act provides that an employee of 12
months’ or longer service may sappeal
against & fine, a reduction in pay, or
dismissal ; that is as far as the Act goea.
When it comes to dispensing with the
services of these old men, in most cases
they are told the time has arrived when
they cannot carry out their duties es
they should do, and they are practically
dismissed for incompetency ; but as soon
a3 they attempt to take advantage of
this tribunal, pranted by Act of Parlia-
ment, to which they have every right of
appeal—I spesk of the appesl hoard—
the department trots out a notice that
they are not dispensing with the services
of these old men because they cannot do
the work, but that it is on account of re-
trenchment. How can Mr. Short ex-
pect me to listen in silence to him talking
the twaddle I have heard recently about
these cases while 1 have an opportunity
of opening my mouth in the House? I
am not going to do it. I shall try to place
hon. members in possession of the facts
every time. This is an absolutely delibe-
rate attempt to rob the employees of the
advantages of the tribunal given to them
by Parliament. It is not the only in-
stance ; it is continually done. Not only
in connection with the old men but in
almost every case in which they dis-
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pense with & man’s services they do
it on the plea of retrenchment, because
the man has no right of appeal for dis-
missal because of retrenchment. It is no
use the Commissioner of Railways, or
the Minister, or anyone else telling me
this is not the case. It is a deliberate
scheme for getting behind the back of
Parliament, and nothing else. There is
no excuse for the plea of retrenchment.
While men are put off on the plea of re-
trenchment, others are being put on every
day. Ib many branches of the railway ser
vice to-day they are busier, I suppose, than
they have been for years. T am pleased
to see it. 1 am pleased that it appears
we are going to have a prosperous year
on the railways. and T think it only faic
that the men who earn the monaey, the
men who are the largest factors in bring-
ing about the big credit balance at the
end of the year, should get some share of
it. I hope hon. members will make a
special note of the way these old men are
treated,

Mr. Jacoby :
for it ?

Mr. SWAN: T guarantee to point out
means where they can get employment
at 8 lower rate of pay. 1t has been
done time after time. But it does not
matter what | say. If it comes to a
division in the House on party lines
on this guestion. [ suppose every man
on the CGovernment side of the House
will record his vote against the old
men for the sake of his party. I am
gick of this party business. I reckon
it is up to us to give our employees a
fair deal no matter to which party we
belong. Are hon. members, because
they happen to occupy seats on the
Government side of the House, prepared
to treat with contempt the requirements
of the working people of the State?
They will not keep those seats on the
Government side of the House wvery
long unless they wake up to the necessity
for considering the desires of the working
man. T can see many fanlts in the
party system, but some responsibility
rests on the shoulders of the men on the
Government side of the House as well as
on the shoulders of those on the Op-
position side. Tt does not follow that

How can you provide
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because members are not Labour inem.
bers there is no responsibility resting on
them to see the workers of the State
get a fair deal, whether they are State
employeas or employed by private in-
dividuals. But particularly when they
are State employees, is it not up to them
to get & fair deal ? I am of opinion that
it is beyond all shadow of doubt that
the time is very near at hand when the
Ministerial benches will be occupied by
those who now oceupy the Opposition
benches. So iar as actual party considera.
tions are concerned, I do not care a hang.
What I do care for is that I do want
to see the State get a fair deal and the
working classes particularly. They have
no chence of getting it from the present
Government. There is one other little
matter I want to refer to, to show how
the Commissioner of Railways and the
officers responsible for these things,
do not seriously attempt to give fair
consideration to these men, and do not
realise the sericusness of the position.
and do not earnestly try to set these
paipable grievances rvight. In the Perth
goodshed for the last 12 months or so
we have had men of many years’ service
and capable of taking positions of
responsibility, doing the work of goods
checkers. In the clessification of the late
Commissioner it was laid down that the
goods checkers should receive {rom
8s. Gd. to 9s. 6d. a day, so far as my
memory serves me, and it was laid
down at the same time that the goods
porters should receive 8s. 6d. o day.
Notwithstanding the fact that these
men have oceupied the position of goods
checkers for years, they are being
systematically drafted out of the posi-
tions of goods checkers into some other
positions, where there is some excuse for
reducing them in pay. Perhaps the mini-
mum for the grade in which they are
pleced is less than that which they were
receiving and they are reduced toit. Men
who had hitherto been wheeling & barrow,
and were classed as porters, in many
cases being men of little service, had been
put in the place of the checkers. This
was definitely and deliberately done
for the purpose of reducing the wages
of the men.
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Mr. George: Do they not get the
wages of the position ?

Mr. SWAN : That is not the question.
If we have ten checkers in the Perth
goods station who have been occupying
the position for years at 93. 6d. a day,
is it fair for the department to say that
on account of retrenchment those men
must go back to the position of goods
porters and receive 8s. 6d. a day?
Although these men subsequently worked
in the goods shed, when it was found
necessary to appoint a .checker & man
wag chosen from the ranks of the casual
labourers, to whom the condition which
was laid down in the arbitration award
did not apply.

The Minister for Mines :
mum wage for a checker is 9s.

Mr. SWAN: I know it has been
altered. The matter of 6d. a day does
not affect the principle. These men
have been deliberately reduced from
the position of checkers to goods porters
and their wages reduced to 8s. 6d.—
all that is bound to be paid under the
award—on the plea of retrenchment,
and casual employees are put into these
responsible positions at 8s. & day, which
is the minimum provided. The depart-
ment used casual hands to fill the posi-
tions, for if permanent men were appoin-
ted they would have to receive 9s. a
day. One men I know personally has
given 29 years solid good serviece to the
railways of this eountry. He occupied
the position of a goods checker, or some
such similar position, he may have been
a patekeeper, and was getting 9s. a
day. He has reared nine children in
the State, and has grown old in the
service, and what are they doing to
him ? He has been reduced from the
position he occupied, on the plea of
retrenchment, to the position of goods
porter in order to satisfy the vindictive-
ness of the man who is his immediate
superior officer, the goods agent in
Perth. That is the sole reason for his
reduction. That old man is now pushing
a barrow about all day after 29 years’
gservice. He is redunced in his position
and reduced in his wages.

Mr. George: Why not appeal against
his reduction ?

The maxi-
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Mr. SWAN: In this man's case it is
not s¢ much the reduetion in wages
but it is the different work he is doing.

The Minister for Mines: Why do not
you bring that matter before the Com-
missioner ?

Mr. SWAN : Similiar cases have been
brought before him for years.

The Minister for Mines: Why do
not you try and get the Commissioner
to take action to relieve this man ?

Mr. SWAN : I get so little consideration
when I try to deal with a case that
I am sick and tired of it. T have often
tried to pget grievances remedied, but
have received no encouragement either
in the office of the Commissioner or
Minister.

The Minister for Mines: Tf you do not
bring the case forward it cannot be
dealt with.

Mr. SWAN: While I conceive it my
duty to wventilate the grievances of
railway employees, or any other workers,
it is not my duty to wait on the Min-
ister’s doorstep with every tinpot griev-
snce that may exist. These men arv
represented by a strong and sound
organisation who are quite capable of
putting forward their grievances, but
this organisation have experienced similar
treatment to many others, that is, that
their complaints are treated in most
cases with contempt. The old man to
whom I referred gave evidence in a
certain c¢ase, and, I suppose. because
he told the truth and said something his
superior officer did not like, he was
shoved out of his light billet and now
has to push a barrow from morning to
night.

Mr. Jacoby: We have no chance of
dealing with cases of that kind.

Mr. SWAN: I am dealing with the
case of reilway men generally, and I
will not lose an opportunity of bringing
forward matters of this kind. If mem-
bers had an earnest desire to see that
the railway employees were placed in
& decent condition, opportunities would
be found of dealing with such questions.
The whole administration of the railways
is unfair to the men, and the chief

- object of the Department is to get as

much out of the men as they can and
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give them as little as possible. The
paerticular genius who presides over a
pert of the workshops at Midland Junection
to which I referred, has an arrangement
which is called & painting macpine.
A man has been engaged on that work
for about two years, and, I believe,
when working there he was getting
8s. 6d. a day. I would like members
to understand that in order to prevent
the man on the machine from poisoning
himself by the fumes from the paint,
thers is & sort of respirator which the
worker has to wear. I believe it would
be possible to provide & respirator which
would be efficient and practical, but
to use the one provided at the workshops
is impossible. The men who tried to
use it found that no sconer did he put it
op than it caused him to vomit. That
man’s health broke down after being
at the work for some time. His health
is now ruined, and, I think he is
weil on his way to the grave all through
the carelessness of the department in
failing to supply him with the proper
means to protect himself from the
poison in the paint. The Department
persist in contending that his illness has
not been caused by the paint. They
disclairn any responsiblity for the state
of the man’s health. Tt looks as if he
will not live long, and that his wife
and family will become a hurden on the
State. If ever & man had a claim on
the department for consideration it is
this man. He got so bad that he had to
be taken off the machine. and the depart-
ment not only gave him nothing for the
months he was away sick, but imme-
diately he was taken off the machine
thoy reduced his wages to 83. a day;
that is the generous sort of consideration
the workers get in the State railways.
Another question which should be touched
upon is that of boy labour. Tt is portion
of the policy of the workshops to utilise
boy labour wherever possible. I am
one of those who believe that the Arbi.
tration Court, with all their fanlts, have
no desire to allow the system of boy
labour to creep into the industry. There
i8 no question, however, about the fact
thet boy labour is being largely intro-
duced inte the Midland workshops. In
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that connection I asked eome questions
in Parliament recently with regard to
the number of labourers employed in
various capacities at the Midland shops,
and as to the numbers of the adult and
junior workers. A reply was given
by the Minster. Subsequently a depu-
tation from the various trades unions in
Perth waited on the Chief Mechanical
Engineer in connection with this matter,
and the figures supplied to that de-
putation by the Chief Mechanicel En-
gineer were very different from those
which the Minister gave in his reply to
my question, and showed that the
latter were absolutely misleading. There
was 50 per cent. of difference between the
two lots of figures. That chows the
value we can attach to the answers
supplied to members in this House,
I am satisfied that the figures of the
Chief Mechanical Enginecr were correct,
and that those given me by the Minister
were incorrect. Perhaps it is not con-
sidered necessary to give correct replies
to questions, for brevity cuts a bigger
figure with regard to questions than
accuracy. Although I have dealt with
this guestion in a rambling sort of way
I hope T have made members realise,
to some extent, the seriousness of the
position as it now exists. I am satisfied
that if this 48 hours a week is not granted
to the Amalgamated Society of Railway
Employees, and the payment of Sunday
time to officers is not made, we are
going to be up against a considerable
industrial trouble in the very near
future. It will be no use saying that
this is cansed by me or anyone else going
around and working up an agitation,
or that the trouble is due to the bad
leaders of the men, as we are so often
told, for it will be forced home, even
on the Premier, that these men are
taking the bit in their teeth and do not
want officere to lead them or any member
of Parliament to urge them to fight
for their rights, but that they will stand
ghoulder to shoulder. I am satisfied
that if they are not given their rights
by Parliament, or action teken in that
direction, they will take means to secure
them. and I will be very pleased to do
anything T can inside the House and
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outside of it to assist them toSget their
rights,

+ Mr. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret): I
socond the motion.

{Sitting suspended from 6+15 to 7+30 p.m.)

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore) :
The hon. member who introduced this
motion stated that he was not aware that
it was the usual practice to give notice or
some intimation of the intention :o sub-
mit to the House a matter of importance
such as this motion is. I am quite will-
ing to aceept his explanation, but zt the
- same time members know that it is a eus-
tomary procedure to give notice, so that
the matter may receive every considera-
tion, even before it comes under the
notice of the House, It is almost im-
possible from the Hoor of the Flouse to
come to an intelligent conclusion with re-
gard to a subjeet such as this, beenuse it
is a diffienlt matter to deal with, and it
is a diffieult subject even at a conference
where four or five men are assembled
around the conference table, in the hope
as far as possible, of arriving at a de-
finite coneclusion. The hon. member has
spoken for almost two hours in connec-
fion with this matter, and he has dealt
with a considerable amount of anecient
history. The motion, so far as I ean
gather, deals with two points on which the
Comunissioner differs from the officers,
namely, in connection with Sunday time
for officers, and 48 hours a week for the
other employees in avhat are know as
conntry stations, as distinet from the
stations in the metropolitan area and
Kalgoorlie, Bunbury, Northam, Albany,
and certain other centres, As the hon.
member has stated, he has had a con-
siderable amount of experienee in
connection with the adjustment of
these disputes, I too have had a
fair amount of experience with re-
gard to the settlement of industrial
troubles, and also so far as troubles
in eonnection with the Railway Depart-
ment are concerned. I cannot for the
life of me see that we can come to any
definite conclusion on a debate of this
nature. Tt would be difficult enough to
ecome to a decision around a eonference
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table where the opportunity would oceur
of debating point by point. That how-
ever, is the only way that we can arrive
at a definite conclusion on matfets such
as these. Dealing, first of all, with the
question touched wpon by the hon member
in connection with the anomaly which he
staied existed between the officers of the
loeo. departmeni and the traffic depart-
ment, the hon. member has pointed out
that there is a certain amonnt of anomaly
existing, so far as the two men on the
engine at the head of the train receiving
different treatment from the man at the
rear of the train in the guard’s wvan.
This was recognised, to some extent, af
the conference which was held between
the Minister for Railways, three or four
representatives of the amalgamated =o-
ciety, and the Commissioner in Jannary
of this year. At that time the traffic em-
ployees had a 96 hours’ period—that is
to say it was possible for the Commis-
sioner to work those men 96 hours in one
week, and they would have fo stand down
the next week. I recognised at that time
it did not seem to be a fair proposition.
At the same time I realised that possibly
it was very diffienlt to make a rosier so
as to enable the Commissioner to employ
those men the whole of the 48 hours’
period, and as a result of the discussion
a compromise was arrived at and a perind
of eight hours was allowed in which to
adjust the roster. That is to say, under
that agreement it was provided that if
a man worked more than 56 hows in one
week, he was paid overtime. Under the
old arrangement until he worked 96 hours
he was not entitled to any overtime.
That was accepted as a compromise, but
ab the same 'time the Commissioner inti-
mated that at the eonclusion of the agree-
ment, which was then existing with the
loeo. employees and which expired re-
cently, he intended, if possible, to place
them on the same footing—that is to say,
he was going to endeavour to arrange that
the loeco. men should be put on the same
mark as the traffic men. At the confer-
ence with the representatives of the loeo.
onion, it was not found possible to make
this alteration. They had been working

under those conditions for two years, and
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they contended 1hat they were not pre-
pared to make any alteration. As a re-
suli, the agreement, so far as time was
concerned, was extended for another three
vears. Since then if has been pointed
out that although no distinet wnderstand-
ing was given, it was, to a large extent,
understood that if possible the same con-
ditions would be brought into forece at
the expiration of this agreement. To
give effect to that the Commissioner has
intimated to the respresentatives of the
association that he is preparved to reduce
those periods by half—that is to say, he
is to bring the 108 hours’ period down to
54; and the 96 bours’ period to 48, and
certain other arrangements were effected
in connection with the drivers, firemen
and cleaners as the result of this new in-
dustrial agreement which will cost the
conntry approximately some £2,300 per
annum. I understand that these em-
ployess are satisfied with this proposition
which has been made by the Commis-
sioner.

Mr. Bolton: Did yon say that youn
understeod the amalgamated society were
satisfied ? .

The PREMIER: I understand that as
a result of this offer to bring the amalga-
mated society on lines approximately
similar to the others, that arrangement
is satisfactory.

Mr. Bolton: That is not. so.

Mr. Johnson: They declined to aceept
it.

Mr. Horan: It is not right.

The PREMTER: The hon. member will
have an opportunity of speaking later on.
He is recognised as an oni-door authority,
not an anthority in the House. A con-
ference was held on the 23rd September
between the Commissioner and eertain re-
presentatives of the officers of the asso-
ciation, when certain matters were brought
under notice.  They were, first of all,
that the howrs of duty of stationmasters
and night officers shonld be reduced. The
question of Sunday time, officers having
to perform porters’ duties, officers having
to forfeit recreation leave, long serviee
leave, the guestion of officers having to
vacafe their residences on long serviee
leave, the question of ealenlating from
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the time of joining instead of from the
time of the officers reaching £100 or £110
per annum. As a result of that confer-
ence fthe Conmissioner wrote o the
Tralfiec Manager as follows:—

“‘T enelose copy of notes from de-
putation of Railway Officers’ Associa-
tion which waited on me. I shall be
glad if you will go into the question
of the hours of duty of the station-
masters and officers in eharge, and the
question of the Sunday time. As
mentioned on Thursday I would like
you where practicable to reduce the
hours of station-masters where you
are satisfied that the arrangements
are satisfactory, and where there will
be no additional expense to speak of.
So far as Sunday time is concerned I
am not agreeable to any monetary
paywment, but in view of the arrange-
meats in the other States I should like
vou to consider the question as to
whether soine compensation can be
made. I should be glad if you would
also consider the question of hours of
duty at bridge booking offices.’’

Now certain of these troubles had been
adjusted and the Commissioner had noti-
fied the officers’ association to that ef-
feet. Later on, on the 29th November,
a letter as written to the Comunissioner
asking certain questions, as follows:—

“}. Has provision been made for the
payments of automatic increases due
to officers receiving less than £150 per
annum for 1908 and 1909%7 2. Are
arrangements being made to reduce
hours of duty of officers working up
to 12 hours daily? 3. Do you intend
to provide for payment in eash for
work performed by the salaried stafi
on Sundays? 4, Is a reelassitication
of all positions on the salaried staff
being prepared 7"’

1 will give the Commissioner’s veply. He

wrote :—

41, No. Bat the Commissioner un-
derstands that from the lst July last
those officers in receipt of less than
£150 per anpum will be paid the rate
of salary that would have been paid
to them had they received an inerease
last vear. In other words, the in-
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creases in the cases mentioned will be

at the rate of £20 for the current year

istead of £10 for last year and £10
for this vear, 2, You must be aware
that arrangements have been made to

reduce the hours of duty, and in a

number of cases effect has already

been given and the hours of duty re-
duced. 3. No. 4. The work of re-
classification of the salaried staff is
in hand, one seetion is almost eom-
plete and others will be taken in hand
as early as possible. In respect to the
station-masters, officers in charge, and
night officers, their positions are con-
sidered each year and the stations
classified in accordance with the work
performed.??
Since then I have had an opportunity of
discussing the question with, first of all,
the leader of the Opposition and the
Commissioner of Railways, and, later,
withh the members for Guildford, for
North Terth, and for Balkatta. That
was on Wednesday last. Unfortunately
we were not able to finish the diseussion,
but 1 am of opinion that if we had been
able to continne to the end possibly some
little differences might have been ad-
justed.

Mr. Johnson: Whose faunlt was it
that we did not continne?

The PREMIER: The time at our dis-
posal was limited. We put in two or
three honrs. It is not possible to dis-
cuss a question like this without hearing
both sides. When we hear the hon.
member’s side it is necessary to ascer-
tain from the other side, that is, from
the Commissioner of Railways, how it
will affect the department. Of course
it is a very simple thing for the Gfovern-
ment or for the Commissioner of Rail-
ways to come down and say “Yes, we will
accede to all the demands.” It is a simple
matter to make one’s self popular. But
we are cusfodians of the interests of the
State as well as of the interests of the rail-
way officers, and I endeavour to look at
a proposition of this nature as if I was
responsible for the management of a
business, and to realise that the country
expecis that we shall safeguard the pub-
lic interests as well as deal fairly and
decently with the officers concerned. As
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a matler of faet it is not as if any privi-
leges had heen curtailed, for since the
first of February last considerable in-
creases have been effected. As the re-
sult of the conference held in Jan-
vnary of last year it is estimated that
the cost of bringing porters up to the
minimum wage, and labourers to 8s. a
day, will entail an additional annual ex-
penditure of £3,355, and in the Sopple-
mentary Estimates which we are bring-
ing down, increments to officers whose
salaries have been adjusted, and inere-
ments to cadets, are set down at £3,000.

Mr. Johnson: That is not increased
expenditure.

The PREMIER: I am giving the ae-
tnal increased expenditure, From 48
to 54 hours per week for traffie
each week to stand alone—this came
into effeet on the lst of January—
£1,300.  Tncrease to drivers, fremen,
cleaners, cteetera, as a result of the new
industrial agreement, £6,600. I am simply
quoting these figures to let hon. mem-
bers know that at least an attempt has
been made to place the railway employee
in a better position than he was in pre-
viously. The hon. member knows that in
a mwatter of this kind where threats are
used it is not usual to have the same
effect as where delegates meet round a
conference tahle and discuss the question
anid come to a conclusion.

Mr. Swan: No threats
nsed.

The PREMIER: Why, we have been
told that the serviee is in a state of
revuit.

Mr. Heitmaun: The Commissioner re-
fused 1o meet them,

The PREMIER: The Commissioner
is prepared to meet the officers and dis-
cuss any point they may bring forward.

Mr. Taylor: That is only a recent de-

have been

velopment.

The PREMIER: Well, this is a re-
cent development, surely 1 am only
mentioning this in order to point out
how diffieult it is to come to any
concelugion here. To my mind the
question might very well have been
discussed on the Railway Estimates.
As a matter of faet I understood
from the mwmember for Guildford last
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night that failing any settiement be-
ing arrived at it was the intention to
discuss the question fully on the Esti-
mates. It would have been a much more
appropriate time to discuss it than the
present. I do not know that I can say
anything further in connection with the
matter except that I have endeavoured
on all these occasions to adjust matters
so that while the employees receive con-
sidevation, at the same time the inter-
ests of the community should be safe-
guarded. I maintain the end might have
been better attained by other methods
than by bringing the question up in the
House, and at the same time giving an
indication that if all the demands are not
complied with drastic steps wonld be
taken,

Mr. Swan: Do you think the ease has
ever been fairly placed before you?

The PREMIER: I know I could not
gather from the hon. member in a speech
a couple of hours long what the griev-
ances were. Could he not have put those
grievances before me in five minuntes
much more clearly than in the course of
a long speech like that. He went from
Dan to Beersheba, and he revived mat-
ters dealt with years ago. I am sure I
eould have followed the hon. member
much more clearly if he bhad explained
the matter in conference. However, that
is the position, It seems to me it is im-
possible to diseuss the thing on the floor
of the House and expect members to ex-
press an opinion on & matter which
would entail a considerable amount of
argument on both sides, As far as I can
gather. hoiled down the two main points
of difference are, in respect to the offi-
cers, payment of Sunday time, and, as
I am informed by an hon. member, the
question of granting eight hours in the
country distriets to the other members
of the amalgamated association.

Mr. Johnson: Forty-eight hours.

The PREMIER : Forty-eight hours.
The reason why they are diseriminating
between the officers at the eentral sta-
tions and the other centres is, I am in-
formed, that in the case of smaller sta-
tions their time is diffienlt of adjustment
owing to the fact that the employment
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is intermittent, whereas on the other sta-
tions the men are employed pretty well
all the day.

Mr. Bolton: That is a very poor argu-
ment. If the work is infermittent it
should be easy to adjust the eight hours.

The PREMIER : A man working eight
hours econtinuously is under greater hard-
ship than another working nine hours a
day where, perbaps, there is only one
train a day.

Mr. Bolton: Do you think the porters
work eight hours a day on a stretch?

The PREMIER: In some instances,
ves.

Mr. Bolton: You are wrong; you ought
to eomsult the Commissioner.

The PREMIER: That is an evidence
of how difficult it is to come to a conelu-
sion where there are experis on opposite
sides. I ean only say in conclusion that
the Commissioner is prepared to meet
these officers and I am prepared to far-
ther disenss the sitnation with the mem-
bers who have taken up this matter, so
that if possible we may arrive at some
conelusion which, if it will not satisfy all
the demands made by the employees, will
at least go some distamnce in that diree-
tion, and at the same time protect the
interests of the State.

Mr. JOHNSON  (Guildford) : I
must say I am disappointed with the
reply given by the Premier. The un-
satisfactory nature of that reply will
necessitate my endeavouring to lay be-
fore the Hounse the various grievances
under which these railway officers and
other branches of the service have been
suffering for some time past. I would
like to point ont that In a matter of thia
sort the Premier must leave it to those
of us who are bringing the matter for-
ward to present the case as we think
best, and eonsequently he cannot expect
us to limit the question to one or two
poinis, unless there is a possibility of
settling the dispute. But when we are
compelled to fight it then we must fight
it from every point of view, and detail
to the Hounse the whole of the grievances
under which these railway servants are
suffering. Had the Premier said he waa
prepared to meet us if we concentrated
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all the matters inte one and decided that
if one grievance was remedied we would
leave the other matters to the Commis-
sioner to settle, I would be prepared to
meet him; but I have time after time
tried to settle this; I have known that
it has been growing some time and it has
reached its height to-day; and in order
to avoid frouble to the eountry, and to
prevent the necessity for these men going
to those who are mightier than us in
this question, I have endeavoured to lay
the matter before members to prevent
the people of the country settling it if
we fail. It is not necessary for me to
tell the sufferings that will be caused if
the men have to take that drastic step.
I do not wish to be misunderstood.
Right throngh my meetings with these
men I have suceessfully prevailed on
them to place the whole matter before
the Premier and leave it to him, and I
have told them I was satisfied they would
get a fair deal. The whole of them
agreed to that course of action They
told me, and I told the Premier on their
behalf, that if he would undertake to
meet them with the Commissioner, aund
allow both sides to fight it out, and give
his decision, the railway officers and
the other men would be prepared—

The Premier: To sign an agreement
on 7

Mr, JOHNSON: I told the Premier
these men were just as prepared to ae-
cept the Premier’s word as he expects
to aceept their’s; and if they say they
will accept his, I bhave just as much con-
fidence in them as I would have in the
Premier that they will no more go back
on their word than he would on his. The
Premier could not see his way clear to
meet the Railway Officers’ Association in
conference. It is true he agreed that he
wonld meet three members of the House,
the members for Balkatta and North Perth
and myself, with the Commissioner and
the Ministér for Railways, to discuss the
sitnation; and, as the Premier pointed
out, we met and discussed the situation,
but I was surprised at the Premier's re-
mark to-day, that time did not permit of
our coming to a satisfaetory seftlement.
Does the Permier forget that when we
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arrived at a certain stage, namely, when
we came to the main gnevance, the Min-
ister for Railways wrapped up his papers
and stood on bis feet, and walked out of
the Premier’s office and ihe Commissioner
followed suif? If the Premier had sug-
gested it should be postponed we would
have been only too happy to meet him,
but the facts are that we had arrived at
a deadlock, we were unable to arrive at
an agreement on the main point, and we
were unable to take any course but the
course we are adopting to-night. The
Premier said it was unfair of the member
for North Perth to introduce this motion
without giving notice. In the ordinary
course [ would agree with the Premier in
that contention. I believe it wonld be
better for hou. members in ordinary mat-
ters to notify the Premier, but we had a
bitter experience this session, and, as I
said then by interjection, 1 would never
agree to the Minister being notified when
it was proposed fo move the adjonrnment
of the House. The member for Mt. Mag-
net did it and what did he get? I leave
it to hon. members to take their memories
back to that oceasion, and they can arrive
at their own coneclusions. Now, to come
to this matter, i will be said no doubt,
and the Premier has said it to-night, that
these men are working under exactly the
same conditions practically——

The Premier: Better.

Mr. JOHNSON: Under the same con-
ditions as they have been working for
some time. I am not going to admit that
they are, but I am prepared to say that,
taking the matter generally, and speak-
ing ‘broadly, the conditions fo-day are
somewhat different from what they were
five, six, or seven years ago; but this is
due to the fact that Ave, six, or seven
years ago these men had no organisation;
and because they had no organisation
they suffered at the expense of men that
were completely organised in the railway
service. I do not propese to go into de-
tail to prove that contention at the pre-
sent juncture, but I will prove it up to
the hilt before I conelude my remarks.

The Premier: Did yon say they suf-
fered?
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Mv. JOHNSON: They have suffered
becanse of their want of organisation.
Their requests have been Routed and they
have been ignored by 'the Commissioner,
ignored by the Minister, and ignored by
Parliament. Time after time these men
have appealed to the Commissioner and
appealed to the Minister and appealed to
Parliament for some redress of their
prievances, and on every oecasion their
requests have been ignored, and this has
been due to the fact that they lave been
disorganised, have not heen working un-
animously, or working as an organisation,
but have been trying to get something
like justice by taking individual action.
Every year I have been in Parliament 1
have raised my voice on the Railway Esti-
mates in requesting that some eonsidera-
tion be extended especially to the night
officers employed in our railway service.
I only emphasise this to show that, al-
thongh they have suffered, they have not
been suffering willingly, they bhave en-
tered their protests wherever it was pos-
stble to enter them without having com-
plete organisation: but I am happy to-
night 4o say that these men are now com-
pletely organised; they have suffered long
enough to realise that they get no con-
sideration by individual action and that
there is only one way of getfing it, and
that is by orgamsation, in speaking as
one man. They found this because they
found that the Locomotive Engine-driv-
ers’, Firemen and Cleaners’ Association
got all they asked from the Comnussioner,
because the Commissioner knew that the
men who met him in conference were
voicing the opinion of every man work-
ing in the rajlway service as a locomotive
driver, firemen, or cleaner, and that to
disregard the regquest of the deputation
was to disregard the request of the whole
of the men of the service. Knowing the
strength of that organisation he con-
ceded everything they desired; but he had
previously met another organisation, the
Traffic Branch, and he did not concede to
them hecanse he thought by a little bit of
manoenvring he could get these men to
accept something that would infiuence
the Liocomotive Eungine-drivers, Firemen
and Cleaners’ Association to follow their
example and accept an alteration in
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hours of labour; hut the Locometive En-
gine-drivers, Firemen and Cleaners’ As-
sociation did not do se. I would em-
phasise the point alveady emphasised
by the member for North Perth, that

the Commissioner of Railways, when
in conference he met these men with
the Premier, koew they were not

strongly organised as Llhe Loecomotive
Engine-deivers, Firemen and Cleaners’
Association were. Had they been strong-
ly organised there would have been no
56 hours in that agreement, and there
would have been no 78, 6d. as a minimum
wage. These men would have received
what Parliament would have desired to
be conceded lo them, namely, 8s5. a day
and a 48-hours week. I emphasise this
poinl to show that these men have suf-
fered heeause of their want of organisa-
tion, not hecause they were satisfied with
their lot, but hecause they were not
strong enough to get their grievances re-
medied. Now they are organised their
first act, absolutely constitutional, after
stvengthening thieir organisation, after
meeting in the varions branches and de-
claring exactly what their grievances
were, was o approach the Commissioner
of Railways. They were not readily met
by the Commissioner. He was not as anx-
iotus to meet them on that oeceasion as
the Premier points out he is anxious to
meet them now. They had some difficnlty
in meeting the Commissioner, bui Lhey
eventually met Lim on the 23rd Septem-
ber, and it is true the Commissioner re-
medied =some grievances which they
brought wnder his notice, but the griev-
ances he remedied were very small in
comparison with the other grievances le
decided he eould give no redress to. Al-
thongh he did not give them a definite re-
ply that he eonld not grant all they re-
quired, he gaid be would let them know
later on. These men waited from the 23rd
September until about the 14th October,
and then they wrofe to the Commissioner
asking him to reply and let them know
exactly what decision he had arrived at
in connection with the grievances they
had brought under his notice. I want
hon. members to note this point. To the
letter they wrote on the 14th October
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they have never got an ucknowledgment ;
the letter was absolutely and distinetly
ignored by the Cemmissioner. Then they
waited until the 29th November and they
wrote stating that they wanted u reply,
and it is true that they made that letter
very pointed indeed. They gave the Com
missioner to understand that they were
not going to be trifled with and I give
them every eredit for doing so. Then the
Commissioner replied—I was going to
read the letter. but seeing the Premier
bas already read it 1 will not take np the
time of the House, but he said that he
had done some little to redress the priev-
ances but there were various others he
eculd not entertain, Those he could
not eutertain were the main grievances;
those he had remedied were of little or
a0 moment. What were the grievances?
They were—1, Long hours of duty; 2,
sfficers performing postal duties without
remuneration; 3, payment for Sunday
sime; 4, remunevation of telegraphists, or
he small pav reeceived by those in the
elegraph serviee of the Railway Depart-
nent; 3. annual inerements. I do nol
say these are exactly in the order in
vhich they come, but, generally speak-
ng, these were the five points en which
here was a disenssion. The greatest of
‘hese ts undoubtedly the one 1 mentioned
hird, namely, payment for Sunday time.
wd [ am prepaved to admit on my own
sehalt, and L think I can speak on be-
1alf of the officers in the railway ser-
nee, that if thev were paid for Sunday
ime, if Parliament conceded as the re-
mlt of this motion that they were to be
1aid for Sunday time, they would be pre-
rared to leave to the Commissioner and
hemselves the diseussion on the other
wints of dispute. The main grievance
hey have 15 payment for Sunday time,
nd that is the point the Commissioner
if Railways distinetly vefused to enter-
ain in any shape or form. Consequently
t is the main grievance, and I ask hon.
nembers to take it mainly into considera-
ion while not forgetting the other griev-
nees with which I shall deal and whieh

have already outlined. In eonnection
rith the demand for Sunday time, the
vages members of two other organisa-
ions, namely the Locomotive Engine-
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drivers, Firemen and Cleaners’ Assoeia-
tion, and the Traffic Branch, get time and
a half for Sunday work, and Sunday
time stands by itself.

The Minister for Mines: That is re-
eent.

¢+ Mr. JOHNSON : It is recent, but the
iact remains that they have got it. They
had it some time ago and it was taken
from them. As a matter of fact the
Premier has said that they have had it
for seven years.

