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Uouse, and upon the Government, to tell us
exactly where we are. I have said to Mr.
Collier, "Tell us where we are, as at the
30th June last, andI then, so far as I am
concerned, you wdil never be asked to accept
responsibility for anything prier to that
date.'' This afternoon I ha-ve tried to
analyse the position, in order to arrive at
where we stood on the 30th June, 1924.
My figures have been compiled from the
records of this Chamber, and they can be
verified by any member who cares to take
the necessary trouble. I go further and say
I am prepared to assist the present Govern-
ment to smooth the rough road that a great
many of our citizens have to travel. There
is no denying the fact that Western hAs-
tralia is financially involved, and at every
turn is faced with difficulties that will un-
doubtedly require the best efforts of all of
us to overcome, so that our country may be
piloted into a safe harbour. I trust I have
not offended anyone in the course of my
remarks. All I have have done is to try to
make a plain statement of facts. Assuredly
there will not be any attempt on my part
to harass or attack the Government so longas they pursue a safe and pound policy.I
have made references to the past, but only
because I wished the Government, and also
the people, to realise the seriousness of our
position and to use their best endeavours
to pull the State through. I do not think
I can conclude with anything better than
this quotation from Abraham Lincoln-

With malice towards none, with charity
to sll, let us hind up the nation's wounds.

I think I have shown to-day that there are
many wounds to bind up, and if I can do
anything towards bringing about a happier
and a better condition of things in Western
Australia, I promise the Government, here
and now, that my best efforts shall be avail-
able. I support the motion before the Chair.

On motion by Hon. J. W. Kirwan debate
adjourned.

House adjourned as 8.7 po..

tegelativc B8embIp2,
Tuesday, 2?9th Jufly, fY354.
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Chair at 4.30

QUESTIONS (4)-RAILWAYS.

.Bridge, North Frernnle.

Mr. S1IEEMAN asked the Minister for
Railways:. 1, Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment to Construct a new railway bridge
at North Fremantle, and, if so, what is:
the estimated cost of construction (a) if
built at Worth Fremantle; (b) if erected
aross the river at Dieton at the place al-
ready tested? 2, What amount has beea ex-
pended on the present raiway bridge at
North Prewahtle for the year ended 30ith
June, 1924, and what is the total amount -
expended on the bridge during the last five-
years?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, Not for the immediate present. (a.)
Roughly E825,000, including steel bridge
with one lifting span, deviation of main line
between North Fremantle and F'remantle,.
and land resulmption. (b) Approximately
£700,000. 2, (a) £3,855. (b) 910,381.

Yorkralcine district. Lay-out of Railwa ye.

Mr. GR'EFFITHS asked the Premier: 1,
Will the Government go carefually into the
matter of railway facilities for settlers east
gad north-east of Merredia? 2, Is the Pre-
mier aware that a new wheat and stock pro-
vince is in process of development in those-
ares 1 3, Wil he have a general investi-

7hon made into a systematic lay-oat for
tra ilways?

The PREMIER replied;, The Government
ore tally aware of the latest developments in
the wheat and stock areas of this State,
and one of it's missions is to provide essential
railway facilities as speedily and as system-
atically as9 circumstances permit.
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Merredin Station, Rebuilding.
'Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister for

Railways: 1, Is it the intention of the Rail-
way Department to commence the work of
rebuilding the offices, refreshment rooms,
and station buildings at Nerredin at an
early date? 2, Was a sunm for this work
authorised by a previous Government?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, Not at present. 2, No.

1%'rrogin-Dwarda Construction.
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Minister

for Works: Is lie in a position to indicate
the probable date for the commencement 0t
the construction of the Narrogin-lDwarda
railway, as autborised by Parliament?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM, for the Minis-
ter for Works, replied: Not at present.

QUESTIONS (2)-ROAIM3.

Federal Grant.
Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for

Works: I, Is it his itention to lay on the
Table of the House papers showing the al-
location of Federal road grant to road
boards? 2, Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment to allow the road boards to carry
out the work under engineering supervision?

Hion. J. CUNNINGHAM, for the Minis-
ter for Works, replied: 1, Yes. 2, Where
the boards, in the opinion of tjie depart-
ment, show that they are able to carry
out the work in accordance with the
conditions laid down, and if the necessary
plant and facilities for doing satisfactory
and expeditious work are at hand, oppor-
tunity will be given them to spend the money
allotted to the work proposed by the depart.
meat.