The Minister for Mines : It was taken
from them by the Arbitration Court.

Mr. JOHNSON : No, it was taken from
them by the Commissioner of Railways.
However, they have it to-day. The
members of the ¢raffic department. for
instance, the guards, porters, shunters
ancd so on, right through, get time and a
half for the hours they work on a Sunday,
and the engine-drivers, firemen and
cleaners get the same. T will give in-
stances to show how wrong the system is,
If & membher of Parliament wants to take
his wife out on Bunday, he goes to the
ticket window to purchase a ticket. the
man thet sells him that ticket works on
Sunday, and in some cases for 12 hours.
That man is responsible for the cash, he
is the most responsible man in connection
with that ticket, but he gets no extra
remuneration, no recognition in any shape
or forin for the work he does on Sunday,
other than if he works every Sunday he
receives extra holidays at the end of the
year. After buying the ticket the mem.
ber for Parliament goes to the barrier and
hands it to the ticket collector. who snips
it and sees it is dated, and for doing that
duty the ticket collector gets time and a
half, and Sunday time stands by itself. I
will appeal to members’ fairness on this
matter. Is it right that the man who
handles the cash, the man who accepts all
the responsibility, should get ne recog-
nition for his Sunday labour, but thet the
man who simply collects the ticketa
should receive time and a half. I do not
want it to be thought T do not wish the
man who collects the ticket to get time
and a half. for he undoubtedly should.
No man should be called on to work on
Sundey unless he gets time and a hall.
If I work on Sunday I get double time.
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This shows the grievances that exist and
how they cannot be tolerated under con-
ditions similar to those I have outlined.
Again, take the suburban area. The
work on Sunday is heavier than during
the week ; every member will agree
with that. There are the special Sunday
flower trains and special excursion trains,
there is increased traffic on Sundays
and, consequently, increased Ilabour.
Speaking generally, the officer works
harder on Sunday than on any other
day of the week. It may be urged
that this i3 an innovation, that we are
asking for something that is unfair. It
may be said that it is unfair to introduce
this system of payment for Sunday time,
but for the information of the House
I will just tell members what is done in
other parts of the world. I have in
my possession & paper giving a report
of the conditions under which railway
servants work in Russia, and members
will be surprised probably to hear that
in that country the railway servant gets
time and half for working on Sunday.
I am not going to Russie for itllustrations,
however, for I will go to the mother
land first. Here is a letter from the
Railway Clerks’' Association of Great
Britain snd Irveland, dated London,
June, 16th 1809 ; several questions are
dealt with, but on this the writer says—
* Speaking generally, the allowances
for Sunday pay are given on a minimum
of half a day’s pay for a total of not more
than five hours, and when more than five
hours’ work is put in & day's pay is
allowed.”

The Premier :
they work ?

Mr. JOHNSON: I am dealing with
the question of payment, I will deal
with the hours later on. Where more
than five hours’ work is put in & day’s
pay is allowed. The letter goes on—
“This is given to all clerks who work
on Sunday whether regularly or other-
wise, provided of course, they go on duty
by order of their superior officers and
not to suit their own convenience to
pull up work that has been allowed
to get into arrears. The rates of pay
for Sunday work are the same as for
week.day work : that iz to say, a clerk

How many hours do
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whose regular wages are 30s. a weel
would have 5s. for a day’s Sunday duty
one-sixth of his week-day pay.” Tha
may startle members, but it is a fact that
in Great Britain men get payment fo
Sunday work, and we are only asking
for the same systermn to be recognised ir
Australia, with the difference that insteacd
of getting the ordinary rate they should ge!
time and a half, as paid to other servanti
in the Railway Department. I have e
letter from Sydney, but evidently thert
was some understending arrived at bj
the Commissioners’ Conference whict
is held regularly, for the Commissione
of Railways there writes stating tha
requests of this description for infor
mation have to go through & superiol
officer instead of through an office
of an organisation. Then we find wha
exists in Wellington, New Zesaland
The department there wrote in May last—
* With reference to your letter of the
8th instant, as to the payment of officert
for Sunday duty, I have the honour tc
inforrn you that when the staff are
specially brought on in connection witl
the rumming of Sunday trains they am
paid for the day at ordinary rates
In the case of a train starting its journey
on a Baturday sand not reaching it
destination until Sunday, it is considerec
as an ordinary week-day train, anc
officers are not paid for the time workec
on Sunday in connection with such train
The outdoor staff brought on for Sunda)
duty are paid at rate and a half.” Tr
New Zealand, therefore, the men an
paid time and a half ; that is the outdoo
staff, while the clerks get the ordinam
time. ’

The Minister for Mines: What abou
the night officers and station-masters ?

Mr. JOHNSON: The payment o
officers for Sunday duty, when the staf
are specially put on in connection witl
the running of Sunday trains is at thi
ordinary rates, but the other branche
are paid time and a half. I would like t«
make this point ; the Premier states tha
the men are paid time and a half i1
Queensland, but that they get time and ¢
half because they receive less wages tha
the men receive in Western Australia
If that is a good argument T would poin
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to New Zealand, where the conditions are
decidedly better then even in Queens-
land or in Waestern Australia, and where
the men receive payment for Sunday
time, while their rainimum is higher than
the minimum in Western Australia. Itis
no argument to say the men receive i$ in
Brisbane becauss they get less then the
rate existing here. Then as to Queens-
land. A letter from the Commissioner’s
office, dated May, 1909, states as follows :
—“1 am desired to acknowledge the
receipt of yours of the 8th instant, asking
if officers in this department are paid for
any Sunday time worked, etcetera, and in
reply to inform you that Sanday work
(between midnight on Saturday and
midnight on Sunday) is paid for at the
rate of time and a hali.”” The Victorian
railway regulations contain the following
regulation :—* Every officer who is
regularly required to come on -duty
either on every Sunday, or on every
elternate or third Sunday, other than in
continuation of a shift beginning on
Saturday, or in commencement of & shift
terminating on Monday, shall be paid an
allowance on the following bagis for
each Sunday so worked. Time worked,
two hours or under, quarter of & day;
over two hours and not exceeding four
hours, half & day; over four hours and not
exceeding six hours, three-quarters of a
day ; over six hours, one day.” Con-
sequently in Victoria the payment of
Sunday time is recognised to the officers
of the service. The following letter was
received from the Commissioner’s office
in Adelaide :—* No payment is made in
respect of Sunday time worked by officers,
but those who have to perform Sunday
duty are allowed extra leave in con-
sideration thereof when taking their an-
nual holidays * so there they get special
leave in recognition of Sunday work.
As to South Australia, however, recently,
owing to the "action of the Officera
Association, negotiations were opened
with a view of getting payment for
Sunday time exactly as pertasins in the
other parts of Australia. The following
letter has been received from the General
Manager’s office, Tasmania :—** In reply
to your letter of the 8th instant, officers
working on Sundays are paid at the
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following rates :—Maintenance staff, time
and & half ; Traffic, wages: two or four
hours, half & day ; upwards of four howrs,
one day.. Salary: under two hours,
quarter of a day; two to four hours,
half a day; four to six hours, three
quarters of a day ; over six hours, one
day.”

The PREMTER: What are they paid,
0s. & day?

Mr., JOHNSON: If the Premier
argues from that point of view he must
accept the other argument that in
countries with far better conditions than
in Tasmania, New South Wales or
Queensland, where they pay & higher
minimum than is paid here, ordinary
time is allowed to officers, and time and
a half to the wages staff ; consequently
it is no argument to say that because we
are o State paying less wages that governs
the situation in connection with the pay-
ment of Sunday time. I want members
to realise that officers, in asking for pay-
ment for Sunday time, are making a
legitimate request and are only asking to
be placed on exactly the same footing as
other workers in the railway service of
‘Western Australia. They are asking that
Waestern Austrulia should copy the ex-
ample of other parts of Australasia and
the old country. I would make this
point, that on Sunday we are giving
special fares to the general public for
travelling in the suburban area. The
railway fare on Sunday is exactly the
same as the reduced fare on Saturday.
The work done by the officers on Sunday
is harder than that of other days of the
week bacause of the reduced fare. If we
called upon the public to pay the ordinary
rate on Sunday the same as they pay on
Monday I find from figures supplied to
me, and I can vouch for their correctness,
that the revenue would be increased from
£2,000 to £2,600 a year. If the officers
were paid for working on Sunday in con-
nection ‘with that service, it would only
mean an increased expenditure of from
£800 to £1,000 a year.

The Premier: Does not the Sunday
rate apply every Saturdey afternoon ?

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes;
special rate on Sunday.

there is a
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The Premier : Will you not be
inflicting & hardship on those who want
to take their families away if you in-
crease the rate on Sunday ?

Mr. JOHNSON : Do the public
expect that they shall get a special
condition at the expens: of the un-
fortunate officers employed on Sunday ¥
I say without hesitation that they
do not ;  they do not want the railway
service to be run so cheaply that the
officers cannot receive that consideration
which is absolutely their due. The
point I want to make is that the public
do not expect this, and consequently
they would be surprised to hear that they
get these reduced rates at the expense
of the poor unfortunate railway servants.
I will leave that point, but before leaking
it I cannot help appealing again to
members to take the matter into con-
sideration in connection with this debate,
The next guestion I wish to deal with is
that of the long hours of duty. In
mostly all country stations the officers
work 12 hours a day, and I want to ask
members whether they think it is fair
that any man in this country should
be called upon to work 12 hours every
day, Saturday and Sunday included.
The only day these officers do not work
is the day on which they are away on
their annual leave. It is true that there
are some stations where only nine hours
are worked, but I would point out,
in order to bring it close home,
that stations like East Perth, West
Perth, Claremont, Cottesloe, Bellevue,
and stations on the South-Western line
as far as Arinadale, including Armadale,
work 12 hours a day, seven days a week.
I want to appeal to hon. members and
ask whether this is a fair thing. Is it
fair that one section of the railway
gervice should work 48 hours a week,
or eight hours a day, and another seetion
of officers, who take s great responsibility
should be called upon to work 12 hours.
I wventure to assert that before this
debate is concluded hon. members on
both sides of the House will express the
opinion that the Commissioner of Rail-
ways should at the earliest date endeavour
to reduce the hours of these unfortunate
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officers who are working seven days .
week.

Mr. Davies: What holidays are the;
allowed each year?

The Minister for Mines: Fifteen day
every half year.

Mr. JOHNSOX : There is one thin
that I do object to in connection with 1
debate of this description. It will b
remembered that I read the whole o
the correspondence in connection witl
the time worked on Sunday. I did no
gquote those matters to suit my argument
but we find the Ministers always quotiny
the maximum given to officers in th
railway service. And when the Ministe:
stated what he did just now by way o
interjection, he knew well that he wai
telling half the truth, and half th
trath is a bigger lie than no truth at all

The Minister for Mines: Mr. Speaker
I ask that that statement be withdrawn

Mr. SPEARXER: The hon. membe
must withdraw that statement.

Mr. BATH: It is just as well, Mr
Speaker, before the hon. member i
called upon to withdraw that statemen
that the House should be sbsolutel;
certain that the statement is out o
order. The member for Guildford saic
that it was half the truth, and 1 desir
to know whether & statement tha
it is half the truth is out of order befor
the hon. member is called upon to with
draw it.

Mr. SPEAKER: I did not want t
intervene, but the hon. member saic
that half the truth was a bigger lie tha:
no truth at all. The word “lie” i
not Parlismentary, and I say the hon
member must withdraw that expression

Mr. BATH : I rise to a point of order
The statement which the member fo
Guildford made that half the truth i
worse than no truth at all is 8 well-know:
proverb which is contained in hsalf-a
dozen books in the librery, and any hon
member should be allowed to mak
this statement without being called t<
order. I do object to the demand beiny
meade that the hon. member shoule
withdraw this expression before th
House can be assured that is is out o
order. It is a statement, Mr. Speaker
I am prepared to make myself ever)
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day ; it is necessary to make it now
-and every day in the future.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
member for Guildford might allow me
to explain. Somebody interjected when
the hon. member was talking about the
officers being compelled to work seven
days a week, and asked what allowance
they got by way of holidays. I replied
that they received 15 days every half
year. The hon. member knows that this
statement is correct, and that there is no
intention to deceive the House in any
shape or form.

Mr. SPEAKER : I must insist upon
.8 withdrawal of the word * lie,” which
is un-Parliamentary. There can be no
question about that. It is not allowed
in any House of Parliament. The hon.
member may have intended & different
meaning when he said that half the
trath was worse than a whole lie, but
-exception was taken to it by the Minister
for Mines, who regarded it as offensive,
and I must ask that it be withdrawn.

Mr. Walker: I would point out that
‘this quotation is a recognised classical one,

Mr. SPEAKER : I understand the
menner in which the expression was used,
but the Minister took exception to it,
regarding it as offensive, and I have no
alternative but to ask the hon. member
to withdraw it. The Minister took
-exception to the word, and I am bound
to protect him.

Mr. BATH: I think there should be
an assurance that the Minister is right
in taking offence at a mere quotation.

The Honorary Minister : He exceeded
‘the quotation.

Mr. BATH: 1 hope the Honorary
Minister will cease snarling at me across
the Chamber, I am not talking to him,
I am talking to Mr. Speaker. I am just
asking whether anyone can de-nand a
withdrawal, and whether the withdrawal
is to be conceded if there is no right
‘to ask for the withdrawal of a statement
which an hon. member should be allowed
‘to make. The quotation the hon. mem-
‘ber used is heard every day, and as I
have said, it appears in half a dozen
works which we have in our library ;
.and I am prepared here now, and at any
time I may think fit, to use it myself.
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Mr. SPEAKER: Ii the Minister is
satisfied that the word was not offen-
sively used I shall have nothing further
to say in the matter. But I would point
out that I must protect the Minister
just as I would protect the member for
Guildford if he took offence at any-
thing any member said. I make no
exception whatever in this House.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I
should like your ruling, Mr. Speaker, as to
whether anything in the nature of &
quotation is in order in this House.
Some hon. members seem to think that
if words which are used happen to be
quotations, therefore, they are in order.

Mr. SPEAKER : Not by any means.
Many quotations are used, and used
offensively and in quite a different
manner. I would not have called upon
the hon. member to withdraw if it had
not been for the fact that the Minister
felt himself aggrieved at the words which
were used. If the Minster considers
he has been offended the words must
be withdrawn.

Mr. JOHNSON: I desire to get on
with my speech. It is true that I
intended to make a quotation, and I did
not think I was out of order. But if
the hon. member objects I have no desire
to insist upon it. I want to say that
if the Minister desired to quote the
holidays he should have quoted the
whole of them. I would ask the Minister
not to be rude emough to interject.
He had no right to interrupt me when
I was spesking. '

The Premier :
future reference.

Mr. JOHNSON: If he desires to
follow me and outline the holidays
given to the officers, well, then, I trust
he will quote the whcle of the holidays
and not only a portion of them, as he
did by way of & rude interjection. I
pointed out that these officers he refers
to work 49 Sundays in the year, and on
those Sundays they work 12 hours, and
it is true, working 49 Sundays, that
they get an additional 12 days holiday
at the end of the year. I would make
it clear by pointing out that very Gov-
ernment servant receives 12 days holidays '
in the year. but because these men

We will note that for
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work all these Sundays they get an
additional 12 days, or in all 24 days
holiday in the year. There are other
officers who only receive six days holidays
in addition to the annual holidey given
to other public servants. The Minister
should have explained the whole matter,
or waited until he was ready to speak
in order to make that explanation. I
do not desire to go into the question of
holidays, because, after all, suppose
they did get 12 days holiday for 49
Sundays work, I say it is a reflection on
the management of the railwaeys, and o
reflection on the Government which
permits that kind of recognition to be
given to men who have to work 49 Sun-
days in the year. I am prepared to
admit, as the Premier pointed out, that
since the deputation of the 23rd Septem-
ber waited on the Commissioner, he
has made some alteration, but I am not
prepared to admit that he made all
the alterations which the Premier would
try to lead the House to believe ; but he
made some, and some were legitimate ;
he closed up the stations on some of the
suburban areas for a given period during
the night. Previously the officers were
not required at these stations, but the
Commissioner of Railweys compelled
them to stay there even though they
were not required, but after the depu-
tation waited upon him, knowing well
they were not required there, he allowed
them to go home and sleep instead of
etaying behind ¢to count their fingers
on the railway station. That is the
alteration he gives them, and for doing
that he expects special consideration.
If he had stopped at that he would have
received more recoginition at my hands.
Some may blame the Chief Traffic Man.
ager, because the Premier read a letter
in which the Commissioner drew the
attention of the Chief Traffic Manager
to the grievances, and requested him to
remedy these grievances provided they
did not incur increased expenditure,

The Minister for Mines: That is not
quite correct.

Mr. JOHNSON : That is correct. The
words used are, ° no additional expen-
diture ” or “no additional expense.” , I
took the whole of the quotation when the
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Premier was reading it ; and the fact re-
mains that the Chief Traffic Manager
tried to remedy these grievances, but at
the same time he had to do it without in.
creagsing the expenditure. As I say, if
the Commissioner stopped when he re-
duced the hours by closing stations, I
would have given him more credit. But
whatdid hedo ? Take two stations. At
the North Fremantle station the officer
there was working 12 hours. There was
& booking clerk there who worked day
shift to deal with the booking. The Com-
missioner, after the deputation, reduced
the hours of the stationmasters, but
brought that poor unfortunate booking
clerk on and increased his hours to make
up for it. 1In other words, the Commis-
sioner was miserable enough to give a.
concession to one officer at the expense of
another unfortunate. Take Gmldford,
he did exactly the same thing there, and
at the conference we had with the
Premier he denied the statement T made
that these booking clerks’ hours had been
increased. I repeat the statement again
to-night that although he reduced the
hours of stationmasters he increased the
hours of booking clerks ; and not only did
he increase their hours, but he called upon
them to do night duty, or to work from
one o’clock in the afternoon till 10 o’clock
at night, instead of working dey shift on
shorter hours as they had previously done.
Then the Commissioner claims that he
has not taken anything away from the
officers of the railway service. This was
emphasised by the Premier. 1 stated
that I would disagree with that at & later
stage. I propose now to say that, to a
certain extent, there is some truth in the
statements of the Commissioner that he
has not altered their conditions, that is,
that he has not reduced their wages or
increased their hours from what they
were some years ago. He has been in the
habit—as a meatter of fact it is the
recognised policy of the present Com.
missioner, to transfer officers in such a
way that they accept a more responsible
office at & reduced salary. For instence,
the stationmaster at Greenbushes was
receiving £180 per annum. The Com-
missioner did not reduce the salary of that
officer, but he transferred him to Collie.
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Collie had been paid previously at £200 per
annum. Thisofficer took over theincreased
respousibility, took a greater burden, but
he did not get compensation for it. Is
that not equal to a reduction in wages ?
This Cireenbushes stationmaster is trans-
ferred to Collie, and the Commissioner
makes £20 on the deal at the expense of
the officer. Another officer goes to
Greenbushes and takes over the respon-
eibility of Greenbushes at £160 per
annum ; here is another £20 in the pocket
of the Commissioner. Morgans was paid
previously at the rate of £170 per annum,
but it was reduced by trancfer to £150 per
ennum. Kamballie waa paid at £180 per
annum, and was reduced by transfer
to £150 per annum. 8o, too, with
Bouthern Cross, where the previous officer
received £180 per annum, and his sue-
<cessor was paid £150 per annum.

Mr. Heitmann: The worst form of
sweating.

Mr. JOHNSON: It is. And you will
remomber, Sir, the action taken by the
House when the House Committee adopt-
ed similar tactics to respect to the mes.
sengers, We laid it down clearly that a
system of that description was & system
of sweating, and you agreed that they
should be reinstated—that those officers
who had taken increased responsibility
should be paid the salary attached to
that responsibility. Mr. Commissioner
Short has adopted the same tactics, and
I will ask hon. members to say exactly
the same to-night in connection with
railway officers as they said in connection
with the messengers attached to this
Chamber. But that is not all, for we find
that officers in other branches of the ser-
vice have been treated similarly. Take
the clerk in charge of live stock transit ;
his salary at one time was £190, and for
-doing the duty enother officer is paid at
the magnificent rate of £130. In that
«eal the Commissioner makes £60 at the
expense of the officer. Yet he claims,
and the Premier endorses it, that he has
not reduced salaries. I would point out
‘to hon. members interested as producers
of live stock, the dissatisfaction that
-exists to-dey in connection with the
transit of live stock, and I would ask them
<an they say that a large amount of this
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is not due to the retrenchment of and
poor salaries paid to officers in that de-
partment ! But there would not be so
mauch harm done providing the officers
attached to the offices were the same as
were hitherto attached when the salary
was £190. But not only was the officer
replaced by another who was only paid
£130, but the actual staff of that particular
office was reduced at the same time. I8
that not sweating ! Can officers be ex-
pected to continue working under that
systerm 7 Let hon. members put them-
selves in that officer’s place, and take the
position at £130, knowing that the pre-
vious officer had been receiving £190.
I ask the member for Swan what would
he say 7 He would not work very long
under those conditions. I will appeatl
to every other hon. member. I want
hon. members to apply these conditions
to themselves, and ask themselves as men
would they tolerate it ? And if they say
they would not, I want them to say that
these men shall not be called upon to
work under these conditions any longer.
One could go on and give further ex-
amples, but I do not propose to take up
the time of the House. It is true there
are worse instances than those I have
already given. The Fremantle goods
clerk is getting £110 in a position the
previous occupant of which was paid
£170.

Mr. Angwin: There is another being
paid £70 whose predecessor was paid
£140.

Mr. JOHNSON : This is the new system
introduced by Mr. Short. It was not
acted upon by the late Commissioner. I
again ask hon. members whether they can
expect these officers to work through the
Christmas season under these conditions
when they will be called upon to work all
the hours of the clock to cope with the
increased traffic ? It is bad enough
under normal conditions, but with the
stress of the Christmas traffic they have
to sacrifice everything in the interest of
the Railway Department ; and by way of
recompense accept a reduetion in salary
in comparison with the responsibilities
they undertake. Would I not then be
justified in calling upon these men to go
to a higher tribunal and appesal to the
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people of the State to protect them
against a Parliament, if we tolerated that
sort of thing, and against the Commis-
stoner who would introduce it ¥ I could
also quote many anomalies that exist in
connection with the payment of various
officers. It will be said there is a re-
classification proposed, but in connection
with this I would point cut that the re-
classification is to be made principally by
the very gentleman who has been guilty
of introducing this system I have referred
to. In connection with that classi-
fication the officers very rightly requested
that they should be given representation
on the classification board. This was dis-
tinctly refused by the Commissioner.
Then they said, **If you are going to
classify us, give us the right to appeal,
just as Parlinment has given the right of
appeal under circumstances to the wages
staff.”” Now what did the Commissioner
reply 7 Here is the reply—

“1 am directed to acknowledge
receipt of your letter of the 17th instant
relative to appeals in connection with
the reclassification of the salaried
staff, and to inform you in reply that
the Commissioner is not prepared to
delegate his functions to an outside
board. Any appesl from the decision
of the classification board will be dealt
with by the Commissioner himself, and
his decision will be final.”

I ask hon. members whether they desire
that these officers should be denied that
which has been given to another branch ?

Mr. George: Is the Commissioner ex-

" eeeding his stetutory powers ?

Mr. JOHNSON: No; not other than
this: if he is guilty of doing an injustice
to his officers we, as his employers, are
justified in taking him to task and
outlining the policy we desire him to
pursue. But this Parliament. or another
Parliament composed largely of the same
members, ocutlined in the Railway Act
that they expected the railway servants
to have a right of appeal to an inde-
pendent board. s

Mr. George: If he is not exceeding his
statutory powers why not have an
amendment of the Act ?

Mr. JOHNSON : If the hon. member
had allowed me to complete my sentence,
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he would have found that the ver}
point I was going to make. Parliameni
has outlined that an appeal board shoulc
be constituted for the wages ataff
The fact of Parliament having outlinec
that an appeal board should be con
stituted, and should be an impartia
board, should be a clear indicatior
to the Commissioner that Parliameni
desires that to be done instead of limiting
it to the wages staff. I ask the member
for Murray would he not have taken
that as a direction not to have an appea.
board for one section and deny it to the
other ?

[(Mr. Daglish took the Chair.]

The Minister for Mines : They are for
different purposes.

Mr. JOHNSON: Not at all. One
appeal board is ageinst injustice of al
description, and this appeal board is
against any classification which might
not be fair. I will ask hon. members
to remember this point and to realis¢
that it is an important one, because the
Minister will state that & reclassification
is in progress to-day. What is the use
of reclassifications if there is not to be
any appeal from the Commissioner whe
has been guilty of these things I have
outlined to-night? To show that &
reclassification is necessary one has only
to quote a few of the salaries.

Mr. George: They have the right of
appeal.

Mr. JOHNSON : To whom ?

Mr. George: The appeal board.

Mr. JOHNSON: No; ‘ Any appesi
from the denision of the classification
board will be dealt with by the Commis
tioner himself. and his decision will be
final.” There iz no getting away from
that. 1 am glad to see that the member
for Murray realises that this is an in-
justice, and I trust he will speak on the
matter. But 1 was going to point out
anomalies that exist, and these anomalies
only go to helptomeke the conditionsmore
intolerable so far as the officers are con-
cerned. For instance, take the officer in
Perth dealing solely with passenger traffic.
The night station-master gets £200 a year,
whereas in Kalgoorlie, where the night
cfficer nnt only takes over the duties of
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the station-mester and deals with pas-
sengers and goods, but also takes the
responsibility of the District Superin.
tendent while the latter is away, because
that gentleman is only on duty during
the day time, we find the night officer gets
only £190 a year, although taking re-
sponsibilities of this sort and working on
the goldfields also. The man in Perth is
not getting too much, but the man in
Kalgoorlie is sweated in being worked at
that wage, and under those conditions.
Then we come to Northam. I make this
point for the special edification of the
member for Northam. Northam is an
important station, and the night officer
gets the magnificent sum of £160 per
annum, while, in comparison, the sub-
locomotive foreman, the officer second in
commeand, and not taking altogether the
responsibility of the night officer, gets
£250 to £300 per annum. It shows it is
sbsolutely essentisl that reclassification
should be made, and I want hon. members
to outline to the Commissioner of Rail-
ways that he has not to take into con-
sideration the general state of the finances,
but that he has to take into consideration
whether the services rendered by these
officers justify him in increasing their
salaries, and I feel sure that the House
will say that they do not expect these
officers to work under these conditions
at the wages paid, in other words, that
when the reclassification is made it will
be based on the highest salary and not
on the lowest. There are one or two
other matters I must touch on, and one of
the principal ones is the work performed
by the officers on behalf of the Common-
wealth, in other words the officers doing
postal work. This increased duty has
recently been put upon their shoulders,
and because they do the work the Gov-
ernment of the day receive some com-
pensetion from the Commonwealth, but
these officers are not getting a penny-
piece for the increased responsibility
or increased work th@y are doing, T want
to ask whether hon. members think it is
fair that these officers who have received
no increase of salaries for years, who for
years have been working under unfair
conditions, should be called upon to do
this extra duty and not receive some
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percentage of the amount the Commons.
wealth pay the Government because they
perform that duty. Wihen the Commis.
sioner places upon the shoulders of these
officers this duty he does something dis-
tinctly unfair unless he compensates them
for the work they perform. 1 want now
to refer to the payment made to the tele-
graphists employed in our railway system.
We find in cormperison with the tele-
graphists employed in the Post and Tele.
graph Department officers are getting
from £30 to £130 less than is paid by the
Commonwealth for similar work. The
work is exactly the same, and the tele.
graphists in the Railway Department
are competent men. It has been wurged
that these men are ordinary porters, that
they were juniors in the railway service
and were educated by the Commissioner
of Railways in this particular work. I
am prepared to admit there are some who
have learned the telegraphic work in the
Railway Department of the State, but the
major portion of them are competent
officers, some having been in post and
telegraph work in other States, and others
having been in the railway service of other
States. They were competent officers be-
fore they came to Western Australia, yet
we find they are receiving only from £120
to £130 per annum. The minimum paid
by the Post and Telegraph Department
of the Commonwealth is £160 per annum,
and the salary goes on by different grades
until it is possible after some years of
service for a telegraphist to reach a
salary of £280 per annum ; yet our officers
are called upon to do similar work at £130
per annum and be content. Is it fair to
ask these officers to continue working
under these conditions without a word
of protest ; or if they fail to get redress
can we wonder at their giving up the work
or making up their minds that thev will
go out and work in the agricultural dis-
tricts rather than work under these
conditions for the Railway Department
of this State ¥ Now I want to touch on
a matter that I know will appeal to a
number of hon. members in the House,
and that is the payment of the annual
increments. The Premier tried to get
some little credit for the Commissioner of
Railways because the Commissioner had
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decided that he would pay £20 this year
whers an officer did not get his ordinary
£10 last year. TIn other words an officer
on £100 a vear should last year have re-
ceived £110, but the Government and the
Commissioner failed or neglected to carry
out their contract, and on protest being
made it was decided to merease the salary
to £120 this vear ; and the Government
say they are giving the £120 the officer
would be entitled to this year. and ask
what the officer is growling about. He
growls that he has lost his £10 increase
for last year, that instead of receiving £20
this year he should also have received
the £10 they robbed him of illegally last
year. The vegulation says distinctly
that the annual increments shall be at the
rate of £10 per annum for officers with
sslaries between £100 and £150 per
annum. In other words an officer at
£100 in one year, next year will receive
£110 and -0 on until he gets hiz £150 ;
but the Government last year decided
the officer would not receive that £10
although the regulation distinctly laid
it down he was to receive it. The regu-
lation is the law of the land, so the law of
the land decided or promised that these
men should receive that £10. They did
not receive it, consequently when they
did not get what the law of the land
paid they were entitled to, it was taken
from them, and when it was taken from
them it justifies me in saying they were
robbed. The Government in reply to
questions asked have led us to believe the
regulation made a provise. It did meke
& proviso ; the proviso was that if the
exigencies of the Railway Department's
finances demanded it there should be
@ suspension of the classification. But
the exigencies of the Railway Depart-
ment’'s finances did not demand it. There
was a profit of £128,000 in the year the
£10 was denied these junior officers, and
the next year there was a profit of
£156,000, so the exigencies of the Railway
Department’s finances did not justify the
Government in denying these annual in-
creases, I am of opinion that even this
year, these increases would not have
been paid had the Commissioner not
found that these officers were gradually
but surely all leaving the department.
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I have it on the highest authority that
no less than ten officers have left the
chief accountant’s office and found em-
ployment in different comunerciel houses,
and in the banks of Perth, and that every
one of them has received in salury from
£25 to £45 per annum more than ho was
receiving in the Railway Department.
Because these officers, specially trained
under the chief accountant, experis in
their patricular line, were leaving at anch
a tate the Commissioner became alarmed
that the work in the chief accountant’s
office would get in arvears, and that
the chief accountant would be unable to
cope with the work, and the Commisgioner
found he would have to do something
and he decided to reinstate the annual
increments, but all the same he failed to
give them the £10 he took from them last
yvear. I want to ask if the exigencies of
the department’'s finances demanded
that the junior officers should not receive
their annual increments how it was that
the senior officers, or highly paid officers,
received the increases ? Why were the
junior officers penalised and the senior
officers not? We find in the 1908-9
classification some officers received as
high as £75 increases. On the one hand
officers receiving over £500 a year received
increases, while the poor wanfortunate
junior getting only £100 a year was
denied an increase ; yvet we are told the
exigencies of the Railway Department’s
finances demanded this suspension. T
could give a list of the officers, the highly
paid ones, who received increases in salary
while the juniors were denied their in-
creases, I do not desire to go right
through the list, but I do want hon. mem-
bers to realise there was something dis-
tinetly unfair in connection with the atop-
page of these anmuwal increments; and
when the officers say they are not going
to tolerate it any longer, that they are not
going to put up with this sort of treat-
ment, and that they are not going to be
denied while the big men get. the increases,
they are to be encouraged in taking up an
attitude of this description. We do not
want officers who will be servile enough
to tolerate treatment of that description.

Mr, Hudson ;: Absolute favouritism.
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Mr. JOHNSON : It is, and it is meking
men absolutely servile.  The class of man
that would tolerate that is not the class
of man we want in the railway service.
The beat men we can get to work for us are
the men who want full wages, and want
their conditions absolutely iair every
time. If we get men who will aceept any
wages and who will cringe and crawl to us,
my advice is get rid of them as soon as we
c¢an. They are not men at all. Con-
soquently when we see these officers
put their feet down and sey, ** We will

- not tolerate it,” they should go up in our
estimation, and we can say at least we
have men in the Railway Department
who are not crawlers and who will not
tolerate an injustice year after year.
With regard to the inereases, I ean men-
tion eight or nine cases where they have
been granted, but I do not desire to go
any further into that question. As to
the officers’ grievances, I desire to sum
up by saying that if the Premier will
promise, or if this House will say that they
will pay the officers time and a half for
Sundays, the same as the other officers, and
will say that the officers have a right of
appeal to a fair impartial board against
the classification, I am prepared to state
on behalf of the officers that they wil
allow the other grievances to be remedied
by the Commissioner of Railways, I
want to point out that if the department
pay time and a half to these officers it
is an absolute certainty that not ome-
half of the men will be called upon to
work on Sunday. They are brought to
work now because there is no remunera-
tion. The department have to pay them
just the same whether they are with
their families on Sunday or whether they
are working in the railway service, and
for that reason the Commissioner brings
them to work., He has been guilly again
of doing something distinetly unfair to
the officers in connection with this mat-
ter. For instance, under the industrial
agreement, porters and signalmen, who
are employed on Sundays, are paid time
and a half. Until quite recently al vari-
ous stations the station master had the
assistance of a porter, but the Commis-
sioner of Railways, in order to bring
about economies, recently ook the por-
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ters off, and thus saved the time and a
half, and the result was that the station
master was called upon to do all the
work with no increased remuneration.
One can find station masters ecleaning
and lighting lamps, and doing porters’
work, on suburban and other stations on
Sundays, where previously a porter did
the work, The porter is getting out of
the work altogether because his Sunday
time is to stand by itself, and be paid
for ail the rate of time and a half, BEx-
actly the same will take place when the
station master is paid time and & half;
he will not be called upon to work. Redue-
tions will be made in places where there
is no work for the station master bat,
in the past, because he was not ecalled
upon to pay that station master the Com-
missioner kept him there., They com-
plained about the long hours, so the
Commissioner, in order to gain eredit,
said he would not want these station
masters, who might as well go home. Tf
the Commissioner has o pay time and
a half he will go further, and it will be
found that in the large majority of cases
Sunday time for station masters will be
reduced to a minimum instead of being,
as at present, at a maximom, J do not
want the House to be led away by any
statement the Minister might make when
replying, that te pay time and a half
will cause the expenditure of thousands
of pounds. The Commissioner knows
foll well that if he has to pay time and
8 half he will not work the men, When
the signalmen recently made the same
request it was exaetly the same line of
objection that was raised. The Arbihration
Conrt instrueted the Commissioner to pay
time and a half, and what happened?
Two-thirds, or anyhow a great propor-
tior, of the signal cabins, which had
been kept open on Sundays along the
suburban lines were immediately closed;
they were not wanted, but while the men
were compelled to work for nothing they
were kept open; as soon as the depart-
ment had to pay time and a half the
cabins were closed. The same thing will
be claimed to-night but that is distinetly
unfair. If the time and a half is paid
for Sundavs the whole trouble can be
settled. When we are speaking of pay-
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ment for Sunday time we are not asking
for payment for those stations where
a train or two go through, that is in the
country districts. We want the stations
classified, and where it is just as well for
an officer to sit in a station as %o sit
under a tree listening to the birds twit-
tering it is not expected ‘that that officer
should be paid time and a half. All that
is asked for in connection with these
stations is that they shall be eclassified
angd that the oflicers in the outlying dis-
tricts will continue as to-day, but that
they shall receive more annual leave than
they obtain now. They do not request
to be paid extra, but where a man works
as hard on Sunday as on a week-day, or
even harder, that man should be paid time
and a half; that is a distinetly fair re-
quest and if it is coneeded by the House
this state of discontent will cease
to exist. If members say the Commis-
sioner shall pay {ime and a half on Sun-
day, and guarantee that a fair appeal
board will be constituted if the classifica-
tion is not a fair one, the rest of {he
matters can be settled between the offi-
cers’ assoclation and the Commmissioner.
I desire nothing more. One gets a little
bit tired of speaking, but I cannoit sit
down without referring to the other sec-
tion of the railway serviee where great
diseontent exists, that is the traffie, and
I want it understood that the men in
that association are as much dissatisfied
as those in the officers’ association. They
are equally as determined that they will
not suffer under different condttions
from those granted to other seections of
the same service, I am not going into
a lot of detail, although I could give
various insiances of diseontent in con-
neection with the traffic branch, but T
want to speak broadly and say that if
the Traffic Association received from the
Government, or from the Commissioner,
exactly the same conditions as are grant-
ed to the Engine-drivers, Firemen’s and
Cleaners’ Association, we are prepared
to leave the rest of their grievances to
the association and to the Commissioner
to remedy. There are various grievances
which are of suffictent magnitude even
to justify a debate of this deseription.
I wunt to emphasise this: if this House
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say lhey will pay time and a half to
those officers who work on Sandays the
same as those in other seetions of tbe
service, and give them a fair appeal
board against an unfair classification, if
they grant ihe traftic branch exaectly the
same working conditions, as far as hours
are concerned, as were granied in the
agreement with the Engine Drivers’,
Firemen’s and Cleaners’ Association,
then we will all have a merry Christmas.
Grant these requests and I am in a posi-
tion to guarantee that the railway ser-
viece will go along merrily and that there
will be no more dissatisfaction so far
as this House is concerned. We can
leave the other grievances to be settled
between the Commissioner and the offi-
eers, but I would like the House to say
that they require the Commissioner to
meet the officers reasonably and fairly
and to see that no injustice is done. Let
the House deal with the two matters the
Commissioner has distinetly declined to
consider and the whole thing will be
settled. I say, and while doing so I feel
the full responsibility of my utterances,
that I for one, representing the people
of a portion of this State, will not expect
these men to go on one hour longer if this
is denied them; they have suffered in-
Justices for years, they have appealed
coustitutionally to the Commissioner, wha
has ignored their requests, refused them,
they come to the people’s representatives
and ask them to see that justice is done
on two items; if the people’s representa-
tives refuse them then those men are
justified, if they are men at all, to go
to the people who own the railways and
to say, ‘“We have appealed to the Com-
missioner, he has refused us; we have
appealed to Parliament and we are de-
nied. and we come to you, the people of
the State, our employers, and ask that
justice =hall be done.” Refuse their re-
quests and those men are justified in ap-
pealing to the people for redress against
the grievances they have suffered only
too long.

Mr. GEORGE (Murray): The gentle-
man who has just sat down has made a
very tong speech and in the course of it
has made statemenis which I am quite
snre many members must feel in aeeord
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with, but I do not think we ecan quite
agree with hiln in the eonclusion of his
speech, which practieally means that if
any body of State employees do not get
what they demand they shall make an
appeal to the people who employ them,
that is the people of the State, and that
the appeal shall be made in sueh a form
as to cause the greatesi inconvenience it
is peossible to cause to people who are
the employers of those who strike. The
hon. pentleman has spoken as an advo-
cate, no doubt full to the brim with feel-
. ings of sympathy for those he repre-
sents; whether, if he had heen a little
more ealm, he would have obtained more
attention to his remarks or not, is an
open question, but I do him the justice
of saying I feel he was quite- sincere in
whaut he stated, and where sincerity exists
we should overlook perhaps a little ex-
aggeration. During the course of bis
speech, T am sorry to say, I was rude
enough to put in an interjeetion, not
done with an idea of diseoncerting the
gentleman I can assure him, and I am
sure he feels that, but it was as to the
appeal court. The employees of the rail-
way service, whether the wapges staff or
the salaried staff, have the right under the
Government Railways Aet of appeal
The rights of their appeal are as fol-
low:—
“Any person wbe being permanently
employed on a Government railway is
fined, or reduced to a lower elass or
grade, or dismissed by the Commis-
sioner or any person acting with his
anthority, may appeal to an appeal
board.”
There is an appeal board for every per-
son in the serviee to-day and there has
been ever since this Act was passed.

Mr. Johnson: How is it composed?

Mr, GEORGE: The appeal board con-
sists of the following persons: A police
or resident magistrate fc be appointed
from time to time by the Governor and to
be chairman of the board, one person to
be appointed by the Commissioner, and
one person to be elected in the preseribed
manner by the employees of each of the
following branches—Way and Works.
Traffie, Loco., and Workshops. As I take

75)
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it, although it may at first sight appear
as if this only applies to the wages em-
pluyees, it also applies to the salaried
staff, if they choose to give their votes
as to who shonld be on the board. Whe-
ther the provision goes as far as I think
it should or not, su far as T was con-
cerned when C(onumissioner of Railways,
it was only in very exceptional eirenm-
stanees that [ refused to see anyone who
had the right to see me. T have no doubt
the present (Commissioner is as desirons
to be just te the employees as I endeav-
oured to be. T wanted to point out to
hon, members that the second part of
this Section 69 states, “rights of lower
class or grade,” and from that I wish to
argue, in my opinion, at any rate, that
if’ there Is a man ocenpying, as has been
shown, a position worth £200 a year, and
he is passed away without any reason.
and someone drawing £110 or £130 is
placed there to do the work, and does it
properly, then I think that person has some
right to complain that doing this higher
grade of work he is suffering under a re-
duction which would give him the right of
appeal. [t seems to me strange, knowing
the Commissioner as I did, intimately for
five years, seeing him day by day for the
whole of that time, I say it seems strange
indeed, that in a case of that sort, where
a man who has been doing work and doing
it well, is put into a lower elass, that the
Commissioner should be satisfied to dis-
miss the appeal to him from that person.
1 bave not now as I had at ome time the
various industrial agrements at my fin-
eers’ ends, but I believe there is a clause
in connection with the wages staff in
which it is laid down that a person doing
the work of a higher grade should receive
the’ minimum of that partienlar grade. I
foond many anomalies existing in the
Railway Depariment during the term I
was Commissioner, and as far as my
ability and experience went I grappled
with them and tried to put them in a
way that an ordinary commonsense busi-
ness man counld deal with them. T framed
salaried staff regulations, which were
duly approved and gazetted, and which
became law, and are law to-day. Under
those reculations there are certain mat-
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teis preserved to the salaried staff, among
thew their leave computed on what was
considered to be a fairly liberal scale to
meet the peeuliar circumstanees under
which the officers were working. These
regnlations were never considered as com-
plete and final; they were considered by
me as a foundation upon which future
Commissioners could, with the assistance
of men affected, evolve regulations which
would act fairly to ail. 1t was beyond all
reason to expect that it was within the
reach of any ordinary man to frame re-
gulabons which would meef every par-
ticular incident. Prior to these salaried
staff regulations there was nothing in the
department except something in  the
nature of hearsay or a fragmentary docu-
ment, to show that the officers were en-
titled to uanyihing. These salaried staff
regulations are there now, and on them
must be built whatever superstructure or
improvements may come from the
present Commissioner, or any other Com-
missioner. One point that the member for
Guildford made was with regard to the
minirmaum increases that were provided
for the salaried staff. and T may explain
to the Housé thaf this was the position.
A hoy enters the service, as many of
them do, at the age of 15 years. He starts
at £40 a yvear, and is allowed increases of
£10 a vear until he rearhes £150 a year.
This practically means that he has to
work something like 10 years and ae
wauld then he 25 vears of age helore ha
received £150. Those salaried staff regn-
lations were law and are law to-day, and
yet that law for some reason or other
has been violated. There is no Order-
in-Counei] gazetted which has taken away
the foree of those salaried staff regula
tions, and the stoppage of these £18 in-
creazes tn the men T have referred to was

ill-advised, was certainly unjust, and, T,

believe, illegal. I will point out to the
House the effeei of it. If T am correctly
informed it is about three years since
theze minimum inereases stopped.

The Minister for Mines: They were
stopped last vear; it is rectified now,

Mr. Angwin: The last two years.
"Mr. QGEORGE: I am sure the
Misister is interjeciing to put me on the
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right track, but if wy information is
eorrect, the following is the case, assum-
ing that the three years’ increments of
£10 per year were stopped:—Ia the first
year £10 is lost to the officer, and in the
next vear by again not rveceiving it, be
would suffer to the extent of £20; then
in the (hird year lie should have got an-
ofher £18, making up €3t Properly
speaking he is £60 oul. What I under-
stand now ix that the inevease is to be
paid this vear, and that a sum is to be
provided to pay the mmnount, bat unless
that sum includes not merely the £10 for
this year and the £10 for last year, but
the aeccumulation of the £10 in the way
T have put if. the offieers will not get the
maney they arve entitled to receive. If
the Government have gone so far as to
say that this minimmm incrense shall be
paid, they will not ask the House to ae-
cept anything else, but the assurance
that the correct, legal and fair deecision
will be earried out. That is to say, that
the officers who have been deprived of
this money shall he paid an amount of

woney which fthey should have had
if they had heen properly paid
from the start. T think if the

Minister is under a misconeeption
npon that point, and eonsults with the
Commissioner, the Commissioner ¢an and
will give him the exaet faets and confirm
what T have stated. Tf last vear was the
only year these inereases were stopped
it makes no difference to my argument.
Those salaried staff regulations of 1905
are valid to-day. They were made under
the Aect, they were never repealed, and
you cannot go against them unless the
finances of the railway system will not
warrant the money being paid. The hon.
member for Gnildford dealt with that
point, and he explained that during last
year, and the year-before the railway fi-
nances have shown a profit. IFf that is
so there is no honest reason for de-
priving these men of their increases. I
can only put it down to a miseonception,
and not to any desire to do an injustice
to the men. Why wonld the Commis-
sioner desire to do an injustice to his
wages men, or to his officers?

Mr. Angwin: To nuake a name for
himself.
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Mr. GEORGE: It wauld be a pour
name that any man would make for him-
self upon the miseries and the trials and
shorteomings that he might infliet upon
his fellow men, and I refuse to believe
that there are men at the present time
who could oceapy such a position as that,
and gloat over the misery of those he
might be robbing.

Mr. Troy:
selfish man.

Mr. GEORGE: 1 have known some
men who have been selfish, buf when I
have come to know then more intimately
I have found that the selfishness on the
surface covered something which it was
possible to admire. The member for
Guildford has said that we want time
and a half, Sundays for the officers, not
at busy stations hut at siack stations,
and that they eannot go on as before
without more leave. 1 desire to point
out that the conditions of employment
are always changing, they have changed
from the time when we were boys, and
have changed since we have been men,
and are changing now, so that we have
to alfer the conditions under which we
ask people to work. In my early days,
10 hours a day for six days a week was
eonsidered the right thing; to-day eight
hours is considered the right thing and
I am in aceord with it. If I may pass
from a serious subject and hecome jocose
for a moment, I might say that I wish to
goodness we conld get a six hours’ day
into this Flonse. We are working mnre
than trade hours, and I am nof able fo
find that there is any overlime given to
us. However, it might be said by any-
one who started to take exception on this
partieular point, that when I was Com-
missioner of Railways 1 fixed up certain
regulations. 1 have said that I looked
wpon those staff regulations as a founda-
tion upon which the matter could be ecar-
ried on., The Commissioner of Railways,
or any other employer of lahour, has to
Jearn that as vears go by the conditions
of labour change, and he has to modify
as times go on. At the time when those
regulations were fixed those conditions
seemed to be fair. I believed at the time
that they were accepted as heing fair,

Unless hie is an utterly
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but at the present thne the oflicers are
asking thenselves this question; the
dignity of the title of officer may be good,
the uniform may be good, and the re-
speci which the public neglects to pay
us may be good, but if we are placed in
the position of having to iake the re-
sponsibility of the work, if we have to
deal with “please explain,” which we get
from other officers. and if we are going
to be placed on conditions not as good
as the men we have to control, where
eomes the fun and pleasare and dignity
of having ibe office? I can understand
that they would willingly change {uosir
places with the wages staff if they eould.
Some tell me, how far it is true T do not
know, that they have porters under them,
working under the system of 48 and 54
hours a week, or it may be 96 or 108
hours, and these men are actnally draw-
ing more money for fewer hours than
the officers themselves are drawing who
are dignified as officers. According to
the responsibility of a man in his work,
so we ecan claim he should he paid, and
if the responsibility of a statien is throawn
upon him, and we dignify him with the
title of station-master, ov officer in chage,
surely his responsibility should be re-
garded as something rvequiring and de-
serving of a higher rate of pay than that
given Lo the wages man whom he has to
eontrol. I do not think that the officers
ean be blamed in that respect. I would
not uphold them if they talked about a
strike, becanse I think their good sense
would prevail and would let them see
that unless there was justice in the strike
they would blind the public for ever. If
a strike occurs and the public awaken
to the unfairness of it, it will recoil upon
the men who led the movement.  The
member for Guildford knows well that
when the glamour and excitement of this
arbitrary means of settling dispules are
over, and cool common sense prevails, the
public will form a fair idea as to the
rightz and wrongs of the affair. T am
absolutely certain that no publie, whether
in Western Australia or any other part of
Australia, would ever perwanently con-
sent to aow & resort to force by any ope
portion of its serviee to control the Par-



2094

liawent and Government of the day. I
am satisfied of that, and I am satisfied
furtber that hon. members on the other
side wonld themselves recognise that there
is some conrmon sense in this view, The
memwber for Guildford says we want fime
and a half Sundays for the officers. That
is a principle carried out in the point I
have been, perbaps, labouring, namely,
that in aceordance with the responsibility
of the work, or skill with the tools, so
should the remuneration be. That could
well be diseussed, but not here. Hon.
members may say, “Why not?" Well,
dhe Premier has said that these things
are more fit for a eonference table, and
so they are. How many members can
elaim that their life’s work has heen such
as, fo give them fthe necessary intimate
acquaintance with the intricacies of a
great railway system? Is it not a faet
that there are in the House only five or
six members who have had to do with
the railway service? Now, if these five
or six were o go and meet quietly around
a table they would not make big speeches,
but they would pass each other their pa-
pers and notes and scraps of information,
with the idea of assisting each other to
get at a just apprehension of the case.
How can hon. members here—even pro-
viding a full and just apprecizfion
of their «qualities and abilities—how
many mewhers of the Chamber have
the necessarv knowledge to deal with
this big question? We begin to talk
about night allowaneces, time on and time
off and the like. Members who have had
to do with the railway serviece would un-
derstand it, but other hon. members re-
quire an explanation. And while net in
any way attempting to censure the hon.
member who introduced the motion, I
think this Honse isnot the place in which
we can discuss all these details. We can
discuss a prineiple, or a deviation from
an Aect of Parliament, and the Govern-
ment of the day can understand from
the voting what the opinion of the House
may be; but to attempt to discuss the
details of a huge working concern like
the railways, dealing with almost every
industry you ean get fogether in iis
mechanical, professional, clerical and
wages staffs, is to ask the House to do
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really more than the House has had the
necessary experience to do. I trust the
outcome of this debate will be, not that
the Government will be compelled to de-
tlare that they will concede all these de-
mands to-night—1I should not like to see
them doing that; what I hope to see
come out of this debate is the possibility
of a renewed conference between the
Commissioner and the gentlemen repre-
senting the officers and men, and that in
this debate the atmosphere will have been
so cleared that a modus vivendi should
he arrived at.

My, Johnson: Would you express an
opmlou as to whether they should be

Mr. GEOR(‘E The conditions of em-
plovment are changing as times go ob.
I ean see no reason why a man who takes
the responsibility of a station, with men
under him, should be plated in a worse
position than the men he controls, I
think that is fairly definite. And I will
go further than that. Soppose it may
be argued that this will eost so much
money, 50 many thousands; that is not
a factor that can weigh for one moment
once your railways are producing proiit.
If there were a loss going on in the rail-
ways it might have some force, but with
me it would only have this foree, that
the conditions of employment should be
so moulded that in the case of loss or of
gain, the disadvantage or the advantage
should be shared in ratio by all con-
cerned. The member for North Perth
referred to the treatment of the old men
in the service. I was glad to hear him
speak of this. I have always held the
view that so far as il is possible to do
50, an industry has the right to support
its workers when they get to the peint
that they are unable to carry out a full
day’s work. I have seen it in other eoun-
tries where railways are run and where
the old men may be seen doing some light
work jusi the same as we have them
doing here. It is news to me—and X can
hardly take it as being exactly correct—
that the present Commussioner is turin-
ing out his old men from the service
without considering them or doing any-
thing for them.

Myr. Swan: It is an undeniable faef.
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Mr. GEORGE: I thick there must be
eomething in conunection with it. I ean
hardly conceive that the Commissioner
would do that. I had an intimate ac-
quaintance with him of over five years,
and I certainly did not form that opinion
of him. However, in my opinion an in-
dustry should support its old men. As
for this question of appeal, there
should be some appeal arranged for,
and there should be very little diffi-
culty in warranging for an appeal in
conneetion with the classifieation. I
rememher when I classified, perhaps
somewhat erudely, the officers of the
department, we gave them a certain
time in which they could appeal against
their classification, and when their ap-
peals eame in they were carefully gone
into. Not in every case was it possible
for me to se the officer appealing, but 1
saw a considerable number of thera, and
there is no reason to suppose that the
present Commissioner is less likely to be
eareful of his officers than was I myself.
Another point made by the member for
North Perth was that in the Perth goods
sheds checkers gebting 8s. 6d. and 9s. a
day have been reduced to goods porters,
and other employees at a lower rate of
wage have been put in t0 do the check-
ing. If that is correet it iz not a fair
thing, and I think an expression of
opinion from this House on that point
would be a sufficient direction to those
who have been trying to carry out the
system. Further, it has been stated that
there are certain persons who have been
put to do work that other men have been
doing at, perhaps, 50 per cent. higher
salaties. There is a clause in the indus-
trial agreement, of the mechanics I am
sure, if not of any other branch, in
which it is stated that if a person is per-
forming higher duties he shall receive
the minimum for the higher class. As
an evidence that the prineiple is regarded
as right, we have a splendid illustration
in the Agent General’s office. The gentle-
man acting as Agent General at the pre-
gent time is getting a 50 per cent.
inerease for earrying out the dunties of
Agent General. Is that not recogmising
the principle of paying special remunera-
tion for the carrying ont of higher and
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more responsible duties? And I think
that whai 18 justice in that ease would
searcely be injustice to apply to those
on the lower rung of the ladder. There
seems to be in the Premier’s mind some-
thing of this sort: that no matier bow
many hours 2 man may be employed, his
remuneration shall only be according io
the responsibility and value of the work
he might be carrying on., This is a
prineiple which might very well be de-
bated in this House. The main thing at
the bottom of it is, have you the right
to oeccupy the whole of a man’s time and
fix the remuneration? The limit of his
work is fixed by yourself and you are
responsible for him., If a man is placed
in charge of a station and you eompel
him to be there 12 hours and only give
lim one train, you will searcely pay him
a low wage on the grounds that he has
but one train. If you will ocenpy his
time he shonld have a fair remuneration
for it. If you do not find work for him
to do the responsibility is with you and
ot with him who is ready io do the
work. If you are going to make it a
piecework job, so much per train, that is
another thing; but, of course, that would
be simply ridieulous; that could not be
done. If you are going to keep a man
12 hours at work, and punish him if he
goes away, surely you must remunerate
him accordingly. Take the case of a
night officer. If he is caught napping he
is punished, and properly so. Practically
vou say to him, ‘*We want you for 12
hours; if you go to sleep we will punish
you. We will not give yon any further
work to do, and we are going to pay not
too generous a price for the work you
do.”?

The Minister for Mines: The question
is. is the salary a fair one.

Mr. GEQRGE: That is going further
into details than I propose to go. The
member for Guildford said it is desir-
able to have the stations classified. If
they are classified by the heads of de-
partments, assisted by the representa-
tives of the officers yon will have some-
thing upon which you ean go. But at
the present time it appears to me the
fixing of classification of the salary of
a man at a particular station is some-
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what of an arbitrary business, in which
be has very little to say or do. That
classification of stations could be done
and should be done. I think you bave to
ask the Commissioner, and the Comamis-
sioner has to ask himself, and the Gov-
ernment have to ask themselves, what
basis they are going to take for a start.
If a man with only one horse employs
a sroom he has to pay him the same
wage as il he employed him the whole
of the eight or nine hours per day. I
think that aspect of the question will
have to be considered by the Government.
I do not propose to go into the question
of the wages men with regard to the

agreement that has been made. Appar-
ently the Government were not alto-
gether satisfied with the times rthat

were arranged, because. I believe, they
have made some further alterations. The
Minister may say the Commissioner, if
he likes, but I take it the (ommissioner
and the (tovernment are at one in these
matters. If the Commissioner has the
Government at his back, and is carrying
out something the Government instruct
him to do, the {overnment should
“ante-up,” the country should know and
the Government should hear the burden
of it. T think the question of the hours
of the men can be well taken up, and
will be taken up by the assoeiations who
represent the men, and this debate, if
it does nothing further, will, in a great
measure, place the views of the Guvern-
ment and of members of Parliament be-
fore the Commissioner. T would be the
last in Western Australin to attempt in
any shape or form to dictate to the Com-
missioner, or to allow anvone to coerce
the Commissioner. The Commissioner
has bis powers under the Aet. and knows
them, or shonld know them, and le
should be strong enough to ecarrv them
out: but without impropriety we shonld
be able to intimate to the Commissioner
our views. When an assemblage of men
elected from all parts of the State are
pretty well at one on some principle or
some interpretation, the Commissioner
micht weigh and consider that agree-
ment, and if he should find. on weighing
it, that the carrying out of it, if his jndg-
ment approves of it. means financial loss
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to the State, his duty, at any rate, wili
have been performed if he lays these
conditions, with his recommendations,
before the Government, and, when he
gets the Government's fiat, if he acts
upon it loyally and couosistenily. The
question of the paying of the railways is
one that could be talked on for long
enough, but there iz no necessity for its
entering hut eursorly into this debate.
From my experience of five years of
the Western Australian  railways 1 sayv
that when the Commissioner, through
Li= Minisfer. learns the views of mem-
bers of the House, and gives them fall
congideration, and arrives at a decision,
and advises the Government, if he
agrees with these views, what the loss
will be, and if the Government aceept it,
the Comunissioner has done his duty, and
the responsibility then rests on the Gov-
ermoeni.  Of course the responsibility
for providing the eash must lie with the
Treasurer, but the ultimate responsi-
bility for the matter rests with Parlia-
ment when Parliament discusses the
Estimates: and if Parliament is pre-
pared to assent to the provision for the
eash made by the Treasurer, it seems to
me the whole cirele is complete, and we
shall be able to get out of our difficulties.
I need sav nothing more except that I
hope the members of the House who
have inflaence with the men and the offi-
cers will reconsider any of these wild
statements in reference to a cessation of
work., I bhave seen many strikes in the
vourse of my life, and T have never seen
any in the old eountrv, or in Australia
where the gainers and losers have not
hoth suffered; and in this couniry with
its ramifientions of 2,000 miles of rail-
raads. and its conveniences to the people,
a strike wonld be a tremendous blow to
the peaple who depend upon the milway
for thase conveniences: and the respon-
sibility of the matter would rest upon
evervone of us if we were not prepared
to voice our opinions regardless of per-
sonal inconvenience. If the member for
({uildford and those working with him
feel that so great an injustice is being
done, an injustice such as men have laid
dnwn their lives for in vears gone by,
then T ¢an understand them advocating
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this barbarous, and what shounld be the
tast possible weapon that should come
about.

Mr. Angwin: We do not advocate it.

Mr. GEORGE: [ am not saying that
hon. members advoeate it for one single
moment. but we have been told by the
hon. member that they would nat be do-
ing justiee unless they advised these men
to appeal to the people who were their
employers, If the hon. member does not
wish to take that part then I will take
it myself. T speak with full knowledge
and full responsibility. I know absolutely
it is intended—T may say arranged—
that uniess matters are settled something
of that =ort will take place at Chrisimas.
There can be no question ahont it, and
it is no nse our blinding ourselves to it.
These members, rightly—I do not blame
them—have taken up the case of these
officers. Now let me ask them, having
taken up their case, having fought it
here, having advanced more than a step
towards what they want, would they be
wanting in their duty to those they re-
present, and their duty to the House, or
to the country, if they advised, as I hope
and believe they will, moderation, rather
than a course of some violence, which a
strike must be. The officers of the de-
partment and men of the department
are too important to the State for them
to be suffering loss and inconvenience, The
publie, the employers of these men and
officers, have the right to expect some
means shall be found by which the whole
service in conneetion with the railways
shall not be thrown out in connection with
this matter,

“Mr, Johnson: There are only two
points and it ean be settled.

Mr. GEORGE: I have said enough. I
have civen vent to my feelings on the
matter, and I can only say in conclusion
T hope it will be possible to resume this
conference after this debate with perhaps
a clearer view than there was previously
and, I hope, with the best of feelings. It
should not be that troubles of this sort
should cause raneour to rise as is so
liable to ocenr in cases of this disputat-
ious nature, It will make the greatest ar-
gument against the extension of Stale
employment if the industries of the State
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are to be paralysed because one seefion of
the State employees are not satisfied with
what they are getting.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill): I think hon.
members in the House, and none more
veadily than those who hnve voiced the
grievances of the railway men this even-
ing. will endorse the sentiments of the
hon. gentleman who has just sat down in
regard to the undesirability of the rail-
way servants, or any other body of work-
ers, being compelled to take an extreme
eourse in order to secure the redress of
their grievances; and although the Min-
ister interjected some remark that mem-
hers on this side werc moving in that
direetion, T am lere to state with perfect
eandour all the steps that have been taken
by hon. members on the Opposition side
of the House in regard to the present
diffieulty. It is true, as the Premier has
stated to-night, that T first approached
himm and endeavoured to impress on him
the gravity of the situation, and, what
is more, iried to induce him to bold that
conference which the member for Mur-
ray advocates as the solution of the diffi-
eully. Hon. members in this House, not
only ou this side but on the other side,
are here as guardians of the public in-
terest, and members on the Opposition
side are just as ready to protect the pub-
lie interests as members in another part
of the Hounse, but it is always well to
bear in mind when we are discussing the

‘grievances of this or any other body of

Government employees that they are just
as much part of the public as others
whase interests will be affected if there
is a serious outcome to any dispute. It
is hecanse we recognise that faet that
hon. members, both mvself and those who
have followed up the initial step taken
by me, have used every possible endea-
vour to obviate that course. It was wot
with any other object in view that I ap-
pealed strongly to the Minister for Mines
to postpone the discussion of the Rail-
way Estimates, I believed then thai if we
could only get the Premier with the Min-
ister, and the Commissioner for Railways
if necessary, and have the matter placed
before the Premier first-hand by the re-
presentatives of the men, a solution eeuld
have been arvived at and the mattr could
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be adjusted with satisfaction to both par-
ties, and this diseussion and fuarther aeri-
monious disenssion might bave been
avoided. Tf the railway officers have fol-
fowed the same course taken by the other
railway unions and have strengthened
themselves, it is due entirely to adviee
piven by members of the Opposition. I
have no hesitation in being perfecily ean-
did on that point. 1 have met their re-
presentafives. T met a deputation of
railway officers at Northam on one oe-
easion when [ was passing through in the
train. They pointed out to me that they
had had something in the nature of a
railway association previously, which had
-had a sort of tacit patronage from the
Commissioner of Railways, and that
practieally the only outecome was that on
certain occasions they were able to place
their feet under the same table as the
Commissioner and call one another good
fellows; and that while they appeared to
have had on ¢ceasion the patronage and
good opinion of the Commissioner, they
were absolutely unable to secure any re-
dress of prievapees under which they
were labouring. I told them that if
they desired my assistance or the assist-
ance of the publie, it was first their duty
to help themselves and to place their or-
ganisation on a strong basis, and then fo
use every endeavour to induce the Com-
missioper to give them some satisfaction,
to give them redress of their grievances,
and, failing that, in the last resort to ap-
peal to Parliament. I know of many in-
stances where the request of the Commis-
sioner that they should bring their griev-
ances to him has been acted wpon, and
with ahsolutely no good result. I know of
one ease where a man, to my knowledge a
splendid officer of the department, a man
who put his whole mind and heart info
his work, who was absolutely sweated
in the work. He appealed time
and again for some assistance that
was pecessary in order to enable him to
do his work without a demand upon his
physical endurance that was not too
great. And how was that man freated?
They shifted him to a station right on the
very end of the railway system, and the
next man they put in his place they gave
the assistance he bad requested. I know
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ahother instance where, not the indivilual
himself, but a body acting as a prouress
eommittee was concerned about the quar-
ters in which the officer had to carry on
his work, a litile place which was nothing
more than a dog hox, where in the sum-
mer the snn heat down with merciless
heat, and where in the winter the water
ran under the door and flooded the plave
where he was supposed to work. The
progress eominittee took up the matter
and wrote to me to see if I could do
anythiug. T brought the guestion under
the notice of the Commissioner, and 1his
man, who in his previcus reports had
given every safisfaction and concerning
whum the vepurts of ‘the inspecting offi-
vers were uniformly of wood charaeler,
had to submit after that to a constan:
fow of “Please explain,” in what ap-
lears to me to be a miserable attempt to
make him suffer for the aetion taken in-
dependently of him. These are the re-
sults that eome from this individual
system of securing redress of grievances.
Naturally sueh results emphasise the need
of organisation of railway officers. as of
other branches of the service, so that
the many may be able to fight the babtles
of the few. Tu reeard to the present
causes of dispute, representaions bave
heen made to the Commissioner with a
very small degree of =satisfaction, and,
following on that, the railway alficers and
other railway servants have appealed to
members of this House to bring the mat-
ter up, and I think it is our elear daty,
where these officers fail to secure redress.
to bring the matter up before Parliament
or the responsible Ministers. It is my
firm opinion that in this ease the one oh-
stacle in the way is that the Commissioner
holds the idea that he must have sole con-
trol of the men under his charge, and that
he has indueed the Premier, or rather has
influenced the Premier, to say that he will
nof, consent to meet these men to have
their grievances stated to him.

The Minister for Mines: The Commis-
sioneér will meet the men.

Mr. BATH: This is a difficulty I have
emphasised repestedly in this House dur-
ing the discussion of the Railway Esti-
mates, and on the amending Railway Bill
whieh the present Minister introduced.
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That soughe o define the duties of the
Commissioner.

The Minister For Mines: Only in resard
tr Preighis,

Me. BATH: A that time the Minister
was firm on the point thar we should
have Ministerial control v the question
of freights.

The Minister for
responsibiliry.