Fines under Traffi Act.
M.%r. GRIFlFITHS asked the Minister for

Works: 1, Is he aware that on 17th No-
vember, 1920, on a motion by myself, and
carried by this House, ''That flnes inflicted
for infringements of the Traffic Act, 1919,
which are being paid into Consolidated Re-
venue, should be paid to the local authoritY
initiating the proceedings, in the same man-
ner as was done under the Municipal Cor-
poration Act, 1906, and the Cart and Carni-
age Licensing Act, 1876,1' has been disre-
garded by the late Minister for Works? 2,
Is the present Minister for Works aware
that there is a Strong feeling amongst local
governing bodies as to this disregard of the
instruction given by Parliament? 3, Will he
rectify the matter?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHA&M, for the minis-
ter for Works, replied: 1, Yes; but the
es-.Minister for Works baring been ad-
vised that effect could not be legally
given to the resolution, deferred actioni
until tl'e Traffic Act was amended. 2,

Some local authorities have expressed dis-
satisfaction. 3, Instructions have been is-
sued that as from lst July all fines imposed
a s the result of proceedings taken by local
authorities shall be paid to such total au-
thorities.

QL'ESTION-WEIGlITS AND
MEASURES ACT.

M.r. SLEEMAN asked the Minister for
Railways: Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to proclaim the Weights and Mfeasures
Act, No. 50 of 1915?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: Yes, so soon as a suitable building
is avilable to house the standard,. Actioun
is now being taken to that end.

QUESTION-WIRE NETTING,
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE.

Mr. LATHAM asked the "Minister for
Lands: 1, How many applications have been
received for assistance under the Federal
wire-netting scheme? 2, flow many have
been approved by the State, with total mile-

age? 8, How many approvals by the Fed-
eral Government are the State Government
cognisant of?1 4, Have tenders been ap-
proved for wire netting, and, if so, at what
price?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1. £380. 2, 25 recoinended for lIfl 2 miles
1'Ain. mesh; 109 recommended for 454 /
miles l1 in. mesh. 3, 25; 109. 4, Yes, 70
miles of ly~in. mcsh-f51 per mile. 230
mile% 1%4in. meshi-f43 17s. 6d. per mile.

QU-ESTIONS (2) -AGRICULTURE.

Light Lands Utilisation.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister for
Agriculture: In view of the immense area of
light lands in this State, does he intend to
support the proposals of certain Wheat Belt
,agricultural societies for a thorough investi-
cation into the profitable utilisation of light
lands?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: A State Light Lands Farm has
been established at Wongan Hills, at which
it is intended to carry out investigations
for the profitable utilisation of light lands.

Site for Agricultural College.
'.%r. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister for

Agriculture: Will het cause the commission
appointed to inquire into the question of a
site for the proposed Agricultural College to
carefully consider the claims put forth for
the Merredin State Farm as a site?

The MINISTER FOR kaRTPrL'rrRE
replied: The suitability of Merredin Experi-
ment Farm for an Agricultural College has
been fully considered.
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QUEST ION-LUNACY, RECEPTION
HOUSE.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Premier: 1,
What progress has been made in respect of
the erection of a mental reception house
and convalescent home on the site purchased
at Paint Heatheote? 2, Will he inform the
House when the building iito be commenced,
and what is the probable date of comple-
tionI

The PREIER replied: 1 and 2, This
matter is now receivinig the Consideration
of the Government with the object of 4e-
termining whether the necessary accommno-
dation can be provided at a reduced cost.

QUESTION-INDUSTRIES ASSIST.
AlICE BOARD, FORECLOSURES.

Ihr, E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Minister
for Lands: 1, Is it true that a large number
of settlers receiving assistance from the In-
dustries Assistance Board have been notified
that they should take an early opportunity
of selling their farmas, failing which the
board would foreclose 9 2, With a view to
assisting settlement, will the Government in-
struct the board to defer the proposed action
until after the coming harvest has been mar-
keted, in order that each case may then be
reviewed on its merits?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1, Yet. 2, No, the Government cannot.

QUESTION-WA TEE SUPPLY.

Key Dams for Wheat Belt.
Mr. R. B. JOHNSTON asked the Minis-

ter for Works: What action has been taken
by the Water Supply flerartment in regard
to the construction of key dams or other
central water supplies on the wheat beltl

Eon. J. CUNNINGHAM (Honorary Min-
ister), for the Minister for Works, replied:
Surveys, investigations, end plans are now
in hand with a view to the preparation of
economical schemes for district water sap-
plies in the wheat areas.