Mr., BATH: But the ynestions of
wages and eondilions, and the men em-
vloyed were to he left to the Commis-
sioner. I pointed out then how illogical
a position it was to take up. I believe
we should have Ministerial responsibility
in regard to the question of freights;
but if it is vight that the producers of
the State, or those who use the railways,
ghould be ailowed to appeal over the head
of the Commissioner to the Minister, or
the Administration of the day, there is
Just as mueh right for the men employed,
if they fail io seecure redress from the
Commissioner, to appeal to ithe same
body. T fail to see that any logieal ar-
gument could be advanced for the pro-
dueers heing able to appeal on the gues-
tion of freights to the Administration
while we, on behalf of the railway men.
should noi he ahle tu take the same
course. These men are part of the pub-
lic of this State just as the producers are.
They are part owners of the ratlways just
as much as the producers, and if it is
logical in the one iusiance ii is logical in
the other. Tf we had adopted this lngieal
course, this diffienlfy would not have
reached ifts present stage as there would
have been no obstacle or etiquette which
would have prevented the Minister or the
Premier from obtainingz firsti-hand infor-
mation of the grievances, free from the
explanations of the Commissioner which
have only obscured the issne. I am in
aceond with the member for Murray that
a conference can settle the diffieulty.
but tbat conference is not assured. and
if the men forego the opportunity they
have of appealing to Parliament in the
last extremity it is not likely they will
secure any good results from any con-
ference that might be held. In spite of
all the obstacles, in spite of all the care
taken by the Minister to see that the

Mines: Ministerial
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Connnissioner shall bave control as to
wages and conditions, one eannot prevent
the 1ailway men fiom haviog iheir griev-
anees ventilated and, if possible, redressed
by Parliament. All the clauses of the
Railway Acl will not prevent that, and
I am lLere to say that those men have a
perfect right, aud T am here fo support
them in the eontention, failing to secure
redvess  throngh  the  channels now
permitied 1o them, to come to Parv-
liament and ask that we should have the
final say. What are these grievances?
What the men want chiefly dealt with is,
as pointed out by the member for Guild-
tord, the question of Sunday time, and T
for one am taking my share of the blame
that this matter has not been ventilated
eavlier 1o the fullest extent. We have
not treated these men fairly as we have
asquieseed in their working these hours
on Sundays without payment.

Mr, Bolton: We do an annnal gramble
on the Fstimates.

Mr. BATH: Yes, but havé never taken
determined action on the matter. Members
have nol heen fully seized of the disabili-
ties nuder whieh these men labour. I had
an opportunity reeently of seeing them at
work and of knowing that this is a very
zreal hardship. These men have been
expecterd week after week and month
after  month  tn work seven days
weelk for 12 hours a day wister and
gummer, and I ask members is that a
faiv thing to make these men do? 1If
the exigencirs of the railway service de-
mand that these men shall be employed
on Sunday is it not a fair thing to pay
them For thal Sunday work? Ts not the
labourer worthy of his hire? And would
we ol be duing a mere act of justice to
pay them for the work they give to the
State? As to the 48 hours a week

The Minister for Mines: We have
eranted that.

Myr. BATH: TIf, as the Premier points
out, it is possible to give this to the men
on the front of the train, why deny it
to the men on the back. I agree with
the member for North Perth when he
says that the plea put forward by the
Commissioner was an evasion of his clear
duty., The Minister states that the Rail-
way Department intend to give this
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right to the men, but | hope there will be
no more of this attempt to control onc
body of workers, or rather set aside the
grievances of some branches of the ser-
viee, in order that they might isolate
others and prevent them from securing
a vedress of their grievunces.

Mr, Bolton: Does the Minister say
that the 48 hours is eonceded ¢

The Minister for Mines: From Janu-
ary lst there will be 48 and 54 hours in-
etead of 96 and 108.

Mr. BATH: The Minister will be able
tu say what that propesal means. As to
Lhe postal work imposed on railway offi-
cers. This question has been dismissed
as being a Llrivial one, but I am able to
speak from aectual knowledge of the
work some of these officers are called
upon to perform, and it is nothing more
than sweating to impose upon men al-
ready busy on railway work, who have
enough tu do in the 12 hours they are
at work on a station, duties in connee-
tion with postal matters for the Com-
monweallth Government. The Railway
Departmment get an allowanee from the
Commonwealth for this work, but they
expect the railway officers o do it with-
out extra remuneralion. This extra
work should not be imposed upun them
for it is absolutely physically and men-
tally impossible for a man to do the two
classes of work. The railway officers
have to gravitate between repeated at-
fendance on those who desire postal
work to be done and the railway work
for the Government. The uvne class of
work is enough for a man, at teast so far
as the stations I have had an epportunity
of observing are concerned. Take Goo-
malling, the railway officer there was
ealled upon to do postal work., Now the
Postal Department have two officers in
the post office there doing the work the
ratlway officer had to perform previously
in addition to his ordinary work.

The Premier: The business has in-
creased.

Mr. BATI: But not to the extent of
requiring (wo men to cope with it. I
admil that the husiness has increased.
buf the Commissioner has forgotten that
in some of these stations where there is
postal work to be done the railway work
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has also increused, and that repeated re-
quests for assistanee or tor postal work
to be taken from lhem have been abso-
lutely ignored. I have no desire to tra-
verse the ground gene over by the mem-
ber for Guildford, but T wish to repeat
earnestly that | and other members have
endeavoured with all the earnestness, and
with all the energy at our disposal to
obviate anything in the shoape of indus-
trial trouble in this State. The Premier
will, 1 believe, acknowledge thal. I have
Lried to itnpress him with the sericusness
ol the positton, and 1 say it is only a
mere question of eiiquette, for the idea
in Lis mind is that it is net right to in-
terfere with the Connnissioner. That is
all that prevents a settlement from be-
ing successfully negotiated now. That
objection, in my opinion, is not wvalid.
If it is right for the Minister to have
control of the question of freights con-
cerning one section of the publie, it is.
Just as right for him to be able to inter-
fere on a matter affecting another see-
tion of the public. All are our citizens,
and T want to disabuse the minds of
members that railway men are not
worthy of consideration; they are eiti-
zeng and electors: they are part of the
‘cowtaunity just as mueh as the produ-
eers, and in my opinion  the Premier
wenld he rvight to intervene in this mat-
ter and have a conference with the men,
let them state their grievances squarely
before him, and let him adjust the mat-
ter as he thinks right and just.
[Phe Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Mr. JACOBY (Swan): The speech de-
livered by the member for (ruildford, in
which he set out the grievances of therail-
way employees was an admirable one,
but T regret that he should have spoilt it
at the end by the threat he used.

Mr. Angwin: He used no threat.

Mr. JACOBY : Taken in conjunctiun
witl: the speech of the member for North
Perth, it was a threat, because the mem-
ber for North Perth stated distinetly
that if these grievances were not re-
dressed the men would strike.

Mr. Angwin: They will too.

Mr. JACOBY : 1t was wrong for any
member of Parliament to threaten the
people of the State, and practically incite
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a portion of the service of the State to
take up what is in effect simply a revo-
lution against the State. We have in
Australia, I suppose, what we may readily
¢laim the most democratic Constitution
which exists on the face of the earth, and
T ask, having reached the highesat stage
a8 far as government by the people is
concerned, are we to be worse off as far as
¢ivil war is concerned, than those coun-
tries which are sc much behind us in
respect of democrecy. I have great
sympathy with the case which has been
presented by hon. members, and I con-
gratulate the member for Guildford on
the cogent and logical arguments he
brought forward, but whileit had been my
intention while the Railway Estimates were
under consideration to assist to ventilate
the grievances of the employees of that
department, I feel now, in face of the
threat, that my inclinations are to remain
silent and give the Clovernment support
in case of emergency. [ feel, perhaps,
that what we have heard represents the
voice of some of the men who are fire-
brands, and 1 trust that there is no real
or genuine desire on the part of the great
body of men in the State to carry into
efiect the threats such asthose whichhave
been made. We all recognise, in dealing
with the railway service, the responsi-
bility which is placed upon the shoulders
of the Connnissioner. A demand has
been made. an almost universal demand
throughout the State, to reduce the
working costs of the railways to some-
thing within reasonable limits, so that a
reasonable comparison may be made with
similar services in the Eastern States,
and under the pressure of public opinion
and ecriticism in this House, and under
the pressure of Presa criticism, the Com-
misgioner has heen endeavouring to
bring those costs down to comparable
limits. Under .he circumstances we
must remember the responsibility of the
man, and the responsibility of Parliament
in connection with themanagementof this
department. I do not intend to support
the opinion that the service ought to be
made to pay at the sacrifice of fair treat-
ment to the men who have to work in the
service. I agree with the case put
forward by the member for Guildford
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that the men complain on good grounds,
which no reasonable man can listen to
without being convinced that they sare
well founded. Any of us who have oppor-
tanities of knowing the service, and know-
ing something of the men who work in the
service, must recognise that there are
some cases existing there that should not
exist. It was only a fortnight ago that T
had a visit from a gentleman who
was employed in the Railway De.
partment, asking me if I would
give him a recommendation for a position
he was applying for ontside the State. 1
expressed my surprise, because I kmew
that gentleman hed been induced to come
from the Eastern States to take up a
special position in the Railway Depart-
ment. When 1l expressed surprise that
he should desire to leave the service of
a State which was developing rapidly, and
where there must be any amount of oppor-
tanities for promotion, he said that he had
remained in this service for over 10 years,
thet he had left a good position in the
Eastern States to take upone here for £200
a year, and that at the present time he was
still in the same position and received the
same salary, and that the officer who had
been appointed to fill the position he left
in the Eastern States was to-day receiving
£100 more per annum. Under these
cireumnstances I induced this gentleman
to tell me something about the condition
of the service, and T was satisfied from
what he said that the conditions existing
there are not conducive to the well-being
of the gervice, and the well-being of the
State. If there is one thing more than
another which should induce us to recog-
nise that the officers in the Railway
Department suffer under a serious sense
of injustice, nothing could be more elo-
quent than the fact that those officers
have combined with the wages men in
order to secure justice. I cannot con-
ceive that such an action would be taken
unless it was taken under extreme pres-
sare. As far as the question of Sunday
time is concerned, it is unjust to ask those
men to work an extrs day of the week
without receiving payment for it. T bave
had the opportunity at country stations
of seeing the work these men do, and at
one station I know of, where there was &
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station-master, s porter and an occasional
aassistant, that station is now being work.-
ed by the station-master, who has to do
the whole of the work, inside and outside
of the office. T had occasion to go to that
station at night time lately and I found
the officer had to spend two hours every
night of the week there in order to get his
baoks ready, and in addition to all this he
had to work on Sundays. I consider
that is not a fair proposition and it can-
not be conducive to the well-heing of the
railway serviee. [f these things are to be
done in the name of economy and at the
sacrifice of the pockets of these men, the
State is asking too much. We have to
recognise that the officers who are em-
ployed in the railway service are mostly
skilload men who had to get more ex-
perience than the mere ordinary clerk in
order to carry out the work that they
have to do, and it will be recognised, too,
that the service is manned by men of
capacity : there are men there who are
able to work, and do work hard, and if
there is any branch of the public serviece
that can set an example to the other ser-
vices of the State, 1 look upon the Rail-
way Department to do it. Under all the
circumstances it would be the best
economy to meke these men satisfied
with their lot, to give them fair play and
insist upon proper serviees being rendered,
snd also see that proper remuneration
is given. T listened with some surprise
to the remarks of the member for Murray,
when he pointed out in connection with
the stoppage of increments that that
stoppage, as far as he was able to see, was
not only unjust but illegal.  And the same
thing has oceurred in conneetion with the
increments to the teachers of the Educa-
tion Department. 'There. [ believe, the
stoppage of the increments was abso-
lutely illegal. and I must express surprise
at the Government taking up an attitude
which cannot be supported either by law
or in equity. Therefore, although I re-
gret oxtremely thet any member should
cume to the House and threaten anything
in the nature of & strilte in any portion of
the public service—whilst T regret that,
T am firmly of opinion that the grievances
are just, well founded, and shounld be re-
dressed by the Government. T trust
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that the Minigtry will tuke steps to re-
move these grievances. I hope that when
on sorme future occnsion it may be neces-
sary to bring grievances before the House
the hon. member who undertakes the
responsibility will be content to state them
fairly and justly, and depend upon the
sense of justice in hon. members without
making threats. Because, after all, there
is nothing more likely to defeat the pur-
pose of such an hon. member than the
meking of such threats. A hon. member
should e content to leave the matter to
the House. NI NN

Mr. Swan : [ used no threats.

Mr. JACOBY : The hon member dis.
tinctly made a threat, and the wards of
the member for Guildford, as 1 understood
them, were in the sane direction. How-
ever, if T have misunderstood these hon.
members, I can only express gratification
at the assuvance that they did not intend
to uge threats.

Mr. Jolmson : We stated exactly
what the member for Murray stated. and
lie told you theve was discontent amd thae
there was going tu be teouhle.

Mr. JACOBY : Now that the musteer
has been ventilated in the House the
grievances of these men will. 1 hope,
be redressed. and instead of discontent
we shall have a contented and loyal
service in the Railway Department.

The MINISTER FOR MINES AXD
RATTLWAYS (Hon. H. Uregory): 1
regret that this disenszion has not taken
place upon the Tstimates. Quite pos-
sibly we will have the same debate over
again when the Railway Hstimates are

under consideration. .
Mr. Taylor: You can prevent that by
fixing up matéers. v

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I
think it iz generally understood amongst
members that where there is & general
feeling shown in regard to any special
item in the Estimates. the desire of the
Cloverntnent hias always been to contrive,
as far a+ possible, to give effect to the
suggestion made, and T am quite satistied
that if the arguments brought forward
to-night had been adduced when the
Estimatcs: were under consideration. the
result wounld have heen equally as cond
as that hoperd for from this special debate.
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L say that eny, discussion here to-night
<an have no greater advantape than if
it had {aken place upon the Estimetes,
and I want to say in all sincerity that
if hon. members come here and, under
threat, ask the Government to do certain
things—

Mr. Swan: Who uttercd a threat ¥

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Well,
the suggestions mede have been in the
noture of threats.

Mr. Swan: I never made any threat.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member made a suggestion, and
the member for Guildford referred to
the sufiering of these people when com-
pelled to take a drastic step.

Mr. Angwin: But they are telling
¥you what the men say themselves.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Well,
if these employees are going to tell the
Government at the peint of the bayonet
that unless certain things are done certain
other things will happen, it seems to me
that no Governunent would be worthy
of their position if they were to give
way under political or other pressure
of the sort. There wss no necessity to
make such suggestions. The peneral
desire i3 to see that any person employed
in the Goverrunent service should receive,
if not better, at least equal consideration
with those employed outside. As far
ag the Government are concerned, time
after time they have, through the Com-
missioner of Railways, endesvoured to
make the conditions of the men working
on our railways better then they have
been in the past. The Premier himself
dn spesking to-night informed the House
of what had been done during his term
of office in making industrial agreements.
The member for Guildford, who gave
ue such a display of oratoricel talent
to-night, was himself Minister for Reil
ways in 1905, when the men were forced
into the Arbitration Court.

Mr. Angwin : How long was he there ¥

The MINISTER FOR MINES : During
the whole period of the trouble. During
the term of that Administration, when
the Labour Government had the power
to do something for these employees
they allowed the employees to be foreced
into the Arbitration Court; and the
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award of the court spelt far worse cog-
ditions than had obtained before. Time
after time the present Government
have improved the conditions of these
men. In regerd to the Sunday time of
wages men, that was inclusive ; but we
have made Sunday exclusive, and any
person working on Sundays since the
alteration was made is paid time and
& heli. There has been some discussion
to-night in connection with the acticn
of the Commissioner when dealing with
the wages staff in asking that there
should be a 96 hours period. I
cannot compliment the member for
North Perth either on the way in
which he put his case or on the personal
remarks he made in regard to the Com-
missioner. There was no necessity to
bring hefure the House any remarks of
& personal nature. Remarks of that sort
should be condemned. However, in
regard to these men the Cormissioner
was desirous of bringing the conditions
of the railway servants in Western Aus-
traliz into line with those existing in
the Eastern States. [n all the other
States of the Commonwealth, except
Victoria, they have a 96 hours period,
and the Commissioner was desirous of
making the same conditions apply in
Weatern Australia. e told the wages
staff of this, and although he had not that
alteration made in its entirety— because
we had a conference and when dealing
with the locomotive men it was found
expedient to keep to the 48 hours they
had had for so many years,—-he imme-
diately udvised me that in his opinion
it would he preferable to alter the period
of the labour staff. And now we are
prepared to make those conditions from
the lst January, 48 hours or &4 hours,
as the cere mey be,

Mt. Bolton: Will you explain the 48
hours and the 54 hours ?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
48 hours apply to men working on busy
stations, and 34 to the men on stations
where the work is intermittent. VFor
instance, at Collie they have asked that
the station should be brought into line
with the stations of the metropotitan
area, Kalgoorlie, Bunbury, Northam. and
otherstationsclassified as 48 homsstations.
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The Commissioner will be quite prepared
to consider applications from time to
time., Some stations might be 48 hours
period at one time, then business might
go down, and what had been busy stations
might he re-classified as 54 hours shortly
afterwards. Then in making our in-
dustrial agreement with the locomotive
men we have given increases that are
going to cost the country £2,300 a year.
Supplementary Estimates are making
provision for £3,000 for the reclassification
of the railway staff. The staff is now
being reclassified. In connection with that
reclassification we had some extraor-
dinary arguments brought forward by the
member for Guildford and by the leader
of the Opposition. The latter in dealing
with the matter referred to the amending
Act of 1907 which provided that the
Government had the power to super-
sede the action of the Commissioner of
Railways in regard to the charges on
freights. I pointed out on that occasion
the absolute unfairness of the Government
having the power to compel the Com-
missioner to increase or reduce the
freights without at the same time taking
the responsibility for the action. At
the time of the reduction of the timber
freights action was taken by the Govern.
ment contrary to the advice of the Com-
missioner, and in other instances the
(iovernment have desired increases or
reductions. T say it is the duty of the
(tovernment, when these things are done,
to take the responsibility. It was for
that purpose the sinendment was placed
in the Act. So far as the classification
of the officers is conecerned, the 1904
Act provided that the Commissioner
must classify them, snd at no time since
that Act has come into force has there
been any other system of classification
than that the Comunmissioner shall be

supreme.

Mr. Bath: 1 did not confine it to
classification. 1 made it apply to all
conditions.

Mr. Angwin: Never mind that; tell us
the exaet position.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
exact position is this, that the members
of the staff have the right to appeal, but
only under certain conditions. As far as
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the question of wages and salaries: is
concerned, that is a matter eontrolled by
the Commissioner and afterwards by
Parlinment, At all events Parliament has
the supreme control so far as the expen-
diture of money is concerned, but the
Commissioner has been given special pow-
ers by the Act to provide for the classifi-
cation of the employees; and if it is
thonght that this power should not be
given to the Commissioner, the wisest
course would be to repeal the section and
rive the Government and Parliament the
richt of doing what the statute now
gives power to the Commissioner fo dn.
There are several concessions given which
T would like to deal with. The Commis-
sioner has heen desirous of trving fo
gzive some concessions to the officers—I
do not want to deal with the requests that
have been made—but to grant the extra
holidays to these officers will mean an
additional £1,000 to the department. In
dealing with the industrial azreeinent
with the wages staff we brought the mini-
mum from 6s. 6d. to 7s. 6d. & day. The
member for Guildford, when speaking
in reference to the conference which took
place, said that the Premier and I re-
fused to concede in any shape or form
when discussing the question; but the
hon. member was told distinetly that in
rezard to the requests made by the night
officers it was the Commissioner’s inten-
tion to consider the advisability of fram-
ing regulations to give longer holidays
to these men. At present those continu-
ously engaged for 12 hours a day for
seven days a week get 15 days every half-
year as holidays. It is suggested that they
should be paid for the lime that ihey
work on Sundays, but the Commissioner
considers it would be better in the in-
terests of the Railway Department that,
instead of giving payment for this work,
increased holidays should be given, Under
the rezulations holidays are given to these
officers on account of their being c¢om-
pelled to work these very long hours.
Night offiecers on big stations who are on
duty each night 12 hours arg given 15
days’ leave each half-year exclosive of
Sundays.

Mr. Bath: That ineludes the ordinary
leave to which they are enlitled.
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Mr. Bolton: Yes.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I
would not say it is not the case. I an
only dealing with this as I find it in the
regulations. These men get 15 days
every half-year. Possibly there might not
be two bours’ work a day for a greal
number of these men. In many instaneces
they have only one or two or three irains
passing during the whole period they are
employed, but they have to be on duty
the whole 12 hours for seven days a
week; and the question is whether we
should not give them longer holidays with
a view to feeling sure they will be fresh
and able to carry on their duties rather
than give them inereased pay and less
holidays.

Mr. Gill: We do not ask for increased
pay where they are on stations with two
or three trains a day.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If we
are to give payment fo ihese men for Sun-
day work they must lose the long holi-
day.

Mr. Gill: Certainly.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Is it
not better in the interesis of the travel-
ling public and the safe working of the
railways that these men should be given
lunger leave for each of these Sundays
rather than money compensation?

Mr. Bath: It is likely that if you had
1o pay tor it you would find the need
fur lessening the hours.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It is
;t moatter that needs consideration. It is
a question wheiher we should give them
inereased pay, or increased leave so that
they can come back fresh to their duties.
The Commissioner bas to consider what
is best in the interests of the railway ser-
vice. We have no right to formm ourselves
into an arbitration court to try to decide as
to the conditions of employment of the
people. If the conditions are unsatisfac-
tory and unfair an arbitration court or
a special eonference could be arranged
80 as fo inquire tully into any of the
grievances; bhut for Parliament to Iry
and put itelf in the position of the
judzes as {n whether the conditions are
fair or unfair. is not a right thing to dn,
During the past few years we have out-
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side of the award of the arbitration
court, and with a view of classifying the
ollicers and making industrial agreements
with the wages staff and the locomotive
staff, given concessiops that mean &n ex-
penditure of over £11,000 a year., We
are prepared, and the Commissioner is
prepared, to give consideration to the
questions raised. Although there have
been a lot of statements made to-night
reviewing the serviee from one end to
the other, the chief caunse of complaint
is as to the payment for Sunday labour
for the officers and the hours of work.

Mr. Gill: Those are the principal items.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There
way be other matters, but [ Lhink (he
member will oot ask the House to deal
with them.

Mr, Gill: They will be asked to unless
the prineipal questions are decided.

The MINISTER TOR MINES: I do
not want at this stage to go into all the
small items, but these two are the prin-
cipal questions brought forward—pay-
ment of Sunday time of officers, and the

Jhours of duty. I believe there has been

another question to the effect that the
whole of the railway staff shonld have
48 hours instead of 96 and 108. I was
pointing out that so far as we were con-
cerned we have made a great number of
concessions. In connection with the
clerical staff the Supplemetary Estimates
will provide for £3,000 for their inereases.
The eclassification was not complete when
the Estimates were framed, for the Com-
missioner did pnot know what amount
would be neeessary, and it was our in-
tention to ask for an exeess vole in con-
nection with that matter so that provision
would be made for the officers from the
1st July. But the Supplementary Esti-
mates will provide £3,000 for the payment
of increased salaries fomnd necessary as
a result of the elassifieation. The sys-
tem of classification adopted by the Com-
missioner is to my mind an exeellent one.
So as te have the eclassification in the
various branches, the Locomotive, the
Way and Works, and the Tralliec, by
which =211 should be placed on the same
basis. the various heads were appointed
as a classifieation board. Their elassifica-
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tion has been published aud distribuied
among the officers, and they have been
asked to appeal. As the JAet provides,
the Commissioner is the final arbifer in
reward to that matter. [ need pet dis-
enss the question of eadets, for that can
be dealt with on the Estimates. Mem-
bers can rest assuved that every provision
is made that eadets will not only receive
the ordinary inereases but increnses to
the same exteni as if there bad been no
reduction last vear.  The inember for
Murray was wrong in the statement he
made tbat this was done two or three
vears ago. Last vear a reduction was
made, and this year an increase has been
given, but a double one For instanee,
an officer receiving £130) the vear before
last, and who did 10l reeeive an incerease
last year, will get uit only the £10 hut an
additiona! £10 as well this vear. Com-
parisons have been made as to the condi-
tion of the railway officials in Western
Australia and those in fhe Fast.  The
member fur Guildtord guoted a number
of States where the salaries paid were
different from those paid here. He only
drew attention to the maethod adopted in
the other States so far as Sunday time
to officials is concerned. He inferred that
the conditions of employment in the East
are better than here. 1 want to tell mem-
bers that, so fur as the period in which
the men work in Vietoria is concerned,
it is much worse than here, for there it is
for a month. A man may work over-
¢ime one week and get kept baek the
next week, work excess the fellowing
week, and so long as at the end of the
month the period is made as une in which
there is no overtime, lie zets nv overtime
pay even if he has worked 70 hours in
oune of the four weeks. With the other
States the period is 96 hours, or an in-
creased number according to the nature
of the employment. Here we have a 96
hour period, but we bave advised the staff
that it is our intention from the 1st Janu-
ary to make a weekly period. Tt must
he rememhered that this eoneession is
going to eost the department £1,300. It
will he lonked upon as a great concession
by the men. With reference to Sunday
time, the New South Wales method is
exactly the same as we adopt here. I

- there must be three men.
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think the holidays given in New Sonth
Wales are in exeess of those we give, and
as 1 have informed (he House the Com-
misxioner will be only toe pleased, as he
has  recommended, to decide that the
holidays to be given to those officers
slionld he inereased heyond what they
are now. This is a questi.m for very seri-
ous consideration,  Revogmising as we
must that it is essential that a man should
he employed in a majority of instances
tor 12 hours a day we have various chang-
ing places. There is very little work to
do, and tv employ three men at each ot
those places would enst the country from
€10,000 (o £15,000 a yenr more: that is
to give eight hours’ work at these vari-
ons stations.

Mr. Bolton: Surely you do not think
with any seriousness of baving three men
at these stations.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It
would he necessary to give eigh! hours
duty.

Me. Bolton: We do not ask for that.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: To
give eight hours’ dnty at all these places
It is =aid they
dn not ask this now, hot T know what
will follow.

Mr. Bolton: They will not ask for an
eight hours’ day. The Loeomotive staff
have had 48 hours a week for seven years,
but they have not asked for an eight
hours’ day.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T
want the House to understand that if this
were done it would mean an extra cost of
from £10,000 to £15,000. The duties at
many of these stations are small, and
the question is whether it is not wiser to
give increpsed holidays rather than pay-
ment for Sunday work and less holidays.
These men are looking after the safety
of the public. An aecident veenrring on
account of men bheing kept continnously
al work, week in and week out, year after
vear, without a fairly lengthy holiday,
wounld result in more bharm to the rail-
way system by the payment for work
done, and more -continuous employ-
ment thanp would ocenr if there were
longer holidays and less employment.
That is the position as I find it at the
present time and it is a question which
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reyuires very serious consideration in-
deed. In Vigtoria they poy their staff
for Sunday work, but in New South
Wales that system is not adopied; they
prefer theve to give the men extended
holidays. As far as the hours of duty
are econtcerned, since the deputation
waited on the Coromissioner, he issued
insiructions to the Chief Traffic Mana-
zer that every effort should be made in
the metropolitan  area to rednece the
period of employment, and a very hig
reduction has been made. I will not at
this late hour weary hon. members by
guing into the question, but I might
briefly stute that some 22 oificers have
received a certain amounnt of relief and
it is the iniention of the Government to
endeavour {o yive further relief to these
officers, It is our desire to try and do
that. 1t is only a short time since these
representations were made and it is the
Commissioner’s intention to try and
make the conditions of these men hetter
than they have heen in the past.
to impress upon the House that we have
been trying for the past three years to
improve the position of these men. Al-
though we have effected great economies
in eonnection with the working of the
railways, and those eeconomies T might
say ‘were begun by the former Com-
wnigsioner. Ar. George, who himself made
some big reductions, no one knows better
than he does the diffienlties with which
one is confronted. . These veduetions,
however. have not been cffected at the
expense of the men, and in no case can
it be shown that we have veduced their
wages. On the eontrary in nearly every
instance we have inereased the minimum
rate of payment, which eighteen months
ago was (s, 6d., to 7s. 6d., though the
Commissioner’'s recommendafion was that
the amount should be 73, That was
a big concession and it was much appre-
ciated by all railway people. In connce-
tion with the ordinary wages staff, we
made the minimum 82, and we have loy-
ally carried ont the agreements made
then. The member for Swan waxed in-
dignant because of an interjection 1
made with reference to political influ-
ence. 1l was pointed out by the memher
for Guildford that the conference with

I want
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the Commissioner having proved in a
sense abortive it would be necessary to
bring political influence to bear with the
view of getting redress, and he stated that
he encouraged the men to go to him with
their grievances. I hold that while we
have the present Railway Aet that is
not a fair stand for members to take. It
is neither correct nor fair, because if we
are going to have Parliament forming
itself into an arbitration eourt on every
oceasion to deal with questions of this
sort, then Parliament will be dealing
with something it has no knowledge of
and which ought to be dealt witn by ihe
heads of departments, and the end will
be trouble. 1 have no desire to say any-
thing further than this. The Com-
missioner is quite prepared to meet the
salaried oflicers with regard to this ruai-
ter. He will be only tuo pleased to con-
fer with them, and he has already ad-
vised me that he is prepared fo consider
an extension of the period of leave and
that he is prepared to do all that he pos-
sibly can.  In all large centres he is
prepared to endeavour to provide a stalf
for the purpose of relieving these men
and nmaking their eonditions better than
they are at the present time. He is pre-
pared also to appoint funther officers
with the view of relieving and giving
additional holidays to those at changing
stations, and there may be other points
with regard to which he may be able to
make eoncessions. I do say that under a
threat that if Parliament does not direet
that certain action shall be {aken a
certain result will follow, Parliament
should stand solid and see that the in-
tevesls of the State are protected. Thers
should not be any necessity for anything
of this sort becanse the Governmenf
have shown a keen desire to see justice
done; not only to the railway employees
but all the employees of the State. That
being the case I can see no reason in
the event of the officers meeting the
Commissioner, why there should mnot be
an amicable ending to what appears al
present to be a dispute hetween them
and the department. As far as the
quesiion of men being employed on Sun-
day is concerned that is rather difficult
to decide, but it is worthy of the great-
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est consideration whether redress should
be given by way of payment or by in-
ereased bolidays.

Mr. POULKES ((laremont): 1 ean
hardly believe it ean he seriously meant
that unless these employees of the Rail-
way Department seeure redress for their
grievanees steps will be {aken in the
nature of a stiike. I have no doubt that
outside the railway service there are
many men who are prone {o make
threals, but so far, judging from the in-
guiries which I have made. there have
been no threats made by any organisa-
tion of railway men. There munst be a
good deal of sympathy with the Commis-
sioner of Railways becaunse there is no
donbt he is placed in a most diffiealt
position. He has to find a certain amount
of money and he has to show ihat the
railways must be made to pay and eon-
sequently he must look at these guestions
apart from the claims of the employees
and apart from the claims brought for-
ward by the various people wha travel on
the railways. The Minister for Railways
and, T think, the Premier, have pointed
out that the Governmeni have shown
their good will fur the Railway Depart-
ment, because during the last 12 months
they have made c¢oncessions amounting to
something Like €11,000. That, te my
mind, proves that the Government are
anxidus to see that justice be done to the
reilway employees, Rut we have to hear
in mind that the railway men also have
made greal concessions by reason of the
faet that a number of them have been
retrenched for financial reasons. the re-
sult being that those who are left have
had to hustle more than at any time
gone by. Judging from whai I have
seen, one eclass of men T eonsider
really have a grievance and are entitled
to foll consideration, pamely, the station-
masters in the metropolitan area.  Not
many members ecan realise what a dis-
tinet change bas taken place in regard
to Sunday traffic on our metropolitan
lines. There is an enormons traffic now
over the lines between Midland .Junection
and Fremantle. and for all practical pur-
poses the passenger traffic is quife a=
heavy as it is npon week days. The result
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is that our station-masters are kepi tied
to their posts wurking 10 and 12 hours
every other Sunday; and no elass of work
is so onerous and burdensome as Sun-
day work. ''ne Minister for Railways
pointed out that he is anxious to meet the
wishes of these men by giving them
preater coucessivns as regards time or
extra pay for the work they do on Sun-
days. I do not know which would be the
better for the department or the men.
This i a matter which requires very
grave consideration.

Mz, Johnson: They work 49 Sundays,
and only get 12 days by way of compen-
sation.

Mr. FOULKES: I am not going iulo
the question as to the best form of re-
muneration, What I want the House to
consider is the necessity fur the Premier
to meet these men and discuss the matier
tully. This is not the first time such a
sitnation has oecurred, because I can re-
mnember very well in the year 1902, when
the iate Mr. Leake was Premier, there was
some dispute and the men were on the
eve of pgoing out on strike. Mr. Leake
decided to meet these men, and the diff-
eulties were adjusted after two or three
hours, And I believe that if our Pre-
mier was to attend a conference of rail-
way officers there is not the slightest
doubt they would come to terms. I would
strongly recommend the Premier to fol-
low the precedent set by Mr. Leake. The
Premier is a businest man, and he knows
well it is extremely diffienlt to negotiate
terms through an intermediary. I believe
the Commissioner 1= anxious to come to
termns with the men. but probably he
finds his hands tied, and, therefore, I sug-
gest that the Commissioner and the Pre-
mier should go down and meet all the
employees of the railways and see
whether a solution eannot be arrived at.

Mr. BOLTON (North Fremantle): I
hesitate to add any remarks to what has
already been said to-night. Still, I want
to assure the member for Murray that I
am here in a conciliatory spirit, and any
effort T ean put forward to prevent in-
dustrial tronble may be relied upon. I
have had some experience with similar
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trouble before, and my advice will always
2o out to the men, ‘‘Keep away from
this industrial strife if yon ean.’’ I took
a note of the member for Murray’s con-
cluding remarks. He said in reiteration
that he objected to the conelnding re-
marks of the member for (fuildford when
the latter was talking *‘strike’’; but he
did not offer any other suggestion as to
what was to be done by these men. He
said that the member for Guildford had
declared thal the men must appeal to
the people, and that they had a right to
appeal to the people, having appealed
through sall other ehannels, even to Par-
liament. The member for Murray did
not advise the men what (hey were to
do having exhausted all the channels,
even that of Parliament. I take it his
suggestion would be: “Try every means
you ean to gain redress of your wrongs,
and then drop it and forget all about it."’
Whilst I am not going to eounsel the men
laking any drastic step, [ entirely dis-
agree with the member for Murray. 1
feel, as the men must feel, that they
have heen gradually worked up to their
present state not only by the grievances
enumerated, but by little pinprieks
hrought about by unsympathetic adminis-
tration. They wait upon the head of
tlie braneh and try to setile the matter,
but they get wvery litile satisfaetion,
They go then to a Ingher tribumal, to this
House, and if they cannot get satisfac-
tion here what are they to do; simply to
let the matter drop? And although we
cannot counsel them taking the matter
into their own hands, I ask, for the ad-
vice of these men, what are they to do
when they cannof get grievances re-
dressed in this House ? Use their
strength? T eonnot see anything else for
it. I regret very much indeed, perhaps
more than any member in the House, that
the men have come to this decision an-
nounced to-night by the member for
Murray. I did not hear any threat by
any member in this House. The only
direet information ecame from the mem-
ber for Mmray. He must have had in-
side information to give that statement.
He must have known what he was talk-
iog about. The Minister referred to the
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payment of wages in the other Siates,
and also spoke of less holidays anrd Sun-
day pay. But I think it is unwise
to distinguish between the diferemt
States. I contend, as I bhave before
contended in this Chamber, that gener-
ally speaking the railways of the East-
ern States eannnt compare with the rail-
ways in Lhis State for efficiency, good
staff, gool serviee, good vehicles and
gond equipment.  Our railway service
will hold its own with that of any State,
and when we have a siail that gives en-
Lire satisfuetion and is so very free from
aceidents of u serious mature, that per-
forms ils duties vn a narrow gauge rail-
way without cumplaint, the emplovees
from the hizhest to the lowest are de-
serving of bhetter consideration than is
given in any State whose railways are
not doing well. 1n my opinion there is
nothing to compare with the railways of
this State taking them all round. The
Minister said the department had con-
ceded something like £11,000; but that
has nothing to do with the grievances
brought hefore the House, That £11,000
might have becen split up among five or
six individuals, and would be no con-
sofation for these men fighting for years
without proper organisation for the re-
dress of their grievances. It is of no
use to them. Notwithstanding all the
old grievances brought forward to-night,
I propose to confine my remarks to the
two real points at issue which, if satis-
faetorily settled, could close this discus-
sion and lead the way lo an amieable
arrangement which I sincerely hope will
be the outcume of the diseussion. Cer-
{ain officers have been working 84 hours
in the week for years past. They have
been trying for years to have that
altered, but they have been unsunecessful
A few years ago these same officers had
32 mights in the year in addition to their
annual leave for the heavy Sunday work.
In 1905 that arrangement was with-
drawn, and the annual leave was reduced
by 34 days to these same officers who had
no organisation. Surely that is a definite
statement—34 days less per year allow-
ance for Sunday work than they had
prior to 1905¢ Was it not safficient for
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them to begin to grumble, to say, ‘“We
must bave organisation to pnt our griev-
ances before the department and the
Government as one man, and not have
each individual complaining?’ That is
a fair grievanee. The position is per-
haps better to-day than it was at one
time, but it is by no means satisfactory.
Lf Sunday time shoald be made to stand
alone with these officers as it does with
the wages staff, and if these officers when
required to work should be paid for it,
there would be fewer officers working on
the Sunday than has been the case up fo
date. An instance was mentioned by {ha
member for Guildford where a station
master and a night officer divided the
24 hours of the day between them, each
taking 12 hounrs. Recently an arrange-
ment was made to lessen the hours of
those two men, but how was it done? It
was done by a third officer being asked
to take the middle shift between the
station master and the night officer, for
which lhe received no pay whatever. Is
that & fair thing? This man was a
salaried officer, and received no pay
whatever, although the night officer and
the station master got less hours. Ts
that going to satisfy them, and should
it satisfy the organisation to pick out
an individual and reduce the hours of
oue or two men at the expense of others?
I do oot think the Howse wounld agree
to that. The Minister says there are
stations where the officers only work two
or three hours & day. I wish he had
used the same argument when he tallked
of the necessity for 54 hours for the
wages staff. If there be cases where men
work only two hours a day, but it is
necessary for them to be there to take
responsibility during the whole time,
surely it is easy for the Minister to say
that the porters and station staff at
these places where he desires 54 hours
to be worked may as well do nothing dur-
ing eight hours as during nine hours. The
Minister used ficures that the alteration
from 96 hours a fortnight to 48 hours
a2 week, and from 108 hours a fortnight
to 54 hours a week, would eost £1,300,
but I want the Minister to make partico-
larly clear what he means by the 48
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hours and the 54 hours. He said the 43
hours was to apply to what are known
as busy stations, and the 54 hours to
those places known as slack statioms. I
cannot understand how it is the Minister
has been supplied, as I suppose he has
been, by the Commissioner with such silly
information, sueh absurd information. Tf
they are prepared to concede 48 hours to
the busy stations, the big stations in the
netropolitan  area, 1t represents st
least eleven-twelfths of the total expendi-
ture should the 48 hours be made univer-
sal, and if it is peing to cost £1,300 to
give 48 hours to the busy staiions it will
only take another £110 to give it to the
whole of the officers, and this discnssion is
eosting more than that. If it is only a
malter of pride and wanting to fall on a
soft place, I am for one most willing that
the Minister should do so; but the 4%-
hours-a-week prineiple is in the country
to stay; it will be put forth fo-night and
after to-night; and if the system ean he
arranged at a cost of €£1,300 for eleven-
twelfths of the employees I think it only
needs a little straight and careful talk
perhaps with the Premier and others fo
come to a decision and a fair decision.
I believe the Premier has been led to be-
lieve it would be too heavy a cost to the
counfry, but that cannot be the ease if
the fizures given to the Chamber to-night
are correet. I wish to refer to an argu-
ment used, I understand by the Commis-
sioner in the presence of the Premier,
that the reason the 48 hours could not be
conceded to the amalgamated society was
that it would cost £1,500 at one locomo-
tive depot to concede it to the locomotive
engine-drivers, firemen and cleaners. The
Commissioner torgot the system was in
existence for a good many years. He
claimed the £1,500 was to be paid at Wa-
gin for work not performed, but for time
made up owing to their having 48 hours
a week instead of 96 hours & fortnight.
According to the Commissioner’s figures,
this means fhat there must be three driv-
ers at 14s, a day; three fireman at 10s.
a day, and three cleaners at seven shil-
lings and sixpence a day idle for eight
hours every week. What an absurd idea!
The figures may bave been genuine
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enengh, but they were not explanatory
enough when pui before the Premier.
But if they were put forward without
explanation they were misleading. I de-
¢line to aceept the figures of the Com-
missioner as being genuine in the least
degree. It was absolutely unfair to in-
¢lade, as must have been done, all holiday
pay in that amount and swell it to £1,500.
If it eosts £1,500 to continne the 48 hours
at, one locomotive depot, of course there
would be no justification for econtinuing
it all over the serviee. I do not know
that length of speeches does any good, any
more than short ones. T believe the points
have been well touched upon to-night by
the different spenkers, and T do not think
T could do any more good to the cause by
speaking for three hours, even if I were
able to do s0. I have taken part in at
least one eonference with the Premier, and
[ helieve be met us in a good spirit. [
think that if we had had more time much
greater snecess would have been achieved.
If we yive more time, perhaps, to an-
other conference some good will resull.
I the Premier is prepared to talk the
matter over and an nmieable arrnngenent
<¢an be arrived at, I should be glad, and
T shall be pleased to know if that ean be
arranged. [ do uot want to keep this
going. I know memhers have nof taken
advantaze of the opportunity to air their
grievanees, for the memhers who have
rfpoken recognise the graviiy of the posi-
tion. They have not mwade use of state-
ments they conld have made, for certain
members are in possession of information
they have not given to members. Per-
haps it was wise of them not te make that
information publie, but T frust the trouble
will he avoided and that some arrange-
ment will be come to, not becanse mem-
bers have brought the matter forward
and forced the Government to do so, hut
because it will be for the good of all. T
believe it is a misunderstanding that can
be arranged, and T trust the opportunity
will be given for such a conference be-
fure we meet again. T hope the Premier
will meet us.

Mr. GILL {(Balkatta). 7 Co not in-
tend to keep members any tine after all
we have heard. The casz has been put
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tairly well by members; still there are
twn or three points thal shouid he mon-
tioned hefore we close the dehate. 1o
the first place, [ have heen disappointed
that we liave not had some indieation of
a desire for a conference Lo see if the
trouble ecan be amicably arranged, as
I think it eould, betweow the Premier
and the Commissioner. and soame of the
members of Parliament, or members of
the different organisations ehiefly con-
cerned.  Fxception has becu taken by
one or lwo members, and ulsuv by the
Minister, to some of the reinarls made
by members on lhis side of the llouse,
who have put the case for the axsocia-
tions, and it has been said thal they have
put a pistol at the head of ibe Minister.
There was un intention (o adopt that
attitude hy any of those members who
have spoken as o the assoeiation’s pos-
sihle uetion in the fuinre in the event
of their grievances nnl being scttled.
The idea as it appeared to me wus thal
those members desived the House clearly
to undeisiand the seriousness of the
position as if had presented itself to them,
and as they know it to he. Ti wonld he
no use for members to bring forward
grievances and toke up the time of the
House and allow other members fo be
able to say afterwards, “We did not
know the position was so sevieus, or that
the gun was loaded.”’ They have been
told to-night that the gun is loaded, and
none have said that in move straight-
out terms than the member for Murray.
That member mnst have received ont-
side information. Other members who

alladed to this a-peet of the ques-
tion desired the IHouse {0 under-
stand that the position was serious
and well worthy of serious con-
siderntion. T do not  intend to
traverse alt the grievances. or deal
with the question of the officers,
as that has been referred to  very
fully.  There is one poiat. how-

ever, T wish to refer to. for it deals with
a question which hefore longz will have
to he settled. and on which the (‘ommis-
sioner lias taken a very decided stand. Tt
applies hoth to the ofticers und the
Amalgamated .Associaiion of Railway
Emplovees, and il is with regard to the
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Conmissioner’s . attitude when dealing
with what he terms individual grievances.
He has taken up a stand that the associa-
tions have no right to deal with indi-
vidonal grievances, and he says that sneh
is embodied in the terms of the agree-
ment arrived at.

The Premier: Did wvot the Commis-
siomer say that he was prepared to con-
sider any case brought under his nolice
by any person.

Mr. GTLIL.: Yes; but not through the
oraanisation. The particular case to
which T will refer he refused to deal with
through the association. In every agree-
ment drawn up it is provided, and pro-
perly so, that no gnard shall travel over
a road offieially until he has learnt the
route and gone over it twice. The regmla-
tion provides that the guard must go two
trips over the road before he lakes
charge of a train. On one oeccasion re-
cently a gnard was instructed to proceed
with a train inte the eountry on a track
he had never been before. He said he did
not know the road, but it was a ease of
emergency and he was told le must go
whether he knew the rvoad or not, and
that the department would be respoan-
sible, He went with the train and doubt-
less the faet that he did not know the
road aceounted for his arrival at his des.
tinalion 14 minutes late. He expiained
in iz journa! the reasons for the delay,
bunt he was disrated owingz to the late ar-
rival of the train. The assoeciaiion teok
the watter up, but the Commissioner de-
elined to deal with that body, for be said
it was an individual matter between him
anil the gnard. I say, asevery unbiassed
man wonld say, that there is a prineiple
at stake which the association had full
right to deal with. If the Commissioner
trkes this stand, the matter applies hoth
to the offieers and the amalgamated as-
suveialion. This action of the Commis-
sioner simply means that the association
in future will be of no use to the mem-
bers of the railway serviee. There are
several similar cases of officers that could
be ¢uoted. T will mention one other. An
officer who, for the last 15 years to my
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knowledge, has been in charge of a sta-
tion, was 18 months ago put in conivel in
a plaee he had not bheen before; but he
wus nol allowed a bouse allowance, the
plea heing {hat he was physically defee-
tive. As a matter of faet he has only
one arm. He had been in charge of
stations for 15 years and condueled his
work satisfacterily to the department,
and et we find now that, in their re-
trenchment scheine, the department have
put bim to another station, and refuse to
give him the house allowanee to which he
ie entitled. When he asked for justice
and to have the allowance granted he was
given to anderstand that if any nuvise was
made he eonld go outside the servies.
That is nnsatisfactory; the Commissioner
will not deal with the association in the
matler. In every instance which has come
under my notice [ found various indi-
vidual attempts to bring cases before the
heads of the department, but the vietim
was enalised and threatened with all
sorts of penalties if he did not keep
quiet. I know of a case where an officer
brought his grievance before the head of
the department, and he was iold that if
he did not like it he would be transfer-
red to another station where the salary
would be redoeed. This is the kind of
treatment meted out to officers who have
the courage to bring their individnal
cases under the notice of the Minister.
It is matters like these that bring about
disrontent, and they are matters which
will have to be seitled. They are of con-
siderable importance to all the members
of the officers or wages staffs. I wish to
deal also with the appenl board. The
appeal board they are asking for is an
appeal board to whom they can appeal
against the elassifieation of the service.
There is the appeal board which was ap-
pointed by the member for Murray, hut
I assert that the board as established by
statute is not one tv which they can ap-
peal with rerard to their classification;
that i« the rate of salavies they are clas-
sitied at. The member for Murray takes
up ihe stand that if theyv are sent to a
station worked at €200 previously and
they paid £170. they are justi-
fiedd in  assuming that they are re-

ure
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duced in salary. That would be so
if the stations were classified. In
most places the stations are classified
as second, third, fourth, fifth, and sixth,
and each station carries a certain salary.
If that were so here and an officer were
sent to one of those stations and he did
not get the salary attached to the posi-
tion, he would be justified in going to
the appeal board. Seeing that our sta-
tions are not classitied, and seeing that
there is not much probability of a classi-
fication, there is not mueh opportunity
of appealing in order to have the classi-
fication reviewed. Even if it were so,
whal about the administrative officers.
They would have no opportunity what-
ever. What the officers’ assoeciation are
working fov is an appeal board to deal
with the eclassification. This grievance
will have to be rectified. Tt has cansed
a great amount of dissatisfaction in ad-
dition to the others whiech bhave been
brought forward. I am not going to deal
further with the officers. There are one
or twu maiters in connection with the
wages staff that 1 wish (o deal with.
There is the 48 hours a week question
which has been thrashed out, and as ex-
plained by the member for North Fre-
mantle, it would not entail increased ex-
penditure in eonnection with the finanees
of the State. The Minister himself
pointed out that in connection with all
the important stations in the metropoli-
tan area, and in the conntry districts,
they have consented to the 48 hours per
week, and that at some of the other sta-
tions, where the work is intermittent,
they insist <o 34 hours. The Minister is
of the opinion that this is satisfactory
to the amalgamated society. I want the
Minister and the Premier to under-
stand that the amalgamated society has
decided thai they will not aeccept his
proposal; that is definite. Seeing that
the 54 hours are only to apply to sta-
tions where the work is intermittent
there will be no inerease in expenditure,
and, consequently, I cannot see any
reason for refusing to make the 48
hours a week general throughout the

system. It has been pointed out that
the work is intermittent. Ti will,
however, only apply to one porter.
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There may be iustances where it
will apply to two porters, but where
there is only one porter, and, per-
haps, only two or three trains a day,
tbere is nothing to prevent the station-
masier so arranging tuve work of that
porter su that no increased expenditure
will be incurred. Under the present sys-
tent he is on for nine honrs, and he must
attend the stations for nopine hours
whether there is anything to do or not.
Il is just the same where we relieve
officers. Previously to the deputation
of officers to the Commissioner these men
had fo sit on o station for 12 hours
whether they Lhad anything te do or oot.
The Commissioner thought they eould
just as well be at home in their beds
and he allowed them to go home. The
same thing applies to many porlers vn
the country stations, znd there can be
no reasonable objection whatever to the
48 hours throughouwt the service to get
over that difficulty. There is another
matter. The Commissioner has entered
Just recently into an agreement with
some of the tieket collectors, and in this
azrecnient he shows that his anxiefy is
not (o increase remuneration.  This
arreement provides that the collectors
shall reeeive so mnch per week. The
uriginal agreement stipalated for 8s 6d.
per day of 8 hours. Now the ngreement
with faur ticket eollectnrs provides that
they are to work seven days a week for
a fixed sum and not at so mueh per day.
'Phis is another matter that the associa-
tion have in hand and wish to see dealt
with, and it is one thal they intend to
ficht. T think they are justified in tak-
ing that matter up, as it is undoubtedly
a direet violation of the agreement.
There is vet another matter that I wish
to touch upon in order fo show the way
in which the men are treated at the pre-
sent time. I allude to the action of
lhose who are responsible for the en-
gagement in the service at the present
time of men who ean be termed nothing
else but a lot of ‘‘pimps.’’ Men in the
railway service at the present {ime are
being degraded by having to work in
the enmpany of these penple. and I am
given to understand. whether rightly or
wrangly, that these pimps—and that is
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the only name that 1 can find to Lt them
—are called detectives in the depart-
met, but no ope worthy of the name of
u deteerive would work on sneh a job.
They deliberately go out and dig holes
tor the men to fall into; they set traps
for them. and a man can hardly escape
falling in.  The same thing prevailed
in the railways about six vears axo. Un
that oceasion it was proved that several
uf these men engaged in the work were
gaol hirds of the worst type. In one
instance one of the uldest guards in the
service, a man 1o be relied upon in every
sense of the phrase, took up one of these
persons  down the road and went to
excess him, bul this gentleman said *°1
have not the 1s. 11d. on me, I am a bit
short to-day."" The man was fairly well
dressed, and the guard joeularly ve-
marked *‘Tt is the way of the world, vp
one day and down the uext.”” He wrole
ot a ticket and gave it to the man,
and paid the 1s. 11d. himself. But be-
eanse he did noi eharge the man 1s, 114.
that guard was punished by being sent
away into the country., Is that the way
ta treat 1 man? We find these fellows
going round to other stations. I could
give dozens of instanees on a par with the
one I have mentioned. This is the kind
of  thing men have to put np with from
the officers of the Railway Department.
Ottentimes they set themselves out to
harass the men and eause as much in-
convenience and trouble to the men as
they possibly ean. Difliculties are
placed  before us, supposed difficnl-
ties in the way of rectification of these
railway matters which should be settled
without the necessity of bringing them
to the IHouse, but it is only through the
stubbornness of the system adopted in
the railway service, througl the deter-
mination 1o make things as awkward
and inconvenient as possible for the
staff. I hope that the Premier will be
able t{o annonnce to-night that some
means will be adopted of getfing a con-
ferenee. This matter could, I think, be
arranged hy the exereise of a little com-
monsense on both sides. However, [t
would be a serious dispute if 1t is not
seitled in the near fature.
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12 o'clack midniyht,

The PREMIER : With the pernission
of the House I would like to say that the
debate to-night has been productive of a
lot of facts with which I was not pre.
viously acquainted, and as { said in con-
cluding my few remarks, T am prepared to
meet those representatives of the Associa-
tion in order that we may discuss the
question.  Railway disputes have oceuar.
red on previous vecasions during the time
1 have had the honour to he the head of
the (lovernment, and 1 have found that
with a fair amount of reasonablenessjon
either side, very often disputes. which
when first stated, seemed to be bristling
with  diffieulties, are discovered to
be ecapable of heing overcoms  after
a little discussion. When these mat-
tera are placed before both sides in
conference the necessity that exists for
avoiding extravagence is realised, and very
often it is found possible to arrive at an
arrangement mutually beneficial to the
employees and to the State. 1 am satis-
fied that after a conference is held some
reasonableness will be exhibited on both
sides, and T trust that the result will be
that many of the difficulties which beset
the railway service at the present time,
may be removed. T hope that such a
settlement can be arrived at us will be
satisfactory to all concerned.

Mr. SWANX ({in reply): I understand
that the Premier is prepared to meet the
representatives of the men concerned in
this difficulty on Monday with a view to
trying to bring about a settlement of the
difficulty. 1 =am thoroughly satisfied
that the men are quite willing that their
ease should be submitted to the judgment
of the Premier, and I have no doubt that
his decision will be satisfactory to both
gsides, In view of that T am preparcd to
withdraw the motion. | would like to
say before sitting down that I am sorry
that some hon. members have taken it
that I used a threat in moving the motion.
My idea was merely to place hon. mem-
bers in possession of the same inform-
ation as I had my=eli with a view of let-
tinz them see exactly the seriousness of
the position. T had no de<ire v, make a
threat. | de~ire now to withdraw the
motion.
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. Mr. JOHNSOXN : BeforeI can agree to
the withdrawal of the motion I desire to
know whether the conference will be held
on Monday, and if it is to be a conference

" of the men or whether members on either
side of the House will be present also ?
Iqwant to distinctly understand what is
promised before I depart from the position
T have taken up.

The PREMIER: I understood the
leader of the Opposition to say that, pro-
vided 1 would meet the representatives
of the men they would be satisfied.
Whether any other members of the House
degire to be present is immaterial go far
a-31 am concerned. T see no very prave
ohjertion to be taken. All I want is to
bring about a settlement. T would juat
4as soon talk it over with one man as with
half-a-dozen, but 1 musat arrange to have
someone with me from the Railway De-
partment who will be able to post me
with the facts, because I cannot be ex-
pected to have an intimate knowledge of
the working of the department.

+ Mr. Johnson : It will be held on Mon-
day.

+ The PREMTER : I will try and arrange
it;for Monday afternoon. T wish to co
to Bunbury, but T will he back at 2.30
o'clock on Monday, although ¥ do not
expeet concluoding the conference on that
day. Perhaps it will be adjourned il
next day.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

BILL—GOOMALLING-WONGAN
HILLS RAILWAY.

Second reading.
Dehate resumed irom the 3rd Decen-
ber. R -

Mr.2TROY {Mount Magnet): [ do
not think we should be called upon at
this hour of the night to discuss these
vailvay Bills ; it is unfair.

Mr. Scaddan : (Give us a train and we
will go home.

Mr. George : [t will take me two hours
ta"speak.
Mr. TROY: Tt is not reasonable

because a few members miss their train
for other members to be kept up all
hours of the morning to do business.
If members attend the Honse at 4
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o'clock they should be able to get away
at a quarter past 12. In regard to this
railway proposal, it is my intention to
support the Bill, but T have several
objections to some features of the
measure. 1 look upon the construction
of a railway from Goomalling to Wongan
Hills as part of a scheme for building
& grand trunk railway to connect the
Murchison Railway with the Eastern
Railway at Northam. And I hope it
will not be long delayed when this line
will be pushed forward from Wongan
Hills to connect with the Murchison
Railway at Wuraga. 7This would save
to the Murchison people from six to
eight hours on the journey to Perth. They
are now compelled to travel by a cir-
cuitous route over a private railway.
But this would be obviated by the
building of a line from Wuraga to Wongan
Hills. I believe this railway will open
up a belt of country which is rapidly
being settled, and which, when developed,
will tend to the greater prosperity of
the State. T am assured that along the
route there is a considerable amount of
mining timber which is badly needed on
the Murchison, and which would be
available later on for the mines, and
ohtainable at a cheaper rate than is
now paid for fuel on the Murechison
becanse of the shorter route. The far-
mers taking up land in that area would
have their natural market in the Mur-
chison and East Murchison districts,
because I hope the East Murchison field
will be connected by a railway from
Sandstone to Lawlers. T hope this
agricultural country I speak of will be
opened up by means of a railway right
through at the earliest possible date.
I give my support to this Bill because
I recognise this country can only he
opened up by meens of railwayvs, and
beeause we have to purstte a8 vigsious
policy in reuard to these railways to bring
sbout the happiest and speediest results.
At the same time I have strong ob.
jections to the policy of the Government
in regard to their manner of building
these railways. I do not think the
destination of this railway is the best
one. I believe from the result of my
inquiries that the railway will not serve
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the best purpose by being constructed
to the destination marked on the map,
for the reason that the land at that
destination is held in large areas, whereas
if the railway were built to a certain
point to the West it would run to a
locality where there is & large number
of small holders, and where the land is
put to move legitimate purpose. In the
country served hy the line large areas
have been taken up. The eyes of the
country have been picked out by the
holders of these large estates prior to the
route being surveved. That iz one
objection 1 have to the railway, and it
is proved by the figures submitted hy the
Clovernment accompanying the Bill which
show that the resident occupiers number
80 persons, whereas on the Dowerin-
Merredin route thore are 85 occupiers.

Mr. Angwin: That is wrong; there
ere more there now.

Mr. TROY : The comparison is marked
when it is pointed out that the land on
the Dowerin-Merredin line alienated with.
in 15 miles of the route amounts to
398,000 acres as against 493,700 acres
alienated within 15 miles of the Goomal-
ling-Wongan Hills line. Again, the
holders of 4,000 acres and over hold
109,700 acres on the Goomalling-Wongan
Hills route. Of course we are assured
that 60 per cent. of this land is held by
the Midlend Railway Company. It is
however land from which the Govern-
ment will not secure revenue and which
will be developed by the building of
this railway.

The Premier: But you want to take
the railway right up to their land.
The further West you go the nearer you
go to the Midland Company’s land.

Mr. TROY : T am perfeetly aware of
that. I have gone into the matter during
the last few days, and I find that on the
route to which I think the railway could
properly he diverted, there is a larger
number of small areas than will be
found where the railway as proposed
will have its destination. Furthermore,
there is a large number of large holdings
further to the North. At the last elec.
tion T pointed out we were pursuing
& bad policy of alloxing persons to take
up large aress and hold them mostly
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for speculative purposes. What I said
at the last general election was absolutely
true and cannot be denied. I have taken
particular care since then to make further
inquiries, and I have satisfied myself
that my statements in regard to the
taking up of large areas north of the
line are correct. Again, there is a marked
difference between the number of oc-
cupiers to be served by this line and the
number to be served by the Boyup-
Kojonup. While there are only 80 oc-
cupiers here there are 600, approximately,
on the Boyup-Kojonup, showing, after
all, either that the estates are very
large or that a large number of holders
do not live in that locality, and, therefore,
little developmental work is being carried
on. An excuse for no developmental
work having been done may be that the
people who own the areas have not
facilities for getting their produce to
market, T admit that is so, but still,
I hold that the Government policy of
settling lands and building railways
is most absurd and cannot be in the
best interests of the State. For instance,
by their policy in opening up these lands
they have been guilty of encouraging
aggregations of large areas. Those areas
ara being developed, from what 1 can
learn, with money borrowed from the
Agricultural Bank. The railway when
built with the people’'s money will in-
crease the value of those estates, and the
result will be that the bona fide settler
will be shut out from settlement, so that
later on, when land is desired, the Gov-
ernment will be compelled to pay to the
owners of these large estates an increased
value, which has arisen owing to the
construction of the railway and the
apending of Government funds m de-
veloping the land. The better policy
to pursue would be for the officer to
survey the railway route when surveying
the land, and for the Government to
see that the provisions of the Land Act
ere carried out in their entirety, no
man being allowed to take up more than
the maximum provided by the law. I
looked up the regulations™in the last
Government Gazeite, showing the number
of leases to be forfeited for non-payment
of rent, and I find that the name of Glow-
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roy takes up one-half & column, and that
‘the area aggregates nearly 8,000 acres
-of land. This sort of thing is going to
be the curse of the country. It has
already proved to be a curse, as shown
by the fact that the Government recently
brought in a Bill to repurchase estates ;
yet they are still pursuing the absurd
policy of giving the land away, and
building railways which are going to
increase the value of the land which the
Government will before long have to
repurchase. That is what I have to
say in oppesition to the policy of the
Government in regard to these railways.
I know that what I advocate is rather a

bold policy.

The Premier: You are bold, young
man.

Mr. TROY: But it is the policy

carried out in Canada, to & large extent.
I think it may be carried out to advan-
tage here. I have already spoken of
the wisdom of having the railway route
surveyed by the person who surveys
the land.

The Premier: It does not necessarily
follow that a land surveyor is a railway
-engineer.

Mr. TROY : He could wmark out a
route. 1 believe uvne has been earried ont
on this line by land surveyors, and that
it runs north of the Wongan Hills. The
railway shonld be construeted and ihen
people wuuld settle on the land in thou-
sands, becanse they would at once have
facihities for getting to market. The eost
of the railway should be added to the
land, with the result that such means
would be provided that the settlers would
he able to develop their land quickly,
they would receive every encouragement
by having access to market, and increased
prosperity would soon pay off the cost
of ihe railway and of the land. Tn addi-
tion to that, from the point of view of
the Government, the cost of the railway
being added to the land would soon be
paid off, and the traffic that would run
over it would retarn a four-fold profit.
That would be a much better policy than
the present one of allowing people to
take up land for speculative purposes and
shutting out those anxious to settle in a
bona fide manner on the land. The policy
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1 outline is not an impossible one. If
the conntry is adapted to settlement theie
can be no risk whatever in providing the
route beforeband, while if it is not ad-
apted the Government are not justified
in pubting the people on the land. If
the Government do put people on the
land which is not adapted for setilement
then they are playing the confidence trick
on them. That is all I have to say as
to the railway. The Government policy
is an absurd one, but I have to recognise
that since the Goveroment will not de-
part from it to-day, since the settlers in
the leeality must have faeilities, and as
I hope 1o see the railway extended north
some day, I will give my support to the
Bill as presented to the House. I have
made my objections, and 1 feel strongly
upon them. 1 hope the day will come
when we shall no longer have these pro-
positions puat bhefore ns in the manner
now adopted.  The present system roe-
sults in the bnilding up of large estalres,
while the one 1 suggest would settle hun-
dreds of people on the land. Two thosu-
sand aeres, and in many cases 1,000 acres,
are quite sufficient for any man to hold
provided he is a bona fide settler and the
Jand is gpood; while, if the land is no
goud. the Government have no business
to bunild railways there. By adopting
this policy the best course will be {aken
for developing the lands of the State.

. Mr. BATH (Brown Hiil): There is
one thing I wish to say that the member
for Mount Magnet has not stated, and
that is that the admission made by the
Premier the other night that these lines
were proposed in his poliey speech. but
that they eould not be intrmluced earlier
because the informafion eoncerning them
was not available, indicates that the Gov-
ernment included lines in their policy
which they could not guarantee to mem-
bers of this House.

The Premier: The permanent survey
had not been completed.

Mr. BATH: The point is this, If the
Government were prepsred to undertake
the line, before doing so they should sat-
isfy themselves with the information at
hand that the line is justified.

The Premier: We must get some idea
what the cost is to be and we eannot zet
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that until & permapent survey has been
eompleted. .

Mr. BATH: Hon. members did not so
much regard the question of the cost,
but the main point upon which members
give their judgment on railway proposals
is as to whether the settlement, the
guality of the land, and the prospects
of the distriet, warant the communies-
tion being given. My object in saying
that is that these railway Bills should
be submitted earlier to the House, and
the information should be prepared in
order that they might be submitted at an
earlier date than has been done during
the past two or three years. Whatever
we may think of rushing through railway
proposals and Estimates of expenditure
at the end of the session, the public out-
side regard it as a seandal that we can
press so much business into the tail end
of the session becanse they say adequate
diseussion eannot be given to these mat-
ters, I protest against the way in which
the business is jammed into the tail end
of the session. There is no reason why
we shonld not meet earlier, say in June,
and get through onr business in the
better months of the year and rise at
the end of November or early in Decem-
ber, and members would not then he
called upon to sit during such bot
weather as we are having, and while we
are dealing with the most important
business of the session. As far as this
railway proposition is concerned I eou-
fess I have litile knowledge of the dis-
trict whieh is to be served by it. I amn
like other hon. members labouring under
disahilities which prevent me from see-
ing as muech of the country as T would
desire. The principle disability is that
we do not get sufficient remuneration 1o
enable us to do that, and therefore we
ate compelled to take on trust the rather
limited amount of information which is
supplied to us in connection with these
railway Bills. As the Premier has not
spoken on this measare I would ask him
te give some information which has not
been supplied before, and that is with
regard to some questions I asked in the
House a few months aga where I pointed
out that one of the persons referred to
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by the member for Mount Magnet at the
last election who took up land for speen-
lative purposes had proved the conter-
tion of the hon. member by advertisihg
this land for sale; ithe inducement held
out being that the railway was passing
throngh it. That was Mr. Schruth.

The Premier: The land was offered for
sale after the man died.

Mr. BATH: No; not at that time.

Mr. Gordon: After Schruth died it wus
offered for sale.

Mr. BATH: At any rate it was ad-
vertised as unimproved, and the induce-
ment was the construetion of the rail-
way. When this was mentioned prevl-
ously the Premier said that he would
inquire into it. It was stated at that
time that this man had taken up this
particular area in view of the proposdl
to build the railway.

Mr. George: He owned land at
terminus.

Mr. BATH: I am not aware of that. I
am here to assist in passing money, and
assist in providing railway communica-
tion for legitimate settlers and where
legitimate cases are made out, but we
should not encourage speculation in our
land. We find that of the large holdings
within 15 miles of the line, 60 per ceni.
are held by the Midland Company, and
my reluctance with regard to the Bolgart
railway was that such a large area cf
the land to be served by that railway
was owned by the Midland Compauy;
and we find that after this House passed
the railway Bill, the Midland Company
advertised a special sale of that land
and secured good prices on the strength
of the Bill which passed in this House
for the construction of the railway. Some
policy should have been devised by the
Government before when they broveht
this railway Bill down by which th.v
could have saved the State from expend-
ing money to build up the value of the
Midland Company’s land.

Mr. Gordon: Another seeret purchu-o.

Mr. BATH: There are other waxz of
doing it. A betterment tax eould have
been applied in this case. The Premier
must regret at the present time that no
opportunity was given him for the in-

the
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stitution of a betterment tax to prevent
railways being eonstrncted and adding to
the specunlative value of the land.
Judging by the vote taken the other
might, however, it is useless to urge any
further opposition to the railway pre-
posals.

Mr. W, PRICE (Albany): I intend
with regard to this Bill to act as I did
with the one previously dealt with by
1his House. I intend to oppose it for
the reason that there are other districts
more deserving of railway communica-
tion; apnd secondly I am not by auny
means satisfied with the information
placed before the House that the eon-
struction of this railway is justified in
the best interests of the State. I do nat
antend to speak at apny length on the
matter, but T certainly shonld be lacking
in my duty to those I represent in this
House were I not to enter my protest
egainst the construetion of a railway at
n eost of £55,000 to suit the convenience
of 80 holders of land.

Mr. George: There are not 80 there.

Mr. W, PRICE: I am taking what is
given to us, and this is sufficient con-
demnation without going outside. As-
siming it is correct that there are 80
people in the distriet, I find that the
land alienated within 15 miles of the
Yine, according to the printed sheet sup-
plied to members, totals 493,700 acres,
so that that land is split up into blocks
of about 5,000 acres—in other words it
appears to me that this line is being eon-
structed not in the interests of the small
seltlers, but in the interests of large land
mouopolists. Moreover, if we take large
holdings within 15 miles of the line, out
of a total of 100,700 acres no less than
65,820 acres are held by the Midland
Railway Company. Is this a fair pro-
position to put before the House? Are
we asked 0s reasomable men to believe
that such a proposal as this is in the
interests of the country? Is it in the
interests of the country that 80 people
should have £35,000 of the public morey
gpent upon them when we find that
more than lbalf of the land in that dis-
trict bas been alienated. The land alien-
ated within 15 miles of the line is
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493,000 aeres, and the land open for
selection within the same distance 1s
344,000 meres. I desire also to draw at-
tention to the class of land in this lo-
cality. Under the heading of *‘classi-
fication of land’’ we find on this printed
sheet that of first-class land there are
130,000 acres; of second-elass 131,000
aeres; and of third-elass land 266,000
acres. More than double the gquaniity
of land is regarded as third-class or land
which is praectically useless. Qne-quar-
ter of the land is elassed as first-class.
Is this a fair proposition when we have
hundreds or thousands of people in the
State who need railway communieation
if they are to suceeed? I have a report
with regard to this distriet whieh is any-
thing but satisfactory. I have heard it
stated that meo in high places are inter-
ested in this railway line; that it is
not the bona fide settler who will reeeive
the benefit, and that it will not conduee
to any material increase in our agricul-
tural produets, but that it will conduce
to the enlargement of the bank balances
of certain large landed proprietors in
this State. In those cirecumstances I
certainly am opposed to the railway line,
and T believe if this House were placed
in possession of the full facts connected
with railway proposal, in the interests
of the State, and for the good namwe of
the Assembly, members would vote
against the proposal. I do not desire
to name any of those who are interested
in large estates in this district. Mem-
bers can themselves secure that informa-
tion; but I certainly consider that when
a railway proposition is placed before
members of this Assembly we should be
sure that the best interests of the State
are being served, and not the interesis
merely of one seetion of individuals.
However, I know it is wseless to attempt
to bloek this measure. The Ministry, for
reasons best known to themselves, have
in this instance undoubtedly decided to
do that which I say they wounld not have
done if they considered the best iuter-
ests of the State. Aectuated as they are
by a desire to help large land owners of
the Midland Railway Company type they
will force this measure through. Hav-
ing voiced my protest against it T wil!
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leave them to assist the monopolist, to
assist the Midland Railway Company,
and I trust the day will come when they
will receive their reward from the peo-
ple of the State whom they have, in this
instance, victimised in the interests of
this section of the conumunity to whom
I have rveferred. I certainly am opposed
to the railway, and I regret there is
not a majority in this Assembly of the
same opinion as myself.

Mr. GEQRGE (Murray): In connec-
tion with this particular proposed railway
I have a few words to offer. 1 very
much regret that at this time in the wrong
day we are engaged, in discussing & motion
in which I think some particular issues
lie. If this railway is carried along the
route which is proposed by the Govern-
ment, it will be one of the most glaring
wrongs ever committed in this State. If
ever a case came within my notice in
which the interests of certain persons
have been regarded and those of the bulk
of the people disregarded, this is the
worst I have seen in 20 years in Western
Anstralia.

The Premier : Regarded by whom ?

Mr. GEORGE : That we shall find out
presently, I hope. The Minister who
introduced this railway was very careful
to show that his information as given to
the House was gleaned from reports sub-
mitted to him. I have not seen those re-
ports, I am not in a position to say
whether or not the Minister’s eye simply
caught those matters which appealed to
him, but I think from the information
given to me I have the right to ask hon.
members to listen to a few remarks.
I knew nothing sbout this matter until
travelling in aYtrain about & week ago,
when the conversation of & couple of per-
sons in connection with this railway
caused me to think a little. Subse-
quently I made some inquiries. We were
led to believe by the Minister, who relies
on his reports and against whom I have
not the slightest intention to urge any-
thing, that the project was all that could
be desired. Either he did not size up the
case, or the information submitted to him
was not sufficiently thorough to allow him
to form an accurate conception. The
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Minister said that the land to the BEast-
ward of the line was all that was lovely.

The -*Minister for Works: No, I
said & lot of sand plain was there.

Mr. GEORGE : I will not misrepresent
you ; my memory is gocd, I have been
complimented even by the editor of a
newspaper on my memory. The hon.
member <aid the rainfall was 15ins.,
tapering down to 10, or even less as it
went eagtward. He did not say that the
15ins. i to the Westward of the Wongan
Hills, and that on the Eastward of the
Wongan Hills it is 10ins. and tapers
rapidly. I have hcre a map published
by the Lands Department, in which the
different qualities of the land are shown
for some considerable distance. If hon.
members will take this map and compare
it with the map on the wall, or the map
with the survey, they will find that every
piece of land with the slightest claim to
valuehasbeenselected and is held by some-
one in the State. It is most peculiar,
and T cannot understand how the Minister
for Lands, with his commercial acutene=s
and unimpeachable honesty could have
permitted these selectors to pick out the
only patches of any value. If you take a
tracing of this map and lay it on that map
on the wall you will find that every little
bit of land of any value has been selected
by someone or other. Let us search
the names of these selectors and what do
we find ¥ We find three or four persons
—they are within their rights in select-
ing the land—I do not urge that they ere
wrong even in pulling the wires—

The Premuer : Pulling what wirea ?

Mr. GEORGE : The hon. gentleman
knows. . .

. The Premior: Speak out; you pride
yourself on your fairness.

Mr. GEORGE: You will not have to
complain of my fairness. But every
hon. member knows what pulling the
wires means. Using what influence they
might possess.

The Premier: 1 will show what in.
Buence they pogsess.

Mr. GEORGE : The hon. member can
do 80, but he should not lose his temper,
I have not lost mine.

The Minister for Works: You are
getting near it.
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Mr. GEORGE : The Minister for Works
with his lordly haw-haw is almost as
entertaining as the Minister for Lands.
I want to point out to the House that
these pieces of land have been picked out.
Now if a railway is to go into any par-
ticular district, what do we want it to do ?
We want it to serve the greatest number
of people, the biggest majority of the
people on the selected land. What do
we find on the Wongan Hills—who owns
this land * We find a hlock marked " T.
T. Elliott.”” We get a bit further and
we find a couple of names, Welsall and
then Twine. A little bit further down,
a blork in the name of someone that looks
like Twine, but I do not think it can be
Twine ; T am gomg to make further in-
quiries about that. That gentleman has
get his land all round the best water hole
in the district ; it is entirely enclosed by
his selnction. Then there is not another
gelection until you get up to Sharman’s ;
I do not know who he is. I made m-
quries but without surress. Now, with
the exception of these, the eyes of the
place have been picked out by the late
Mr. Schruth. There & & lovs of land
selected on the North of the Wongzan
Hillz, but whether the line goes to the
East or to the West it does not make
much difference to those partienlar blocks.
When we get to the Weatward what do
we find? On the West of the Wongan
Hills 60 hlocks have bheen relected, com-
prising 50,000 acres. Those 60 blocks,
if my memory be correct, are principally
held, one block to a selector.  We will say
60 selectors, or, to be safe, say 40 selectors.
Now I will give the names of some of the
people settled there on the West, the side
the line should go. On the East side
there are three or four speculative blocks,
little or no work having been done upon
them. On the West side the holders of
the 60 blocks are principally men who
have come down from the goldfields, who
have been induced to select this land.
They are the elass of men we want to get.
One good thing the land policy has done
has been to induce the people of the
goldfields to come intc the agricultural
districts. Tn my district we have two
settlers from Comet Vale; they made
their money there and have come down
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to the South-West and proved two of the
best settlers we have. Therefore. if we find
these people to the West are genuine
settlers, not land dummiers, not specu-
lators, but people who are there by the
strength of their wmuscle surely we
should have more consideration for them.
There are 25 settlers living on the blocks.
There is Mwray and family, Brown and
family, Lincoln Phillips, Shields, Hack,
Jacques, and gqthers.

{ d'clock n.m.

Mr. GEORGE : These are names that
can be verified ; these are actual facts ;
these are men taking up land and settling
on it, yet we are asked to pass a railway
that will be of little service to them. TIn
addition to these 25 settlers, most of
whom have their wives and families with
them, every month there ere further
people selecting land there, and they
come from the goldfields, having accumn-
lated a little capital to settle there, and
to prove that they are the sort of men we
desire to have on the land. Yet, there is
& proposition that this railway should go
to the East of the Wongan Hills where
the rainfall is only 10 inches and is taper-
ing off, and where it will be of no use to
people living on the West side of the hills
where there is a rainfall of 15 inches.
The settlers to the West of the Wongan
Hills were exercised ap to where the line
should go. and a deputation came down
and saw the Premier, and afterwards
they made up their minds-—-they had been
told, so T am informed, not by the Premier;
he is not the man to make such & state-
ment : he is beyond suspicion—they were
told there was no chance of getting the
railway on the West side, and they had
to make up their minds as to what should
be done. That heing an Mr. Hancy
endeavoured to get the Government to
have the line extended five miles on the
Eastern side of the Wongan Hills so thrt
it would terminate in Mr. Sharman’s
block. A letter received by the member
for Trwin will show that. The hon. mem-
ber showed me the letter yesterday.
These people said that if they could not
get the railway on the Western side, they
must. as an alternative, ask the Govern-
ment to continue it five miles on the
Eastern side. The contention will he
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made that there is a gap in the hills over
which the people can cart, but I am told

that this gapis so steep that it is im.
possible to cart anything like a decent
load over it. But where is the necessity
for carting, when by & deviation of the
railway to the Western side of the hills
the holders of these 80 blocks can he
convenienced—and these blocks can grow
wheat. With the plans laid on the table
we have very little chance of judging
what the rallway is like. Formerly there
wag always a plan with the sections given,
but now we have the barest particulars,
simply & red line on the map, and we
have to accept the ipse dixits of the
Minister. I do not wish to see a wrong
perpetrated, as will be perpetrated if this
Bilt pagses in iis present form. Ié 15 true
there is provision for a devistion of five
miles on either side of the routs, but in
this case a five-mile deviation goes right
through the centre of a peak where it is
absolutely impossible to carry the rail-
way.

The Premier: The Government will
accept an amendment to make it 15 miles
or 20 miles if you like.
Mr. GEORGE : The Premier need not
ger his hair off.

+ The Premier: You insinuate tha.t as
the result of fixing & limit of five miles it
will be impossible to bring the line to the
West of the hills. I say we are prepared
to accopt & limit of 15 miles or 20 miles.

Mr. GEORGE: That is where the
Premier’'s eminently practical common
sense comes in. I do not as a rule make
insinuations, and I vegret the Premier
talks about them. The Minister for
Works talked about an unlimited wheat
area, or words to that effect. T suppose
he got it from hisreport. The remark is
probably correct if he carries his wheat
area beyond the range of influence of this
railway on the Eastern side. But, out-
gide the range of 15 miles 1s said to be
beyond fair carting distance. However,
this land with the exception of blocks
of ti-tree and salmon gum is not wheat-
growing land ; it will not grow wheat,
and it i3 useless for any argwment to be
made that the rallway is justified by the
fand on this particular Eastern side. If
the line could go through Eliott’s or

thereabouts, swerving to the West and
then to the North, it would satisfy the
settlers there. Independent of any letters
received by the member for Irwin, or by
the Premier, or by the Minister for Lands,
there ia a petition so I am informed on its
way down signed by nearly every settler
on the Western side to get the line to the
Western side of the hills. These people
were told when they came down some
months ago—I suppose by someone in
authority—that it was ridiculous for them
to suppose they would get the railway on
the Western side, and that they would
have to go for it on the Eastern side or
they would not get a railway at all.

The Premier :
names ?

Mr. GEORGE : I will when I come to
the point. Another argument that nay
be made is that should the Bolgart rail-
way be extended it will clesh with a
line to the Western side of the hills.
Hon. members who know the country can
tell me whether I am right when I say
that if the Bolgart railway were extended
it must deviate to the Westward, because
otherwise there would be 20 miles of sand
plain for it to cross. This ¢cannot be dene,
so that an extension of the Bolgart line
would give adventage to the Midland
Company’s lands. What matters it to
the State if & line advantages the Midland
Company’s lands or not ? Does it matter
whether the company settle people on
the land or the Government do it? What
the State wants is settlers.

Mr. O’Loghlen : We do not want to tip
the money into their coffers.

Mr. GEQORGE: While we may be
desirous of avoiding that, we do not want
to stop land settlement, and stop tipping
money into our own coffers. The people
at present on the West of the Wongan
Hills go to Mogumber on the Midland
Railway for their stores, because the
roads are more practicable than those to
Goomalling. I do not care who owns the
land ; it all belongs to the State. It
does not matter whether it is private
ownership or anything else; the land
has to contribute taxes to the State.

Mr. Troy : That is humbug, You tax
them and you will find out who owns it

Will you give us the
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Mr. GEORGE: I want to see more
land taxed ; T want to see every piece of
land occupied, and when the land tax
comes along the revenus will be so much
thst the tex will not make people squeal
beeause it will be so comparatively small
that people will be satisfied with it.
The Minister for Works seid this rallway
would open up an extensive stretch of
good wheat country for dry farming.
But the Minister has either not dipested
his information properly, or it has not
been given to him properly, because the
bulk of the land for wheat-growing lies
to the West of the railway, and not to
the East. Thers is no question about
this ; the land to the West has a rain-
fall of about 16 inches. The rain
which would otherwise go to the
East is intercepted by the range.
Another thing he told us was that extira
facilities in the way of station buildings
and connections would have to be pro-
vided whiech would add to the ¢ost of the
railways, and that this sum would be
something like £30 a mile extra. There
are 40 miles, consequently the extra cost
would be £1,200. T would hke to know
how many stations there are to“he. Ome
cannot tell from the map the number of
stations, but the items necessary fo make
up this extra amount of £30 a mile would
assuredly be many more than are really
required. For £30 a mile the line could
be supplied with such conveniences as
anyone counld reasonably expect to have
for the work for the time beinz. The
Minister said he had a conversation with
one of the inspectors who had fold him
that for 40 miles from the Wongan Hills
which will be the terminus of the rail-
way, he had seen eountry which was very
much above the average. I do not dispute
that, but whether the line goes east or
west, the country 40 miles north of the
terminus will be equally attended to. Fur-
ther on he says, “The present settlement
eonsists of works of ringharking. clear-
ing, feneing, and stock raising, to some
extent, while there is alse provision for
water supplies.” It would be very in-
teresting to know from the Mnister
where there is any ringbarking, how much
clearing and fencing has been done, and
how many stock are raised to the east of

]
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this line? Xf I am ecorrectly informed,
all this work is being done to the west of
the line.

The Premier: You are only referring
te the most northern portion of the area.

Mr. GEORGE: That is the only part I
care twopence about. The Minister’s in-
formant stated also, “Around the Won-
gan Hills itself to the south and east the
couniry is excellenl. Of ceourse there is
a sand plain which iz poor but the major
portion is eultivable.” It is not cultivable.
He also says “The crops aronnd the Wor-
gan Hills are very good.” Thai means all
aronnd, but there are no crops on the
eastern side, and very few on the north,
while the sonth is tee far down to be
affected.

[31r. Daglish took the Chair.]

Mr. GEORGE: The Minister's inform-
ant does not say south of Wongan Hills,
but that there are no crops on the east-
ern side,

The Minister for Works:
any on the western?

Mr. GEORGE: Yes,

The Minister for Works: This state-
ment is correct.

Mr. GEORGE: The man said “The
sand plain is poor, but the major por-
tion is cultivable.  The ecrops around
Wongan Hills are very good.” There are
no crops round there for they are all on
the one side. The statement goes on:
“And to the east equal to anything I have
seen before.” What particular sort of
brains did that inspector have when
he went round there. He cannot have
seen mueh for T am told there are prac-
tically no crops, if any, on fthe east side.

The Minister for Works: Have you
been up there?

Me. GEORGE: I am told there are no
erops to the east,

The Minister for Works:
vou; the man in the train?

The Premier: The inspector told the
Minister.

Mr. GEORGE: Well he must have
made a mistake. So far as puliing the
line through, I am agreeable for it to be
done in order to look after the small sel-
ectors 100 miles further off, if the Gov-
ernment can find the money. But when

Are there

Who told
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they get to this point of Eliot's or even
lower down it should be a case for the
most careful inquiry as to whether the line
should go east or west. If the information
given me is correct, and I believe it is, for
the gentleman who told me is a very hon-
ourable man and well-known

The Minister for Works: Has he any
land to the west?

Mr. GEORGE: I do not know; he
may have. A deviation of 5 miles is of
no use if an attempt is made to carry the
line westward. Therefore, if the Gov-
ernment are prepared to inerease the de-
viation to say, @ or 10 miles and not
carry the line on further than to a point
which will enable them thoroughly fo in-
vestigate the west before constructing the
railway, I have no objection. What I
am pleading for is this. There are 60
selectors on the west of the line while
there are only three selectors on the east,
all of whom are practically land-grab-
bers. This is the information given to
me. The Government can search out and
find whether it is correct but let them
give a fair undertaking that they will not
carry the line east wntil they are thor-
oughly satisfied they are doing uo wrong
to these GO settlers. That is a reasonable
proposition. 1f T have put it in an un-
reasonnable way. I regret it. I do pob
know whether the Minister will give me
that assurance, but so far as I am con-
cerned, I have dane my duty. 1f I cannot
get the assurance I must try, however,
and eonvinee the House.

The Premier: You want to go 5 miles
off the line, but the line is already 10
miles further than I intended.

Mr. GEORGE: I have not seen the
district myself, but I know the honour of
the gentleman who gave me the informa-
tion. and I am sure that information is
correct. There are G0 selectors on the
western side. There is a town site there
and a big lake, and why should they be
put for all time to the trouble of earting
their erops over the Wongan Hills when
the line should go to the westward? In
order to test the feeling of the House I
shounld like to move, “That the route of
this railway from the 30 miles——

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I cannot
take any amendment affeeting the route
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of a railway at present. The question is
the second reading.

Mr. GEORGE: Then T can move to
throw the Bill out.

The Premier: You cannot even do that.
You ean only vote against it.

Mr, GEORGE : Does the Premier mean
to say that the powers of the Huuse in
an important Bil} like this are to be eon-
fined to the question of voting against
the second reading? Is it not possible for
a member to move in any other direction?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member must discuss the second ieading.

Mr. GEORGE: 1 am discussing it.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: You must
not discuss the remark the Premier has
made.

Mr. GEORGE : With all due respect to
the Chair the sooner a supply of mnzzles
are ordered to put on the Premier, the
better, for while he makes interjections
T will reply so long as I can; and with
all due Tespect to the Chair. I would ask
you Mr. Deputy Speaker what is the eon-
stitutional course for me to follow? If
there is, one let us know it, With regard
to this guestion

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Does the
hon. member want me to answer his
question?

Mr. GEORGE: Yes; if you will

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The gues-
tion is “That the Bill be now read a
second time.” It is open for an hon.
member either to support it or to vote
against it, or to move an amendmeni on
it, but the only form an amendment can
take is in regard to the exact time at
which the second reading shall take place.

Mr. GEORGE: Then it throws on me
the distasteful task of moving “That the
Bill be read this day six months” which
I do not want to do. Snrely therz iz soine
procedure by which I can bring forward
what T want. I am moving in this matter
becanse I consider it to be my duty.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: What is
the hon. member moving?

Mr. GEORGE: I desire to get an as-
surance in conneetion with the route of
this railway which, if built as is sag-
gested, would be a publie disgrace.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member must wait then until the House
is in Committee.

Mr. GEQRGE: Well I can only give
the House information on the question
now. I see that there are members now
in the Chamber who were not here when
I was speaking before, so I will try and
give them my opinions on this guestion
and repeat what I said before.

Mr. Heitmann: Go on, I have missed it.
I was out.

Mr. Bolton: And if the hon. member
goes out and misses it again he will not
miss much.

[A pause ensued.]

The DEPUTY BSPEAKER: If the
hon. member does nof proceed with his
gpeech I shall put the question,

Mr. GEORGE: I intend to proceed,
but my desire is to avoid repetition.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member cannot retain possession of the
floor unless he speaks.

Mr. GEORGE: I shall not say very
much more. I shall just repeat for the
benefit of those who were not here when
I gave this information previounsly, that
on the eastern side of the line there are
five selectors, on the western side there
are 60 blocks selected; and there are 25
settlers actoally there with their wives
and families, who are doing good work,
The rainfall is heavy on the western side;
if i1s not 50 on the eastern side. On the
western side there is good land; on the
eastern side there are only patehes of
good land. At the present time there is
a pelition which has been signed by 60
settlers on ils way down for presentation
to ihis House, asking that the line shall
be taken to the west of Wongan Hills.
1 sineerely trust that the Government will
agree to an inquiry being made as to the
advisableness of the deviation. That is all
I have to say.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore):
With regard to the line under discussion
at the present fime, the desirability of
construeting it was brought under notice
a considerable time ago, and certain
figures in support were submitted by a
deputation which was introduced by the
member for the distriet, Mr. Qninlan.
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The deputation, which waited upon me,
pointed out that there were many settlers
along the proposed rounte, and it was im-
possible for them to profitably eart wheat
for more than 15 miles; they also pointed
out that a large number of setilers were
beyond Wongan Hills and would be
served, and that all these settlers had
improved their holdings and had the
country ready for crop as soon as the
railway was constructed. The figures
submitted by the members of the deputa-
tion showed that up to August of last
year 180,000 acres had been taken up;
60,000 acres improved, and 30,000 acres
cleared. A petition was presented bear-
ing the signatures of 110 different set-
tlers, who had taken up land some dis-
tanee from Goomalling, and it also gave
particulars of the acres held, the acres
cleared, and the acres improved, and the
length of time they had been on the land.
In replying to that deputation, 1 siated
that I was acquiring information with re-
gard to the character of the eountry in
order to ascertain whether the project
would be justified. I also stated that the
Minister for Aprienlture had taken 'an
interest in the proposal, and they asked
that I should take the opportunity of ae-
companying the Minister thromngh that
couniry, It was shown that the official
record of the rainfall proved to be well
up to the mark and that in some parils of
that country it had reached 18 inches. As
far as the timber was concerned, it was
pointed out that there was a good deal
of raspberry jam there, and, - as hon.
members know, where this timber grows
it is possible to grow wheat.

AMr. Bath: It grows right away into
the goldfields.

The PREMIER: The surveyor re-
ported that the railway would hug the
present frack between Goomalline and
the terminus, and the engineering diffi-
culties were not to be considered an im-
portant factor.

Mr. George: What was the date of the
deputation?

The PREMIER : The 27th June, 1908,
In addition to the information which was
then supplied in the petition it was shown
that the rainfall was from 12 to 17 inches
and thal il extended over a period of
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seven months. When this line was de-
cided upon the instruetions given to the
surveyor were bto survey the line north
along the route referred to; a distance of
from 30 to 35 miles, The instruetions
were carried out, and it was decided to
make a survey to the 35-mile post, that
ig five miles on this side of the present
terminus, A lefter was received from the
Wongan Hills progress association, in
which it was stated that they had unani-
mously decided to request that the pro-
posed railway line from Goomalling to
the terminus, which was Bloek 1,355,
glould be exlended a further distance of
five miles to Block 1,450, It would then
reach a point oppogite the surveyed route
and would save settlers miles of earting.
The association mentioned that settle-
ment had taken place from 20 to 25 miles
ahead of Block 1,450, and that if the rail-
way was taken to Bloek 1,450 it would
then bhe a distanee of 15 miles from most
of the settlers. Already the land is being
gleared in all directions. Everyone is pre-
_paring the land for wheat growing and
with the advent of the railway this dis-
triet will become one of the most flour-
ishing in the State. The member for Ir-
win next wrote and stated that the Won-
gan Hills settlers were most anxious to
get the extension of five miles added to
the authorised survey. On the 24th Sep-
tember last the survey was to be made to
the 35 miles, that is five miles less than
we are asking authority to construet af
the present time, and it would have re-
mained there but for the request for the
further distance. If hon. members will
turn to the plan they will see that a re-
serve was made at the 35 miles, and it
was intended to cat that up as a town-
site. That was the last that was heard of
the matter until the letter was sent in
through the member for the distriet, and
T wrote to Mr. Quinlan stating that T had
already intimated whiek railway Bills
would be brought down, and that among
them was that for the construction of the
line to Wongan Hills. [ desire to em-
phasise the faet that on the 24th Sep-
tember the terminus decided upon was at
the 33 miles, and that a reserve was made
there for subdivision as a townsite. The
member for Mnrray has taken exception

to the route of the railway and, as a mat-
ter of faet, I think it was about a month
ago that two or three genilemen from
that district waited on me in the House
and suggested that eonsideration be given
to the advisableness of deviating in a
north-westerly direction from about the
35-mile terminus through what looked
like a gorge of hills, There was a break-
away between the two ranges and it
looked at first sight that it would be
possible to effect a survey from the 35-
mile in a north-westerly direetion.
I intimated to several members of Par-
liament who had intetrviewed me in con-
nection with this maiter that I would ask
Mr. Muir whather it would be possible
to male a deviabion in this direction in
order that we might make provision in
the Bill for the deviation, so that if it
were determined to take the line in a
north-westerly direction it would not in-
terfere with the passage of the Bill. I
have seen Mr. Muir, and he has pointed
out to me that it woald be practically im-
possible to deviate in a north-westerly
direction. If any deviation were made
it would have to be from a point five
miles further south, and would treand in
& north-north-westerly direction, and then
due north, and so towards the point the
hon. member has referred to. I am
spealing from memory, but the objection
Mr. Muir had to taking a westerly line
was that the route surveyed goes eentrally
through good country. In his report he
said he would strongly protest against
any material alteration of the route sug-
gested.

Mr. George: Has Mr. Muir been there?

The PREMIER: Certainly; several
times. He further stated in his report
that to deviate to the West would throw
the line out of dirertion and inerease the
cost of conmstruction. The setilers on
either side, he said, wounld be within five
or six miles of the railway, but that any
deviation westerly would bring the rail-
way pearer to the Midland Company’s
property. To this he added that it would
bhe beiter to inerease the value of the
Crown land than of private land.

Mr. George: The map does not show
any good conntry, anyhow.
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The PREMIER: Mr. Muir went on to
say that as the objective will be to june-
tion with the Murchison-Cue railway, a
generally Northerly direction should be
mmintained. As a practical railway man
the hon. member will realise that that is
a point to be taken into consideration.
That is to say, if it be found that to
serve these people we should go in a
North-Westerly direction at the cost of
sharp grades and sharp curves, it would
be advisable to keep the line where it is
if the ultimate objective is the Mullewa-
Cue line.

Mr. George: Why sell land to seitlers
and deceive them?

The PREMIER: Most of the settlers
would be within five miles of a railway.

Mr. O’'Loghlen: Down at Wandering
they are 40 miles away from a railway.

The PREMIER: A lefter I have re-
ceived from a settler on the West side
states that if the railway were brought
to block 1450 it would then reach a point
opposite a surveyed road through a gorge
in the hills, and would save the settlers
miles of cartage over a rough track
around the hills. That is from Mr. H.
Murray, who bas a holding on the West
sde of the line.

Mr. Johnson: Mr. Murmay communi-
eated with me recently and appealed to
me fo have ‘the line taken to the West-
ward.

The PREMIER: Yes; that is his de-
sire. He would like it to go there if it
were possible to do so.

Myr. George: What date was that letter?

The PREMIER: Twenty-fourth April.

Mr, George: I have one dated 10th
July from the same gentleman,

The PREMIER : Mr, Muir in his com-
mumnieation stated that he would strongly
protest against any material alteration
in the route suggested. The Government
are prepared to accept in Committee an
alteration in regard to the limit of devia-
tion. Instead of five miles we would he
prepared to make it 10 or 15. Surely
that shonld be sufficient evidence that so
far as we are concerned it is only a ques-
tion of getting the line in the best place.
Taking everything into consideration, that
is, the faet that it must ultimately eon-
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neet with the Murchison goldfields line,
and that it would be advisable to, as far
as possible, adhere to the general diree-
tion, I should say if it were found pos-
sible to deviate 'lower down without any
inerease to the length, or without having
to adopt heavy grades, that proposal
should be econsidered; although, as I say,
Mr. Muir points out that the farther the
line goes to the West the farther will it be
getting into the Midland Company’s land,
and improving their land instezad of im-
proving Crown lands to the Eastward.
Now, surely I have given evidence to the
hon. member that in September, when I
received this letter, the survey of the line
was not made beyond 35 miles and that
it was intended to stop there.

Mr. George: I am not going to dis-
pute a single word the Premier tells me.

The PREMIER: I am only emphasis-
ing the point that in September that was
to have been the terminus of the rail-
way; and had we not been approached
by these people it would have remained
there, and the Bill iutroduced would
have been to construct the line to 35
miles instead of 40 miles as now shown
on the plan. In regard to the remarks
made by other hon. members, I am
afraid that I listened so intently to the
member for Murray that I neglected to
give consideration to any other views,
But I would like to point out that of
large holdings over 4,000 acres there is
only a total of 34,000 acres. Of this
the Midland Railway Company hold
28,660 acres, while one other family own
5,000, thos making a total of 34,000
acres. The Slater family have no less
than 4,000 acres under crop at the pre-
sent time. Surely that may be taken as
an indication of the progressive charac-
ter of the people in that distriet.

Mr. Bath: That is near Goomalling,

The PREMIER: Yes; about seven
miles out. ,

Mr. Keenan: How many people North
of the 30-mile have anv crops?

The PREMIER: I should say those
who have crops would be on the Wost
gide of the hills. .

Mr. Keenan: Then, there are no erops
at all on the East?
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The PREMIER: I have only been 35
miles along the line, so I cannot speak
from my own koowledge. It would still
allow for a deviation to be made if we
extended the limit of five miles, but Mr.
Muir is of opinion that any deviation
could not be made from the 35 miles
but would have to be made some five
miles further South. I consider the line,
if built. will be a payable proposition,
I*rom the knowledge I have of Mr. Muir
and his experience, extending over many
years in this State, I know him to be a
gentleman qualified as an engineering
surveyor, and vne whe also has had an
opportunity of making comparisons of
various railway propositions in the
State. Yesterday Mr. Muir personally as-
sured me that he considered this pro-
posal one of the best brought before Par-
Hament. .

AMr. JACOBY (Swan): The discussion
that has arisen regarding the prospective
merits of various localities to be served
by this line only emphasises the sugges-
tion I made last year, that when diseuss-
ing these railway Bills some committee
should be appointed in order to make a
thorough investigation, and give a re-
port to the House in regard to the merits
of any proposed line. In faet on a pre-
vious railway Bill it was proposed that
a select committee should be appointed
to consider it. However, I voted against
the appointment of thai select committee
for the reason that I considered a seleet
committee was not the best tribunal to
be appointed to give the information
necessary. But I firmly believe that the
time has arrived when if becomes neces-
sary that we shonld have some sort of
standing eommittee on railways, not
necessarily a politieal committee, but a
eommittee composed of experts as far
as railways and the quality of land are
concerned, who eould give an independ-
ent report to the House. I have very
Tittle hesitation in believing that all
the lines proposed to date have been
thoroughly justified. Bui we are goinz
on with so many lines that presently. in
a year or two, we may reach a stage
reached in other parts of Australia
where political lines have been built for
political reasons. I want to see the mem-
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bers of this House and the Government
proteeted from a proposition of that sort.
All proposals for the building of lines
should be submitted to a commit-
tee of some deseription for a report
for the consideration of Parliament. I
am uneasy in my mind as to whether T
am justified in voting for this line after
what I have heard during the debate. If
along one route we have 60 people to be
served, and on the other side we have
something like a dozen people, it will re-
quire some strong reason to induce me to
vote for the line to serve six or seven
recple only. Though I am not prepared
at this stage to say I shall vote against
the second reading of the Bill, I would
like to have the assurance that a member
of the Government, preferably the Pre-
mier, will visit the distriet and investi-
zale the merits of the proposed deviation;
and if thai assurance js given 1 shall be
content to trust the decision arrived at
by whatever Minister makes the visit. It
would relieve me from the uneasiness I
now feel in voting for this line.

2 o'clock, a.m.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
J. Mitehell} : TUnnecessary heat has been
brought into the diseussion of this mea-
sure. A measure of this kind should be
considered calmly, otherwise injustice may
be done. I admit at once thal the land o
the West of the Wongan Hills is better
than that to the East. In company with
His Honour the Speaker I visited the
district some 18 months ago and looked
over the country. We were there some
days. Tt has been suggested to-night
there is no good land to the East of the
line. That is wrong. Taking the first
30 miles from Goomalling. the bulk of
the good land is to the East of the hine.
There are a good many settlers, and a
great number of them are new seitlers
with eomparatively smali holdings. After
passing the 30-mile peg it is true the land
to the East of the Wongan Hills is not
first-class, though there are patches of
zood country. The objective of this line
must sooner or later be some point on
the Cue Railway, and in the circum-
stanees 1t i5 necessary that the surveynrs
should decide as to the side of the Won-
zan ranze on which the line should go.
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The Nugadong district, where we are
cutting up land, can only be served by
an extension of the Wongan Hills rail-
way. It seems to me that the engineers
might be asked to clear up this matter,
If we can get to the west of the Wongan
Hills from a point on the present survey,
say at 30 miles, I am prepared to admit

better Jand will be served. There will be

engineering difficnlties, but that is for the
surveyors to decide; it is for them to de-
cide whether the line can get away again
from the 40-mile peg on the west of the
hills s0 as to be extended to the north,
When we visited the disiriet we were met
by the selectors, and were conducied
through the gorge referred to. A eart
road can be made throngh that gorge.
True the country is soft, bat it wounld be
easy to make a road. If the line were
to the west of the hills there would be
settlement on the east of the hills, and
there mmst be traffie over that gorge,
so that & road will have to be made. We
were conducted tbrough the pass with the
ides of having a road made fo the point
to which the survey has been made. I
am only desirous of being helpful to all
the settlers of the State. I have no in-
terest in the Tloeality; I have never held
the slightest interest in it; I own not an
acre of land there, and I bave not put a
penny into the land there. The member
for Murray will believe that.

Mr. George: If you had answered my
question previously il would have heen all
right.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
would have answered it if the hon. mem-
ber had pronounced the name correctly.
Mr. Sharman. has worked for me for
many years, and I am only too glad to
say 1 know him; he is certainly a good
settler; he is a first-class, honourable
man whom no one would be ashamed to
have as a friend. I had no need to tell
the hon. member I did not know Mr.
Sharman. It would be inferred from
wthat the hon, member said to-night that
T had a special interest in the distriet, I
have not. I have some interest in the
settlers there, and I am ready to admit
that if the line could run to the western
side of the hills I wonld be glad to see
it there. I was told by the surveyor that
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it would be recessary to swing out west
from a point much nearer to Goomalling:
than the 30-mile peg, and if that were
necessary the proposition would not be:
feasible, as not only would the land be
poor, but it would be getting near to the
Midland Company’s land, and we would
be leaving to the east many settlers who
have been induced to go there io take up
Government land. In regard to the mer-
its of the eountry, no hetter proposition
has been placed before the House. I
know something about the country, and
I know there is splendid land, or as much
good land to the east of the line as there
is to the west, taking the whole length of
the line. For the first 30 miles the rail-
way could not be better placed; and if
it is impossible to get to the west side of
the hills from the 30-mile peg and impos-
sible to get out again from the west side
in a northerly direction, it would not be
advisable to make the deviation suggested.
However, it is not for me to say a route
cannot be obtained, but we must keep in
view the future extension, for every one
of these lines -we put down will have to
be extended. 'We are now engaged in
cutting up land fo the north of this line.
There is & fine stretch of country extend-
ing for 150 miles which will be served by
an extension of this line, so that it is
necessary the engineers’ adviece should be
followed when a decision is being arrived
at as to where the present propaosition
should terminate.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Mr. KEENAN (Kalgoorlie): The
Minister for Lands shares the view that
the west side of the range is the best route
for the railway from the point of view
of aeccommodating the settlers, that is,
from the 30-mile peg. The objection taken
is that there may be some engineering
diffienlties. It seems to me, if it
is a faet, as apparently it is, that a line
to the West would serve infinitely better
country and more settlers, these engin-
eering difficnlties eould have been re-
ported on, and we should have been
given definite information as to whether
they are in reality or only in imagina-
tion, that is whether they ean be over-
come. It is rather absurd Parliameng
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attempting to solve the guestion on the
supposition of diffieulties that may exist
or may not, but which are suggested as
possibilities. The information placed be-
fore members should have entirely
eovered thal ground, and made it elear
whether we could construet the line West
of the hills or whether the engineering
difficulties precluded the possibility of
carrying out the line in the direction it
is admitted will serve the largest num-
ber of settlers, and the better class of
land. . Vague talk has been introducel
that if we go to the West we will serve
the Midland Company’s land. I have
vet to learn that the settlers on the Mid-
land Company’s land are not Western
Australian settlers and do not deserve
the same means of markeiing their pro-
duee.
Mr. Seaddan: Is their land settled?

Mr. KEENAN: That is also where in-
formation is lacking. If the land is held
locked up for a sale, it might well he
that we should stay our hand; but on
the other hand 1s it sufficient warrant to
hold our hand because it is the Midland
Company’s land? It would be ridicu-
lons. If there are settlers there, they
are just as mueh entitled to help as any
other part of the State. It is another
illustration of the difficulty of dealing
adequately and justly with propositions
of this eharaeter; they are merely thrown
before members with the information
Ministers have at their disposal, and
with no direet information as to the
justice or expediency of any proposal.
I am not going to cover ground covered
on other railway proposals. The vote
taken already we must presume, so far
as the present Parliament is considered,
to be final; and that being so, the ounly
assurance we are entitled to ask on this
Bill is that the line will not be construet-
ed beyond the 30 miles except to the west
of the hills, unless the engineering diffi-
culties are such as to prevent it; beeanse
I take it from the statement of the Miai-
ster for Lands that if these engineering
difficullies do not exist there is no reason
why the line should not go to the West
of the hills. That undertaking I sup-
pose is all in the circumstances we ean
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ask for. It is to my mind in no sense
a satisfying method of dealing with
proposals of this character, but appar-
ently it is the only one open to us at the
present stage. I should like before the
seeond reading is earried that there
should be o definite undertaking that,
unless the engineering diffienlties prevent
the line being carried YWest from the 30
miles, it will be carried Yest and so on
with its future progress when Parliament
eonsider an extension is advisable.

Mr. FOULKES (Claremont): I would
not have visen at this late bour to speak
on this Bill were I not extremely anxious
to see that we should have a standing
committee to deal with these railways.

Mr. Gorden: You never thought of it
on that South-Western railway.

Mr. FOULKES: I have always advo-
cated it, and repeatedly. It is not Lhe
first time the gquestion has been raised
in Parliament, T remember when Mr.
(ivorge Leake was Premier it was part
of his platform te make provision of this
kind, and I believe a Bill passed throuzi
another place, bat unfortunately no fui-
ther steps were taken,

Mr. Gordon: I think he dropped it be-
cause he found it was nat possible, or
was not suitable in the other States.

Mr. FOULKES: I do not think that
was the reason. I know seven or eight
years ago members of Parliament were
strongly of opinion that it was highly
necessary a committee should be appoiut-
ed, oot to consist of members of Parlia-
ment, but to consist of outside officials
so that full opportunity counld be givan
for petting information in regard to the
construction of railways” The chief
reason advoeated for baving that eom-
mittee was that eivil servants, engineers
and inspectors of land, should come up
for examination and give full informa-
tion. This evening the Premier read a
report made by Mr. Muir, an engineer
pecupying a high position in the depart-
ment. and m doing so rightly drew atten-
tion to the faet that the officer was «
man of high standing, and that his
opinion shonuld be listened to at all times.
I know that on one ocecasion during the
last four years Mr. Muir recommended a
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certain railway route, but Parliament
departed from it. I am anxious to bave
A committee appointed so as to put this
man to the test of a cross-examinatiun.
The line I refer to was that running be-
tween Katauning and Kojonup. Mr.
Muir stated publiely that he was strong-
ly in favour of a certain route for the
construction of that railway., If we had
a standing committee they would deal
with these railways. In the case in ques-
tion Mr. Muir could have given evidence
before that ecommittee, and if a standing
order committee existed now they could
have dealt with the question of this rail-
way. Mr. Muir would have been called
before them and could have stated the
objections from an engineering point of

view fo the suggested route. If the
commmittee were not satisfied with the
evidence another engineer could have

been called, and the greatest possible
assistance in arriving at a determimation
would have been given, not only to mem-
bers of Parliament, but also to Ministers.
The appointment of such a committee
would take a great deal of responsibility
off Ministers’ shonlders. Most Ministers
are anxious that the right route should
be selected, but they have now to leave
it to outsiders to give them their infor-
mation. Some of those outsiders may
koow very little about the mattér, with
the resnlt that the building of certain
lines has subsequenily to be regrettel.
I hope that Ministers, during recess, will
come to the conelusion that it is time to
have a committee of this kind appointed.

Mr. GORDON (Canning): In order
to get to the westward of the Wongan
Hills it would be necessary for the en-
gineers to deviate considerably from the
proposed route. The total deviation
would be something like 20 miles.

Mr. George: Only three miles; I have
measured it.

Mr. GORDON: It seems to me a good
deal more than that. Tt may be three
miles fo the west, but how many miles
wonld it be for the line again to tam in
the direction it is necessary that it should
go? After taking the deviation it would
be necessary for the line to get ont of the
hills again, and that could not be done
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without a considerable distance being tra-
versed. The member for Murray empha-
sises the fact that while the rainfall is
15 inches on the west of the Wongan
Hills it is only 10 inches on the east. He
did not argue that point very plainly, for
he did not say whether the line of demar-
caton oceurred at the foot of the hills,
or whether therewasa 15-inch rainfall on
one side of the bills and a 10-ineh rain-
fall on the obher. All he &id was to say
the rainfall was 15 inches to tbe west and
10 inches to the east. Are we to believe
that a rainfall of 15 inches exists right
up to the foot of the hills, and that just
on the other side there is a drop of &
inohes?

Mr. Bath: The hills form a great at-
traction to rainfall

Myr. GORDON: My experience is that
when one gets to the Wongan Hills, es-
pecially from the Midland Railway, the
country is very badly watered. Although
the eountry on the west side is better than
that on the east, still, on the latter side,
it is very much epsier to get water. It
can be proecured at a depth of from 5 to
30 feet. This ability 1o get a supply ex-
ists east of the hills for hundreds of
miles. After all, T am inclined to think
from my knowledge of the country that
there is a lesser rainfall on the east side,
but tliere is a much better ehance there of
getting water for stoek than on the west
side; eonsequently I would sooner be on
the east than the west side.

Mr, George: What is the conntry like?
Sand plain?

Mr, GORDON: I would sooner have
sand plain with water than better eountry
with no water. If I were taking up land
I wonld much sooner be on the east side
with an assured supply of water for stock
than on the west. There is a much better
chance of making a living there. From
the lay of the country I think the line
is made for cheapness and that the objec-
tive has been taken into consideration by
the surveyor. I feel sure that whatever
inquiry is made it will be proved that the
surveyors were right in the route they
took, This is not the first controversy
with regard to agricultural lines. Hardly
one line has been proposed that there has
not beed some diseussion abont. Have
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any of the lines we have constructed
proved to be failures? Is it not probable
that if Parliameni bad appointed a com-
mittee to decide upon these lines some of
them would have been failures? I would
sooner trust to the knowledge of the en-
gineers than to a seleet committee of
Parliament. Regardless of the fact that
years ago it was thought wise by the
Leake Government to have a select com-
mittee as bo public works generally, so
far as my memory goes the measure was
not brought before the House, as in-
quirtes made with reference to this sys-
tem of dealing with public works in the
other States did not prove satisfactory.
Years ago in South Australia there was
a so-called works committee, but that was
done awav with. I de not think any
good will be achieved by having a select
.committee to deal with these works while
we have our engineers,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS {in
reply): I just wish to say a few words
in reply in conneefion with this matter
which has eropped up, more especially on
the ramarks of the memher for Murray,
who appears to have got into his mind
that there is something wrong in a survey
of this kind. I am sure members will
‘believe me when I say that I do not know
an individual selector on the route of
this railway. 1 have no personal know-
ledge of anyone owning land there, and
I have not been advised to assist any
-selector, either on the east or the west
side of the hills. I will tell memabers that
I object to an alteration of the route,
although I may say at once that I am
not wedded to any special direction. My
principal ohjection to an alteration is be-
cause I see on this map that the whole of
the plan marked by a red line is the Mid-
land Railway Co.’s property, and I do
not want to carry this line any nearer that
property than I ean help. We have al-
‘ready been obliged {o construct one rail-
way through that land, that is the Bol-
gart railway, which was opened the other
day, and I say at onee that where we can
carry railways through Crown lands so
that they may be setlled, it is of much
more advantage to the State than to eany
them through a private company’s land.
"That is a strong reason why we should
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adhere to the preseni route. There are
other reasons, and one was referred to by
the member for Kalgoorlie. That mem-
ber stated that information should have
been supplied by the engineers as o why
they should not go to the wesi of the
hills. No one imagined that such infor-
mation would be required. The surveyor
is told to use his best judgment, and to
survey the land in the best possible way
to met the most satisfactory route for the
eonstruction of the railway. He ran his
line to the Wongan Hills on lines north
and south. Naturally the surveyor will
not deviate to go right round the spur of
the hills if he ean go straight on in a
central direction. .\eain, his objective is
to open up country there very much far-
ther north than he is going now. He
would not spend weeks and mronths try-
ing to get a passage through hills 200 or
300 feet. high if he ean go straight on and
miss the biflls. At the same time if he
could strike a2 spot that opened through
the hills in order to bring settlers within
5 or 10 miles of the proposed route he
would naturally do so.

AMr, Geovge: BSettlers cannot cart to
the railway over the hills.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
have no knowledge of that. Tt is reason-
ahle to expect that an engineer would not
report on a diffieult route when there
was no reason for him to go out of his
way to take the railway through the hills.
Tt seems to me that the proper course, so
far as the engineers are coucerned., has
been followed. They have kept the most
direct central route they conld get, which
served the  Thest lands they came
across, therefore, they took the route set
out in the Bill. True, the settlers living
at the back in the corner have not the
railway brought to their doors, but they
are within reasonable disianee of a rail-
way.

Mr. Johoson: With a wall between.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
is a gorge there through which it is said
they can get a road. .

Mr. George: My opinion is that they
cannot eart there.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
member for Murray is giving me an
opinion he nbtained from two gentlemen
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in & railway train. One of the gentle-
men, aceording to his profession, would
speak what he believed to be the truth.

Mr. George: There is a petition on the
way through.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
That reverend gentleman has, I believe.
an interest in this very loeality as a
selector of lands and naturally would
pump into the member for Murray all
the argnments he could think of to try
and get the railway to his very door.
I do not blame him for that, but I do
say this, that the hon. member should
not come here and expect me to accept
those gentlemen’s arguments in favour
of the route he suggests.

Mr. George: You are only guessing
abont the reverend gentleman.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Will
the hon. member say there is no rever-
end gentleman.

Mr. George: There are half a score
of them.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
know something about it and more, per-
haps, than the hon. member thinks. Is
it reasonable to ereate all this storm and
bother about a position which was very
natural for the surveyors to take up,
and to expect to have a service miles
from the direct route through difficult
country which no engineer would sug-
gest for a moment could be got through,
and all because eertain information was
obfained in a ratlway train. A surveyor
wonld be insane if he attempted to go
through those hills in the circumstances.
If the line is to be deviated to go round
to the west of those hills it must start
right baeck so as not to go throngh the
hills at all. Tt must travel almost due
west, then around to the north and to
the back of the hills antil it c¢an go
north again. Every mile in a westerly
direction the line gets nearer to the Mid-
land lands. I would not be opposed to
that if we were serving our own people
te any large extent. By running the
line to the east we are serving our own
people. T do not knew who they are,
but there are people living there and by
the line taking this route it will be open-
ing up a large tract of country. We
musi consider very cavefully before de-
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ciding that an alteration of the route
should be made.

Mr. George: Have you the names of
any of the owners of that land?

The MINISTER FOR WORES: I
have not a single name. The petition
came in with 110 signatures praying that
the railway should be construeted, and
the Progress Association wrote asking
that the survey should be carried
out in this direction. The only position
we can fake up is that a proper inquiry
will be made now that attention has been
drawn to the matter. <The hon. member
has said that a petition is coming down;
when that petition airives it will re-
ceive due consideration. The engineers,
however, will now bhe instrueted to in-
spect the route which has been suggested,

Mr. George: You must alter your de-
viation line.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
will do that; but we eannot give a guar-
antee that the railway will be carried
to the West of the hills. I do not think
the House wounld ask that.

Mr. George: I do not ask for that.
I only ask that there shonld be a full in-
quiry before you make a mistake.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
will put it in this eoncrete form: T am
prepared to aceept an amendment giving
a deviation of 10 miles on either side,
and I am prepared to promise that be-
fore the railway line is constructed there
will be a full investigation of the claims
of the people on the West side of the
hills, an investigation by the epgineers.
and the Lands Deparfment officers.

Mr. Jacoby: A member of the Minis-
try ought to go there. Will an under-
taking be given that a member of the
Ministry will inspect the distriet before
the route is ultimsately decided upon?

The Premier: T would very much like
to go there myself, but if I cannot go I
can arrange for a member of the Min--
istry to visit the distriet.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee.
Mr. Daglish in the Chair; the Minis--
ter for Works in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1—agreed to.
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Clause 2—Authority to construet:

Mr, KEENAN: The Minister for
Lands, it was understood, was perfectly
well aware of the fact that the country
to the West of the hills contained better
land, and that there were a large pum-

_ber of setflers on that side and that
there were few, if any, on the Eastern
side. That being so, would the Minis-
ter give an undertaking that if there
were no engineering difficulties to speak
of, difficulties which would not be insup-
erable, the line would be constructed to
the 30 mile peg and then to the West
side of the Wongan Hills.

The Premier: We cannot deviate from
a line whieh is not surveyed.

Ar. JOHNSON: There were a number
of people from the goldfields who had
selected land on the Western side of
the Wongan Hills, and in these men he
(Mr. Johnson) had every confidence,
and it would be absolntely wrong to put
the line where the Government proposed
to construct it.

The Minister for Works: We will have
a fair inguiry.

Mr. JOHNSON: It was'to be re-
gretied that we had not received a more
definite assurance from the Ministry than
had been given, He was of
opinion that the Government had given
the surveyor directions which way they
wanted the line to go, and he was not
prepared to believe that Mr. Muir was
left to decide which way the line was
togo. It would be wrongto give Mr. Muir
such directions because he was not an ex-
pert. We should have a definite under-
standing that the Government would
build this line to the West if it

was ot all possible to do so, irres-
pective of whether it cost more or
not. If it was possible to take
a cart with a light load on it

through that gep in the hills, it would
be possible to put a railway there,

The Minister for Works: Not a work-
ing railway.

Mr. JOHNSON: In the country he
eame from there were plenty of railways
going where it would not be possible to
take a eart.
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The Premier: It is only a question of
money; you can build a railway any-
where if you have funds,

Mr. JOHNSON: The Government de-
elared that they would put it there if it
did not cost more. If that provise were
made it was a eertainty that it would not
go through the hills.

The Premier: Yon must remember
that it will increase the length to your
ultimate objective,

Mr. JOHNSON: If the ultimate ob-
jective was to reach the Cue line, wonld
we be justified in putting down a light
line?

The Minister for Works: The Mid-
land railway line is just the same as this
one will be. It is only a question of
ballast.

The HONORARY MINISTER: On
this direct route to Mullewa there wonld
be a saving in distance of some 22 miles,
and if Mullewa was to be the ultimate
objective we should secure as great an
advantage in distance as we possibly
eould. There was a gap in the hills
whereby the bulk of the settlers would
be brought within five of siz miles of
the line. The matter might well be left
to the Minister.

Mr. GEORGE: The Honorary Minis-
ter had eaid the bulk of the settlers
would be brought within five or six miles
of the line. This particular gap ran
North and South; it was a fairly steep
range. To suppose that it would be
possible to get a practicable cart route
through was asking something he could
not swallow. The bulk of the 60 settlers
were North of Lake Hinds, which was
fully six miles to the North of the en-
tranee of this particular gap. The length
of the gap was 214 miles, so that these
people would have to cart 81} miles to
get to the terminus of a railway which
really should be rupning right up to
their holdings. He wanted the Minister
to give an assuranee that the line would
not go beyond the point at which the
deviation eould be made if it were found
desirable to make such deviation. If the
Minister would give him that assurance
he would be satisfied with regard to the
line.
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The Minister for Works: Oh, yes; you
ean have that assurance.

Mr, GEORGE: It was a pity the Min-
ister still adhered to the out-of-date idea
that one must not do anything for one’s
own people for fear that one should be
doing something for someone else. It
did not matter if the line helped to sell
the Midland Company’s land, beeause
the sooner that land was settled the bet-
ter for the State. All the settlers on the
Midland Company’s land would be con-
tributors to the general revenue of the
State. If he had had the Minister’s
assurance a little bit earlier he wonld not
have made so much noise to-night.

Mr. MeDOQWALL: A number of gold-
fields people had taken up land on the
. Western slope of the Wongan Hills. A
consensus of opinion was that the line
should be constructed on the Waestern
side. He would support the deviation
to the Western side.

Mr. OSBORN: If the line was to be
eonstructed for the benefit of the settlers
then the actual distance should not be
taken into consideration, for the main
object of the line would be to serve the
settlers along the route.

Mr. ANGWIN: It was not at all cer-
tain that we should spend public money
in opening up private lands, when lands
belonging to the State were waiting to
be selected. According to the Premier
this district was a good wheat growing
country. If so, it was our duty to open
up our own country first. If really it
was good wheat growing country, then
the Government had done the proper
thing in putting the railway line in such
a direction as would throw open the
Crown lands for cultivation.

Mr. HORAN: The Honorary Minister
bad said the distance to be saved on the
Mullewa journey would be 22 miles. As
a matter of faet the distance to be saved
from Kalgoorlie to Mt. Magnet by this
eonnection would be 300 miles.

3 o'elock a.m.

Mr. GEORGE: For 20 miles along the
route the railway ran along within three
to four miles of the bouadary of the
Midland Company’'s land, and if the rail-
way deviated to the West of the hills the

2136

nearest point of the Midland Company’s
land would be five or seven miles away.

The Minister for Works: But if the
line is to the east it wounld be 15 miles
away.

Mr. GEORGE: If we carried the line
into poor country 4o avoid opening up
thke Midland Company's land, it would
be a poor advertisement.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 3—Deviation:

On motion by the Minister for Works
the clause was amended by striking out
“five” and inserting “ten’ in line 3; and
as amended was agreed to.

Clauses 4 to 7—agreed to

Schedule, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with an amendment; the
report adopted.

Third Reading.
Read a third time and transmitted to
the Legislative Council.

BILL—DOWERIN-MERREDIN RAIL-
WAY.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from 3rd December.

Mr. ANGWIN (Fast Fremantle):
With regard to the information in the
printed sheet, I think there must be some
error. I notice that it says that there
are only 85 resident oecupiers within 1o
miles of the proposed route; but seeing
the special setilement< at Yorlkrakine,
which is within fifteen miles of the line,
contains 50 settlers, and seeing that several
others have taken up land under ordinary
conditions, and taking into consideration
the Coweowing distriect where there are
many selected blocks, I certainly think
the number is a long way below the actual
figure, Tt shows that occasionally the in-
formation we get here is not reliable. I
am pleased to learn that the land, par-
ticularly in the Yorkrakine settlement,
will grow wheat if the land we were talk-
ing of just now will not. I have just re-
ceived a letter from Yorkrakine telling
me that one settler got 60 bags from 12
acres, making between 18 and 19 bushels
per acre, also that one area stripped has
gone 22 to 25 bushels to the acre.
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Mr. Johnson: That is not a big return.

Mr. ANGWIN: When we take into
consideration that 12 months age this
was all forest, that nothing had been done
on it prior to then, and that fertilisers
had not been used to any large extent,
and that very litile time has been allowed
for dealing with the country, it is a fair
return and shows me the land is suitable
for growing wheat. The letter winds up by
saying that the whole settlement will be
delighted with the returns. They are
highly pleased with the results of the
farms so far. I have visited the district,
and I have heard of the Cowcowing dis-
trict and it is my opinion ‘there are far
more resident oecupiers in the vicinity of
this railway line than the statement be-
fore us shows. T hope this Bill will go
through as quickly as possible.

Mr. UNDERWOOD (Pilbara): I
am afraid the hon. member is not quite
eorrect in his geograply. There are many
settlers in the Yorkrakine area who are
not within 15 miles of the route of this
railway. It is somewhat unfortunate for
these people that they are just about mid-
way between the Eastern Railway and the
proposed railway. I would have liked
this railway goes a little further Soath
to allow these settlers to be closer to a
railway. It is easy enough for mem-
bers who have not been nearer than Parlia-
ment House to talk about the distriet,
but a glanee at the map will show T am
correct, There is a large amount of de-
viation allowed in the Bill, and if we get
an assurance the line may be deviated in
the direchion of these seftlers’ holdings,
I would be much more pleased with the
Bill than I am now. Another matter that
I would like to point out in conneetion
with this railway is that it goes east of
the extreme point which we may regard
as agrienltural country, according to our
present knowledge, and I would warn
the people of the State of the danger of
going out as far east as Merredin (o
take up agrieultural country.

Mr. Jacoby: What is the rainfall there?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: It is small and
precarious, and what is worse the sum-
mer there comes in too early. Although
the rainfall may register as much as at
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Kellerberrin or at Tammin, experience
shows us that in the usual summer
weather—not the sort of weather we
have been having this season—the heat
comes so early that the wheat is dried
up before it has time thoroughly to ripen
and fill. The people should be warned
about going up there. I have known
many splendid men whoe went to the
north of South Australin after a very
good season; they strnggled on year
after year, they spent all their money,
and suffered terrible hardships through
having taken the risk of going into such
dry country. I am favourable to tha
construction of this line, Without doubt
Cowcowing ard the countrv to the north
of Kellerberrin is good, but when we
et further east of Doodlakine the counn-
try is dangerous, and people should be
warned against going there. After the
last season it is only too likely that
pecple will risk going out there. If they
do the result wil]l probably be that they
will struggle for four or five years, lose
all their money, and then bhe cast like
wreeks on the care of the State. It is
the duty of the Government to prevent
settlers from going inte that conntry un-
til it has been thoroughly tested. It is
fair eountry for the Government to ex-
periment in, but it is not a fair thing
that a man with a few hundred pounds
should go and struggle there and risk all
he possesses, ineluding, perhaps, the lives
of his family, in proving whether agri-
culture there is a suceess or failure.

Mr. Jaeoby: They are not entting it
up or surveying it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: 1 do not think
they are, but probably they will. In my
opinion Merredin itself is tco far east.
My line of safety is Doodlakine, which
is comsiderably west of erredin, and
even of Nangeenan. [ would impress on
the Government the absolnte necessity
of preventing settlers. especially those
who are struggling and have not a super-
fluity of eapital, from going to this
country. I am not alone in this opinion,
for one can hear from many old West
Australians who know the countiry well
how dangerous it is for people to go out
te that country. Owing to the present
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splendid season, and the grand rainfall
we have had, the people are very liable
to want to take up country there, but
they should be prevented from doing so.

The Premier: You said the distanece
between the goldfields and the new lins
is 40 miles, but it is only 32.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Waell, even in
that case the people of the Yorkrakine
settlement will have to cart their stnff
16 miles whichever way they go. I am
sure it will be found when the line is
built that many of the Yorkrakine set-
tlers ave not within 15 miles of it. In
the interests of those settlers the line
should be brought a litile further south.
The end of the line is too far east at
present. I do not disagree with the
Junction being at Merredin, but I want
to give a warning to new settlers that
it is dangerous for them to take up agri-
cultural country east of Yorkrakine.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore):
It the member looks at the map he will
notice that the whole of the Yorkrakine
setilers are within the 15-mile radius.
Some are within 10 or 11 miles of the
hine.

Mr. Underwood: Then, vour informa-
tion was wreng as to the number of
settlers.

The PREMIER : I believe something is
wrong as to the 85 settlers, for there
must be econsiderably more than that
number there. If the line were further
south it would mean that the settlers
east of Cowcowing would have to go =
deal further for their stuff. As to the
necessity of settlers not going far oat
I quite agree with the hon. member, and
will impress on the officers of the depart-
ment that it is not advisable to encour-
age people to go further east. A hoard
consisting of Mr. Paterson, Professor
Lowrie, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Muir, and Mr.
Terry veportied on this hne. They
said—

‘“‘Having decided that the 1014 inch
annual rainfall line is the ahtolute
iimit for our present agriculiural belt,
that line conflnes us on the east close
to Burracoppin, and working on the
usual prineciple of serving the country
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within 13 miles, brings us to Merredin

as the most suitable junction.’”’
You will see that they have taken the
question into constderation. In regard to
the area to be served within 15 miles of
the proposed railway they consider there
are 1,200,000 acres of land, and from the
classifieation they made it is expected that
there will be an area of wheat-growing
land totalling 450,000 acres. Professor
Lowrie says that if they erop there every
third year, leaving an area of 150,000
acres for each year, there would be an
average at a modest computation of 134
million bushels. An examination was
made of the eountry, and the Ministers
for Agrieulture and Mines inspected it,
while in addition there was a very ex-
haustive classification by Mr. Terry. I
am qnite satisfied that the proposal is a
good one, and that it will he a line serv-
ing not ouly the interests of the seftlers
there, but it will be revenue producing
and profitable in the course of a very
few years.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee.

Mr. Daglish in the Chair; the Minister
for Works in charge of the Bill

Clanses 1 and 2—agreed fo,

Clause 3~—Deviation:

Mr. BATH: The elanse provided for
a very considerable deviation, much more
than in any railway Bill we have prev-
iously passed. There was one point he
wished to have information on, and that
was with regard to the deposits of gyp-
sum at the Cowcowing lakes. He knew
a gentleman who bad made a number of
experiments as to this deposit, and he
stated that if faeilities were given him
by the deviation of the line to the north,
or by a branch line, a very large industry
could be worked up and the product
would turn out very unsefnlin many direc-
tions in conmection with building opera-
tions, He had an opportunity of seeing
the finished product after the deposit was
treated, and it certainiy made a splendid
plaster of Paris, and was useful in many
other connections for building. By the
use of this deposit certain building opera-
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vions eould be eonducted much cheaper
than they were at the present time. This
man stated that plaster of Paris could be
manufactured and placed on the market
at half the price that it commanded at
present, and yet with profit to those
working the deposits. It was also known
that gypsum was used as manure, He had
read reports of experiments made in
Ameriea where it was regarded as heing
of considerable aid to agrienlturists. In
Victoria the director of agriculture re-
garded the results as negative.

The Premier: It is good in salt eoun-
try.
Mr. BATH: Personally he had no
knowledyge about the character of the
country on which it would be usefal. IE
the Premier had gone inte this matter,
and if the claim which was made as to
the value of the deposit could be substan-
tiated, would there be any possibility of
running a branch line to permit of the
deposit being exploited for the benefit
of the State?

The PREMIER: The map showed that
the lease on which the deposits were, was
about 10 miles away from the proposed
line. A communication was addressed to
him a considerable time ago, but he was
not in a position to say that the line
would assist this industry, as the indas-
try had not been developed. He helieved
that gypsum was used in salt eountry. If
attention to the matter was justified it
would receive consideration at the hands
of the Government.

Mr. Bath: If they bring the matter
under your notice?

The PREMIER: The hon. memher
could rest assured that careful considera-
tion would be given to it

Mr. ANGWIN moved an amendment—
That in Iine 3 the word “fifteen’ be

struck out and “five” inserted in liew.
This was the only Bill in which the dis-
tance was made 15 miles.

The PREMIER: There would be no
objection to the amendment.

Amendment passed; clause as amended
agreed to.

Clanses 4 to 7—agreed to.

Schednle, Title—agreed to.
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Bill reported with an amendment, and
the report adopted.

Third Reading
Read a third time and transmitted to
the Legislative Couneil.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1909-10.
In Committee of Supply.
Resumed from the 3rd December; Mr.
Daglish in the Chair.
Agrieultural Department
Mitchell, Minister).
Vote—Agriculture generally, £19,145:
Mr. UNDERWOQOQD moved—
That progress be reported,
Motior put and a division taken with
the following result:—

(Hon. J.

Ayes . .- .. 9
Noes .. .. .. 27
Majority against .. 18
AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. 3wan
Mr. Gilt Mr. Troy
Mr. Gourley Mr. Underwaood
Mr. Heran Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. McDowall {Teller).
Noes.
Me. Bath Mr. Monger
Mr. Bolton Mr. N. J. Moore
Mr. Butcher Mr. 8. F. Moare
Mr. Carson Mr. Nansen
Mr. Daviea Mr. Osborn
Mr. George Mr. Plesse
Mr. Gordon ! Mr. Y. Price
Mr. Gregory Mr. W. Price
Mr. Hardwick Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Hayward Mr. Walker
Mr. Heltmana Mr., Ware
Mr. Jacoby Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Johnson Mr. Layman
»r. Mitchell {Tetler).

Motion thus negatived.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS AND
AGRICTULTURE: Since the appointment
of Professor Lowrie as Director of Agri-
culture there have been many alterations
made in couneetion with this department
all of which have tended to more effec-
tive working. It is desired now that

Profesor Lowrie should have experts to

assist him in the developmental work
which is being earried on, and for that
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purpose it will be seen that provision has
been made on the Estimates for the ap-
pointment of an irrigation expert. This
expert has, as a matter of fact, been
working for the past two years, and has
done a great deal of good already. The
idea of irrigating has been taken up by
the people who are living on permanent
streams in the South-West and already
some 40 settlers have availed themselves
of this expert’s adviece and assistance.
The first experiment has been made at
Bunbury, and it has been entirely satis-
factory. Another experiment is being
carried out at Pinjarrah where I have
had the opporturity of seeing four irri-
gation schemes put in by Mr. Fawecett.
The department has also appeinted a
dairy expert, Mr. Abernethy, who is a
practical dairy farmer, and he is now en-
gaged at Brunswick. Hon. members
know that we have enormous areas in
the North-West suitable for tropical eulti-

“vation. Mr. Despeissis who is now Com-

missioner of tropiecal agriculture is visit-
ing the Nomh-West under instruection
and will prepare reports. When these
reports eome to hand they will be found
very interesting and instruetive. The
department also proposes to appeint a
pathologist. Development during the
past year was very satisfactory. The
acreage under crop is increasing day by
day; it is 681,000 acres this wyear as
against 283,000 acres five years ago. The
difference between these two figures is
one-half of the total inerease nnder crop
in Australia during the last five years.
It will be agreed that Western Australia
has done very well. The season has
been all ihat one could desire, and it is
hoped the harvest will be quite what the
statistician expeets. It is fairly eertain
that we shall export very largely this
year; not less than 80,000 tous of wheat,
probably 100,000 tons. Altogether the
erop will mean an increase over that of
last year of something like half a million
of sovereigns to the produeers of the
State.  That half a million sovereigns
will be Jodged in our banks and will be
responsible for a great deal of activity
in the State during the next 12 months.
That half a million in excess of what we
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produced last year is a considerable sum.
Sheep in the State must number now 414
million, while our eattle in the North are
increasing very rapidly. So, too, is the
fruit; our area under crop is now almost
equal to that of Tasmania. I do not
intend to detain the Committee at any
length with the introduction of these
Estimates.

Mr, Angwin: The
who is he?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He
comes from Fremantle; all good men
come from Fremantle. The department
will cost this year £5,000 less than it cost
last year.

Mr. Bath: You have transferred some
to loan.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Very
little has gone to loan; at any rate the
cost of the department is £5,000 less than
it was last year. I do not know that it
is necessary to say anything forther at
this early hour in the morning, The
department has been well and economi-
cally managed during the last year, and
with the aid of Professor Lowrie it will
do well during the next year.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill): There was
no need for a Minister, when introducing
his Estimates, to apologise for the short-
ness of his remarks on the score of it
being early in the morning, It mattered
little what hour it was if explanation
was neecessary, or if the Minister had in-
formation to place before members;
whether it was 4 o’clock in the morning
or 4 o'elock in the afternoon the Minis-
ter should give it. The first thing to be
noticed in connection with the Estimaies
was the faet that experts had been ap-
pointed in various directions. In the
first division there were no fewer than
five experts provided for. A oommis-
sioner of tropieal agrieulture, & patholo-
gist, a dairy expert, and the irrigation
expert in addition fo the Director of
Agriculture, who was the departmental
head. Surely there was some chance of
a combination of these dnties being car-
ried out by one individual, Witk the
practical edneation, together with secien-
tifie instruction which was given in vari-
ous agrienltural colleges, suech as that at

irrigation expert,
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Hawkesbury in New South Wales, surely
it would be possible to obtain a gentle-
man who eould combine two or more of
these offices in one person. Without
counting the salary paid to the Director
for Agriculture there was no less than
£1,500 provided for these experts. With
all dve regard to the interests of agri-
culture there seemed ground for suspeet-
ing that we were paying too dearly for
our whistle. We were paying for too
many experts in the Agricnltural Depart-
ment. He recognised that the director,
if he were to be of any nse to the agri-
eulturisis of the State, shonld be an
active gentleman, not confined too much
to his office in Perth, but making himse!f
acquainted with the various agricultural
interests of the State, and coming into
contaet with the men who were working
on the land in order thal he might assisi
them with his views. Surely we could
obtain someone who would act under the
director and who would be able to com-
bine some of those subordinate offices
and so obviate the very large expendi-
ture for the payment of experts. Where
we had to pay an individnal salary of
£450 for an irrigation expert, it would
probably be found that a ecapable man
could be got in the Bastern States with
a knowledge of irrigation and, at the
same time, a knowledge of other matters
for which separate items were provided
in the Estimates. In providing a big
salary for the commissioner of tropieal
agriculture we were putting the eart be-
fore the horse. We had taken no steps
whatever to provide opportunities .for
agrieulture being carried on in the tro-
pies. Could the Minister say where land
could be obtained in the North-Wesi for
tropical agriculture.

The Minister for Lands:
made available.

Mr. BATH: There had recently come
under his notice a ease in which certain
men had been driven about from pillar
to post in search of land for carrying on
the enlture of tobacco in the tropies. In
their search for land they had been told
that none was available and that most
of what was suitable was held under
pastoral lease; and the only proposition

It will be
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put tu them was the provision of some
reserve in the North which the depart-
ment said might be made available for
the purpose. If we were going in for
tropieal agrieulture, surely it would have
been better first to have provided faeili-
ties for men to go on the land; then the
Commissioner could have come along and
given them whatever advice was needed.
As it stood it seemed thai the salary, a
payment involving £650 a year, would
be practically thrown away for some
little time to come.

The Minister for Lands: You can re-
sume any land from pastoral lease for
agriculture.

Mr. BATH: Tt was not so in the Kim-
berleys; the Land Aet did not apply to
the Kimberley district.

The Minister for Lands:
does.

Mr, BATH: Another matter in which
it seemed to him the department was go-
ing to involve the State in a eonsiderable
expense, a good deal of which could have
been saved, was in connection with the
abattoirs at Kalgoorlie. At the present
time we were making provision for the
constitution of a staff to run these abat-
toirs. In addifion to the gentleman who
wounld have charge of them there was to
be a hig staff to carry on the work. At
the same time there would be health in-
spectors under ihe health board in the dis-
triet; indeed, these officers were at the
present time earrying out this work and
carrying it out satisfactorily. They were
men who had gone to a great deal of
tronble, who, besides their practical ex-
perience, had studied and passed the ne-
cessary examinations. These men wounld
be set aside and another staff appointed
to carry out the work. When the Bill
was under discussion he had pointed that
out to the Committee and stated thaf, ec-
onomy would be given consideration and
efficiency still preserved if the Agricul-
taral Depariment were to work in con-
junetion with the Health Depariment in
order that the necessity for appointing
new officers might be obviated.

4 d’clock a.m.

Mr. BATH: This could be dealt with
in the item, “Commissioner for Tropieal

I think it
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Apgriculture,”” The Minigter should not
boast of the saving claimed fo bhave been
effected; becaunse, while there was a net
decrease of £3,312, of this £1,500 was
brought about simply by transferring
from revenue to loan.

The Minister for Lands:
cover loan expenditure.

Mr, BATH: This method he had al-
ways protested against. Tt was a grow-
ing practiee, that of transferring a cer-
tain amount of expenditure to loan funds
and, in consequence, transferring a pro-
portion of the ecost of admimistration to
loan funds, whereas in the first place the
original transfer was not legitimate. The
Statistical Abstract showed how the vote
for the development of agriculture was
growing year by year, and a great deal
of the expenditure under that heading
could by no streteh of imagination be
deemed reproductive.  This method of
economy and avoiding the mecessity to
raise revenue to carry out work, meant
building up frouble for the future. We
spent £152,000 last year from loan under
the heading of “Development of Agrieul-
ture,” and there were many doubtful
items ineluded in the expenditure. Al-
though the administration of the Health
Depariment was undoubtedly faulty and
lacking in the vigilance necessary to pre-
serve the health of the people, it was a
step in the wrong direction to transfer
the inspection of dairy herds from the
Health Department. to the Stoeck Depart-
ment. This was proved by the informa-
tion to hand from time to time as to
cows suffering from tuberculosis being al-
lowed to stray and become a menaee to
every dairy herd, and to the health of the
community. In every case where cows
have been proved to be suffering severely
from the last stages of tuberenlosis and
bad been found siraying, it was through
the efforts of the police.

The Minister for Iands: In how many
cases ?

Mr. BATH: Three or four recently.
These cases were sufficiently eonvincing
to show there was grave dereliction of
duty on the part of the Stock Depart-
ment. If these officers were seized with
the necessity for vigilance if would not

That is to
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be necessary for the police to earry out
the work. Greater vigilance should be
shown, or the work should be handed back
to the Health Department. Without pro-
fessing to be an expert. on agriculture he
urged there were too many experts in the
department.

Mr. Jacoby: We have not enough.

Mr. BATH: Then alleged expertst
We were building up too great an ex-
penditure in this department, and in do-
ing so were showing a great contrast
with the attitnde shown in the control of
hospitals. We were lavish in providing
experts, and in taking care of the live
stoek, crops, and vegetables of the farm-
ers and producers, but we were not so re-
gardful of the lives and health of the sick
in our hospitals. Human life should
come first. It was the duty of the State
to assist fhe agricultural industry; it
was an industry worth encouraging when
done legitimately: but there was no rea-
son to he lavish in our expenditure in this
direction while reducing the expenditure
so far as public health was coneerned.

Mr, GILL: The gentleman sent to ex-
plore the country in connection with de-
posits of fertilisers made serious com-
plaints in regard to the treatment he re-
ceived from the Agrienltura! Depart-
ment.

Mr. Heitmann: What is his name?

Mr. GILL: Goeezel. This gentleman
had made a statement to the effect that
after entering into communication with
the Minister for Agriculture he wag
asked under what conditions he would be
prepared to explore the country, and
that he said he was prepared to go out
for a fixed sum—£100 it was understood
it was—and a bonus.

The Minister for Lands:
there is an agreement.

Mr. GILL: This gentleman stipulated
for a bonus in additien if he found any-
thing of value worthy of the eonsidera-
tion of the Minister. The Minister would
not agree to if, but Mr. Goeczel gave the
Minister to understand he would not go
ont under any other conditions. Mr.
Goeczel eventually, aceording to his own
statement, laid it down, and the Under
Secretary for Agrieulture (Mr. Despeis-

I believe
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gis) puat it in writing, that he was pre-
pared to go out for a stated sum and the
bonus.

The Minister for Lande: Did he say
I refused him the bonus?

Mr. GILL: Yes. Mr. Goeczel said that
on the last time he saw the Minister He
told the Minister he would net go out
unless he got the bonus; but, without
promising to give the bunus, the Minister
asked him whether he was prepared to
go out, and he replied he was ready to
go within two days. Subsequently Mr.
Goeezel went out into the eountry, and
later on, while in the eountry, had typed
conditions sent on to him, containing,
howaver, nothing in regard to the honus.
On being asked why he did not imme-
diately return to Perth to see about the
matter, Mr. Goeczel had explained it
would be a waste of time to return to
Perth and an aei of discourtesy to the
Minister to doubt his intentions. Mr.
Goeczel acknowledged the Minister did
not give his word straight ont, but
thought that, having been engaged after
telling the Minister he would not go out
withont a bonus, it was on those con-
ditions he was engaged. Mr. Goeczel
eomplained he was led to believe he was
te be paid the bonus when he definitely
said he would not go out without one.

The Minister for Lands: Yon ean look
at the papers if you like.

Mr. GILL would be pleased to see
thei It seemed to be a breach of faith
on We part of the Minister. A question
was recenily asked if any work was
being done by the department in connee-
tion with these deposits, and the Minis-
ter said, ‘“No.”’ The W.A. Producers’
Union had just sent ont a ecireular to
settlers stating that the Government had
approached them in regard to the dis-
tribution of these fertilisers in the
future. It was generally thought that
the Government intended to hand the
handling of fertilisers over either to the
Producers’ Union or to some other firm.
However, last session when this matter
was first bronght forward it was said
distinetly by the Government that the
deposits would not be handed over to a
private firm.
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Mr. Jacoby: The Producers’ Union is
not a private firm, but a co-operative
union.

Mr. GILL: We were given to under-
stand the Government would keep it in
their own hands for the benefit of the
settlers.

The Minister for Lands: We have it
in our hands.

Mr GILL: If the fertiliser got into the
hands of the W.A. Producers’ Union or
any other company, the time was not
far distant when we would have a
nmonopoly in fertilisers as there was in
the Fastern States. Then settlers would
have to pay a big inerease in the cost.
As the Government had the deposits on
Crown lands they should work them, and
any benefit to be derived should be given
to the settlers. The gentleman who had
camplained about the matter had in-
formed Lim that he had made an offer
but that it had not been entertained.

The Minister for Lands: Do you think
it should be entertained?

Mr. GILL: It would be better to en-
tertain that offer than one from the W.A.
Prodocers’ Union. That gentleman had
said he put in the offer because he knew
that someone was negotiating with the
Government.

The Minister for Lands:
was negotiating.

Yes; he

Mr. GILL: He had as much right
to do so as anyone else.
Mr. Jacoby: Not as good as the

farmers themselves.

Mr. GILL: According to the circular
the Government had approached the
Producers’ Union. The man had told
him he was tricked.

The Minister for Lands: More tricky
than tricked.

Mr. GILL: It was to be hoped the
Minister would see that the Government
kept the fertiliser in their own hands.

[Mr. Carson took the Chair.]

Mr. JACOBY: The complaint of
the leader of the Opposition that im-
portant Estimates like these deserved
a full explanation by the Minister and
the careful consideration of the House
was well founded. He would peint out,
however, that under the circumstances



[11 DeceEMEER, 1909.]

he was afraid that eo far as any benefit
likely to accrue from this discussion was
concerned there oculd not be much
for no reporter was present, and, he wase
afraid, Honsard was not a sufficiently
popular megazine to be very widely
read. Therefore, he did not intend to
say much on the Estimates, but there
were one or two points he would like
to mention for the consideration of
the Minister, He joined issue with
the statement of the leader of the Op-
_position that we were getting too many
experts, and that probably the duties
of several of them might be performed
by one man. As far as his experience
went, it was in the direction that one
man who was supposed to know all about
everything, was not much good prac-
tically at anything. A man must be &
thorough expert in one department
to be a success. Objection had been
taken to the appointment of an irri-
gotionist. There was an enormous op-
portunity for the development of irri-
gation in this State and he had been
informed that the services of this officer
were being largely availed of by farmers.
It was a sound principle that success
could, be gauged not soc much by the
number of acres as by the prodoct
per acre, and if we could by any educa-
tional! propaganda from the Department
of Agriculture increase the amount pro-
duced per acre, that was far more im-
portant than to increase the number
of acres utilised. There waa no direction
in which better assistance could be
rendered than by the appointment of
an irrigation expert. Take the pro-
duction of lucerne for example. If the
appointment led to the State supplying
its own lucerne would anyone say that
the appointment was not justified ?
There was an enormous demand for
licerne now. It was wvery important
in connection with the growth of the plant,
to provide for arrigation. He knew
of an instance where lucerne had been
successfully established on a practical
basis, but i1t cost the owner £8 an acre
to grade and prepare the land properly
for the purpose of planting. If we
could increase the quantity of land under
lucerne in the State by 100 acres per yesr
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the value of the product from that quan-
tity would more than justify the appoint-
ment of the expert. - The member in
objecting asked why we should neglect
the hospitals while looking after stock ?
The first necessity for the upkeep of
hospitals was cash and we could not get
that until we produced wealth. The
best way to provide for the sick and
infirmi was to increase the wealth of
the people, and that could not be done
in & better way than by teaching the
people to grow more and more for the
same area. The value of the work of this
officer would be very great. That gentle-
men's services had been very largely
availed of, and in fact there was more
demand on his time in the direction of
edvising farmers than he could possibly
attend to, The Government said the
officer was to advise whether the facilities
of a farm were such as to justify the work
of irrigation being gone on with. After
that the farmer had to pay for his own
engineering work. The irrigationist ad-
vised that the scheme could be carried
out and the farmer put the matter into
the hands of an engineer. 1t was
nothing in the direction of spoon-feeding.
The sum of £450 was down for the
expert. Perhaps it might surprise mem-
bers to know that in Victoria where they
had great experience in the work of
irrigation the expert was paid £3,000
a year.

The Minister for Lands : £2,000 a year.

Mr. JACOBY: The Minister for
Agriculture in Victoria had said that
he would sooner pay their irrigationist
expert £5,000 a year than lose him.

Mr. Angwin: He is 8 man of pro-
fessional ability.

[Mr. Daglish resumed the Chuir.]

Mr. JACOBY : Yes; a man in the
first flight of his work. They got him
from America. H it were said that we
did not propose to pay our expert
enough he could have understood the
objection. He took exception to the item
¢ Commissioner for Tropical Agriculture.’”’
While we had other branches of agricul-
tural industry that were neglected
for want of proper experts, he failed to
see why we should try to develop an
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industry- the successiui establishment of
which was very doubtful. The gentle-
man who had been selected for thia
work was not suited for it. It was only
from a strong sense of duty that made
him (Mr. Jacoby) declare the appoint-
ment to be a highly mistaken one. To
begin with, there must be a practical
man to carry on these investigations.
Mr. Despeissis had filled various offices
in the State. His first one was that
of horticultural expert, and now we found
him an expert in tropical agriculture. Al
that could be said was that if Mr, Des-
peissis received that appointment there
would be no expert of tropical agricul-
ture. If it was the intention of the
Government to develop tropical agricul-
ture in this State the best thing to do
would be to get a practical man and
send him to the tropical parts of the
State. There were men in Australia
who had succeeded in tropical agricul-
ture, and he had reason to believe
that such men were available. If the
gervices of a practical man who had
made a success of this branch of agricul-
ture were obtained, and his reports
were favourable, then steps could be taken
to place the man in charge of develop-
mental work up there. We had some-
thing like one and a quarter million
pounds invested in this State in
fruit growing, and we were still without
the services of an expert who could take
up that branch of it which waz too
technical for the ordinary horticulturist.
He would impress upon the Minister
the necessity for appointing an expert
in horticulture. In most of our industries
we were still in the infancy stage, and
if by the work of the department the
products of our acres could be slightly
increased, it would mean an immense
addition to the wealth of the State. We
had seen the result of the selection of
wheat in South Australia, and it had been
shown that yields from wvarieties which
gave under ordinary circumstances 8
bushels, had been increased to something
like 20 bushels to the acre. Here we
had an enormous field for Professor
Lowrie to take up. If we were to use
the State farms for growing selected
wheats which should be made available
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to the farmer afterwards,Jwe would
appreciably increase the average of
wheat to be raised from the land. One
extra bushel per acre was worth
£200,000 per million acres, and from
that some idea could be gauged of
the value of the work of increasing
the yield from our lands. With regard
to the difficulty of getting skilled men
for orchard work, the opportunity lay
before the Department of Agriculture
to establish & school of horticulture to
train up our young fellows in the tech.
nical branch of this industry. Such an *
institution could be made not only self.
supporting but young fellows would
render thernselves capable of earning
a good living. He desired to express
gratification at the fact that the farmers
had been lListening with advantage to
the lectures which Professor Lowrie
had been delivering. It was most im-
portant to the State that we had sue-
ceeded in securing the services of a
gentleman like Professor Lowrie. There
might be many men capable of delivering
lectures, but it was guestionable whether
there was another man in Australia whe
was listened to with such attention
and for whom the farmers had so much
respect as Professor Lowrie. The result
of his work would be very far reaching
indeed.

Mr. HAYWARD: Having had the
opportunity of seeing & considerable
amount of work done by the irrigation
expert it could be said that this officer
had been thoroughly successful at Bruns.
wick, and had induced others to invest
in machinery and lay ount their lands
for irrigation. Mr. Foster Johnson had
Bpent a considerable amount in laying
out his land, and getting it into good
order.

Mr. Angwin: Very few farmers will
go to the expense that the State has
gone to at Brunswick

Mr, HAYWARD : There was another
person who had done the same thing as
Mr. Johnson at the Preston, and next
year it was certain that all those who
would go in for dairying would also go
in for irrigation.

Mr. Angwin: Where are they going
in for dairying ?
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Mr. HAYWARD : Already in one
factory the output of butter was two
tons per week which showed that a
considerable advance was being made.
With regard to the dairy expert he was
quite as necessary as the irrigation
expert. Farmers in this State had much
to learn on the subject of dairying, and
by having an expert on whom they could
rely for advice, and if this expert could
go round the country and show the
farmers the best way ot carryving on their
business, the money he received would
be well expended indeed. The leader
of the Opposition suggested that some
of these offices should be combined.
That, however, was impossible. If we
got an expert in irrigation, this expert
could not be expected to be an expert
in any other department, and so it was
with other experts.

Mr. W. PRICE: The member for
Swen had spoken of the urgent necessity
for an irrigation expert in the State.
He {Mr. Price} would join issue with the
hon. member on that point. He had
seen in the Eastern States thousands
and thousands of acres of lucerne with
which no expert had anything todo. The
Government of New South Wales did
not pay an expert to come along and tell
people what to do. Money spent upon
these experts in Western Australia was
so much money lavished upon spoon-
feeding the egriculturists. Many hon.
members did not believe in socialism,
but they believed in the Government
providing cheap assistance ; they were
in the habit of going to the Government
like beggara for a crust.

Mr. Jacoby: Who did?

Mr. W. PRICE: The member for
Swan had gone and begged money with
which to start a jam factory.

Mr. Jacoby: The hon. member was
not quite accurate. The deputation
had been introduced by the member for
Collie, at whose request he (Mr. Jacoby)
had attended the deputation.

Mr. W. PRICE : It was all the same ;
the member for Swan had gone begging
to the Government It was the duty
of the farmers to help themselves, and
not rely upon the Government for assis-
tance. Some of the employees of the
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Agricultural Department were sweated
in order that- the department might
be able to afford to pay high priced
experts. Thus there were insect pest
inspectors who wore getting £200 per
ennum, with £150 travelling allowance ;
and there were fruit inspectors who were
peid only £160 per annum, and £120
travelling allowance. How was it that
thess men were only allowed £120 for
travelling allowances, seeing that all
the other inspectors were allowed £150 ?
One of them had to travel from Albany
to Spencer's Brook, and wes not able to
get more than six days at home in
two months. Another man hed to do
the whole of the South-West district,
while the third did the Midland line,
and the fourth looked to the metropolitan
ares, HEven the lands inspectors, who
were not required to possess any par-
ticular skill, were paid £40 per annum
more than these fruit inspectors of whom
special knowledge wae required. It was
to be hoped the Minister would see to
it that these men were paid better
salaries, and that this glaring anomaly
was removed. Recently the Minister
for Agriculture had placed an embargo
upon potatoes, and as & result of the
carelessness of the department in notifying
the public of that embargo, one importer
in Albany had lost no less than £149.
Two days before the embarge was
proclaimed in Western Australia it had
been know by the shippers in Melbourne
that it would be so proclaimed. Potatoes
were denied admittance on the 19th
August, and the first intimation of this
which arrived in Albany was on the
21st, two days after it had been published
in Perth and Fremantle. The reason
for this was that the officers of the
Agricultural Department had sent a
telegramm to & partislly paid inspector
in Albany, who at the time the telegram
was gent was 14 miles away in the bush
on his farm. To be quite correct the
telegrarn despatched from Perth on the
19th was not actually received by the in-
spector until the 23rd. It could only
have been gross and culpable carelessness
in the department which would have
led to such a result. As he had said,
one importer in Albany lost £149 ; and,



2146

aa a matter of fact, the total loss in Albany
through this eulpable carelessness of
the Agricultural Department had amoun.
ted to between £500 and £600. The
first intimation received in Albany of
the embargo had aerrived in the West
Australian on the Saturday morning.
Surely something should be done to
recompense these people who were the
victims of the carelessness of the officers
of the department. The notice was
issued on the 19th, but on the 20th a
firm in Albany were informed by wire
from Melbowne as to the embargo.
Mr. Barnett, at that time the member
for the district, immediately wired to the
Minister for Agriculture to inquire aa
to the truth of the contents of the tele-
gram received from Melbourne, and the
wire was not replied to until Saturday
afternoon. Immediately the notification
was seen in the West Australion the
Albdny importers wired to Melbourne
to order any potatoes being shipped
to be held back. Unfortunately in one
case the order was too late and the
shipment came on to Albany and had
to be sent back again to the East at the
cost to the importer of 10s. a ton. Despite
the fact that no telegram was received
in Albany as to the removal of the
embargo, on the lst September a Fre-
mantle firm wired to Albany stating that
imported potatoes could be purchesed in
Fremantle at a certain price per ton.
How was it they were able to sell im-
ported potatoes in Fremantle if the
Fremantle importers had been compelled
to return their potatoes to Victoria,
when the people of Albany were not even
informed that the embargo had been
removed ?

The Minister for Lands : They probably
had some in stock.

Mr. W. PRICE: Could a more futile
or sillier excuse be advanced ¥ The
Minister knew there were no potatoes
to be bought in bulk in the State. It
was not until the day after that the
people of Albany were informed the
embargo had been removed. This matter
did not redound to the credit of the
Minister or his officers, and it was to
be hoped justice would be done to the
victims of this carelessness. .

[ASSEMBLY.]

5 o'clock a.m.

Mr, ANGWIN cslled attention to the
state of the House.

Bells rung and quorum formed.

Mr. W. FRICE : Here was an instance
of how the Government aided a bona
fide movement among the producers in
the Albany district. A boast was made
of the fact that the Government desired
to aid certain people in establishing jam
factories by lending them wmoney &t
4 per cent. Some producers in the
Albany district wished to establish eool
storage accornmodation, and an officer
of the Agricultural Department who
went to Albany to make inqguiries as
to what the Government should advance,
demanded they should pay 8 per cent.,
namely 4 per cent. interest, and 4 per
cent. sinking fund. Why this differen-
tiation ?

The Premier: There was no differ-
entiation in the interest.

Mr. W. PRICE: They considered 4
per cent. sinking fund too high, and the
officer said, ‘“ Make it 6 per cent. interest,
end 2 per cent. sinking fund,” but
finally he came down to 4 per cent.
interest and 2 per cent. sinking fund.
At any rate that was the aid given by the
Government to individuals who were
in a constituency not layal to the Govern-
ment.

The Minister for Lands: We found
all the money for the Albany people,
and only half for the jam factory.

Mr. W. PRICE: In the one instance
the Government helped & crowd of
speculators who were going to exploit
the fruit growers. In the other case
they were about to help the producers
themselves. It was to be hoped the
Minster for Lands would show no differ-
ential treatment had been meted out
between a district which was loyal to
the Government, and a district which
was looked upon as disloyal.

Mr. JOHNSON: In regard to the
determination to establish public sale
yards, information should be given in
the interests of the producems and
of the consumers in the metropolitan area.
The position was this. Some time ago,
the Midland Reilway Company, seeing
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the necessity for public sale yards,
established yards at Midland Junction.
The business there had been gradually
increasing, until to-day seles were con-
ducted twice and sometimes three times
& week, and there was always a large
amount of stock yarded. It had
now been found that the yards were
too smell to accomunodate the stock
gent in, and having an opportunity of
complaining about the smallness of the
yards and the want of facilities, we found
that the big wholesale butchering firms, or
the organisation called the meat ring, had
approsched the Government requesting
them to establish sale yards somewhere
else, as those at Midland Junction were
unsuitable, The Midland yards were un-
suitable because the ring found that the

small butchers were going to those yards

and buying their stock as they requiired it,
and were consequently cutting into the
control of the meat trade these men had
possessed for so many years. If the
yards were unsuitable from the small
butchers’ peint of view, why did not the
small butcher complain ; but it was & re-
markable fact that the complaints the
whole time were made by the big men.
Only quite recently these big butchers
signed a round robin and sent it to the
Midland Company, saying that if they
did not give the yards up they would
refuse to purchase there.

Mr. Gordon: Who are they ?

Mr. JOHNSON : The big meat com-
bine, Connor and Doherty, Copley,
Atkinson & Sons, Forrest and Emanuel ;
still seles went on. The small butchers
went there and the producers sold their
stock. That action, combined with the
action of the big men in going to the
Minister to complain, showed that from
the big butchers’ point of view, the yards
were undesirable, but that {rom the
small butchers’ point of view they were
desirable and no complaints were made.
We could view the consumers position
from that of the butchers. When we
found that the small butcher was able to
compete successfully against the eombine
owing to the sale yards at Midland
Junection. that surely indicated that the
consamer was getting a better deal than
he’- did before. Take the producers.
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They to.day desired to get hold of the
yards themselves so that they might
make them up-to-date, thus clearly
showing that the producers were satis-
fied that the sale yards were in the right
place. 'The small butcher was satisfied,
the consumer was satisfied, the producer
was satisfied, yet the Minister was dis.
satisfied and sympathised with the big
butchers once more.

The Minister for Lands : That is not so.

Mr. JOHNSON : The Minister might
not see it, but that was exactly the posi-
tion. The people influencing the Minister
against the yards were those in the hig
combine, who did not want the yards at
all.

Mr. Gordon interjected.

Mr. JOHNSON: I wish that thing
from the Zoo would stop yelping.

The Chairman: The member
withdraw that remark.

Mr. JOHNSON: I wish you, Mr.
Chairman, would keep him in order ; any-
how, I will withdraw the remark.

The CHAIRMAN : The member must
not reflect on the Chair.

Mr, JOHNSON : I have no desire to
reflect on the Chair ; but the interjections
are decidedly out of order when per-
petual and one should be protected. I
withdraw any reflection on the Chair.

Mr. Gordon: Let the hon. member
speak facts and I will not interject.

Mr. JOHNSON : The Minister was in-
fluenced by the big men, who wished that
the yard should be continually shifted
so that complete metropolitan markets
would never be established, and the
Minister played right into their hands.
The sale yards at Midland Junction were
totally inadequate for requirements ;
there was not room for the stock brought
in, and it accordingly had to be put
into the back yards. The people asked
the Minister to go through there and see
the yards for himself, and all they wanted
from him was an assurance that if the
producers, or the Midland Railway, or
the municipality established up-to-date
and complete yards he would not use
State moneys to establish other yards to
come into competition with them. TUn.-
fortunately, however, thev could not get
that agsurance, and the Minister would

musb
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not give a definite statement one way or
the other. The position was unsatis-
factory and distinctly unfair. It was
unfair to the producer, unfair to the con-
sumer, and unfair from every point of
view. Would the Minister decide early
on some course of action * The big meat
combine were successful, by causing
this delay, in gradually breaking up the
market, and the Minister was playing
right into their hands.

Mr. GORDON: The member for Guild-
ford said that the accommodation at
Midland Junction was inadequate. He
was quite right, for not only was it
inadegquate but the position was not
suitable for central sale ysrds. He
did not know why the people of Perth
and Fremantle should be compelled to go
right to Midland Junction twice or three
times a week in order to buy their stock.
The small butchers, whose cause the hon.
member advocated were badly handi-
capped through having to go there every
week. If metropolitan yards were erect-
ed, as they would be, they must be
between Perth and Fremantle.

Mr. OSBORN : How did the member
for Canning arrive at his conclusions ?
Tt was not only the consumer who had
to be considered, but there was the
producer also. If the producer were to
be considered, as we wunderstood the
Minister for Agriculture was anxious he
should be, then undoubtedly the position
at Midland Junction was most suitable
for him. It was admitted frecly that the
present yards were not sufficient to acco-
modate the stock being taken there for
sale, but that was no argument that the
site was not & good one. The fact of the
matter was that the stock were going in
at such a rate that they could not be
accommodated. That surely was a de-
monstration that the site was a suitable
one and an additional argument in this
direction was that the producers as a
body would be willing to undertake the
erection of up-to-date yards in the vicinity.
Not that they should be at Midland
Junction, but that they should be in the
vicinity of that town. Yards established
there would be in the interests both of
the producer and consumer. The week
before last there was a very large yarding
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of cattle and sheep ; owing to the quan-
tity all the stock were not sold, but the
balance left over were able to be paddock-
ed there until the following week, when
they were again put up and sold. The
producers were very anxious to have the
assurance that the Minister would not
erect yards against them. They were
now negotiating with the Midland Rail-
way Company for the lease of a site on
which they could erect yards to accomo-
date all stock likely to be brought in.
If the producers were so determined that
that was the correct place the Minister
should not come between them and the
consurners and say that sale yards for
stock must be established in or near Perth.
No one was asking for yards near Perth
except the large meat holders in the
metropolitan ares. The gentleman men-
tioned by Mr. Johnson signed a round
robin threatening the producers that they
would not go te Midland Junction to
buy their stock if the sales were con-
ducted up there.

Mr. Bolton : And they held the key to
the situation.

Mr. OSBORN : They did nothing of the
sort, for notwithstanding what they said
they went to the ssles the next week ;
the small men offered them a few pounds
to keep away from the sale for it would
have suited them splendidly had they
done so, but they had beeun there ever
since and would continue to go. It was
to be hoped the Minister would not assist
financially in the establishment of sale
yards in the motropolitan area, because
they should not have any advantage over
those in the suburhs. The Minister had
been ill-advised 3 he had decided that
sale yards should be in the vicinity of
Perth.

The Minister for Lands : I did not say
s0 ; I have not determined where they
are to be.

Mr. OSBORN : It was re-assuring to
hear the Minister say that. The pro-
ducers and the consumers, it was to be
hoped, would yet be able to persuade
the Minister that in the interests of both
a more suitable site than in the City of
Perth would be found for the sale yards.

Progress reported.

House adjourned af 5435 a.m.