SITTING DAYS ANDI HOURS.
On motion by the Premier, ordered:

.That th Howse, unless otherwise
ordered, shall mecet for the despatch of
business on Tuesdays, Wedinesdays, Gad
Thursdays at 4.80 p~m, and shall sit wntO
6.25 p.m. if necesary, and, if requisite,
from 7.30 p.m onwards.

GOVERNIMENT BUSINE 55--PRE-
CEDE NOB.

On motion by the PrTemier, ordered:
That on Tuesdays and Thursdays Gov-

ermyent business shall take precedence of
oll motions and Orders of the Day.

BILL-SUPPLY (No. 1), £1,863,500.
Standing Orders Suspension.

The PREMIER and TREASURER (Ren.
P. Collier-Boulder) [4.551: 1 move-

That so much of the Standing Orders
be suspended as is %ecesary to enable
resolutions from the Commit tees of Sup-
ply and Ways and Mfeans to be reported
and adopted in the same day on which
they shall have passed tho Coranittees,
and -als the yasing of a Sup pht Bill
throligh all its stages in one day, find to
enable the business aforesaid to be en-
tered upon and dealt with before the
Address-in-veply is adopted.
Question put and passed.

Message.
Message fromi the Licut.-Governor re-

ceived and read -recommending appropria-
tion in connection with the Bill.

Chairman of Committees, Election,
The PREMIER (Hon. P. Colier-

Boulder) (4.58) :. It being necessary at
this stage to appoint a chairman of com-
mittees, I move--

That the member for Brows gill-
Ivanhoe (Mr. Lutey) be appointed Chair-
mnan of Committ ees.
Mr. M'LLINGTON (Leederville):- I

second the motion.
Question put and passed.

Jn Comnmittee of Sup ply.
The House having resolved into Commit-

tere of Supply, Ifr. Lutey in the Chair,
The CHAIRMAN: On taking the Chair

for the first time, I wish to say I feel proid
indeed at having been elected your Ch;dr-
man of Committees. With the help ot hon.
members, I will endeavour to do my best to
carry out the duties of the office with ima-
partiality and in accordance with the rules
and regulations laid down by this Assembly.

The PREMIER ( Hon- P. Collier-
Boulder) [5.11. 1 move-

Thai there be grunted to His Majesty,
on acant of the services of tse year
ending the 80th lne,~ 1925, a sums not
ezeedtng E1,80,5 00.

This is the usual motion for Supply,
brought forward at the beginning of earlh
session. I am -asking for authority for ex-
penditure in July and August, and the
amount is based upon the estimated ex-
penditure of last year, that is to say, it is
one-sixth of the total estimated expendi-
tore for the past financial year. The
amounts covered in the Bill are, hrorn
Revenue £805,000, from General Loan
Fund £745,000, from Government Property
Sales Fund £10,500, from Land Improve-
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meut Loan Fund £3,000, and from Treas-
urer 's Advance 9300,0110, The expenditure
last year under these heads was: From
Revenue £8,094,753, fronm General Loan
Fund £3,.665 ,615, from Loan Suspense Ac-
count E238,363, froam Government Propf-rty
Bales, Fund £62,502, and from Land Inm-
provement Loan Fund £6,485. The total
loan expenditure last year was just ruder
94,000,I00. The cxpenditure under revenue
was: Special Acts-interesit £2,607,416,
sinking hand £:226,561, making a total of
£E2,833,977. Other special Acts U2-7,374.,
The expenditure under the headling; of
''Governmental"' was £E1,9M1,121, and on
Public Utilities C3,032,281, making a total
for tlji year, as I hare already stated, of
£8,094,75 3. As against the estimate tN'
expenditure showed a slight increase in sall
these items. The revenue collection for the
year was, as lion, members know, £7,M65,595.
It was in excess of the estimated r-yvnize
by £323,304, due mainly to the fact that
the revenue received tinder the heading of
''Taxation"~ was considerably in excess of
that estimated] by the er-Treasurer. For
instance, the amount received from incomeO
tax was £502,265 as against an estimate of
£390,000. The receipts from dividend
duties totalled £216,895. as against the es'-
timate of £180,000, and the receipts from
stamnp duty totalled £194,176 as against an
estimate of £174,000. So, under thp head-
ingz of "Taxation'' the total receipts were
£1,173,567, as against an estimate of
£1,016,000. The railway returns prove2d to
be £164,894 above the estimate for the
year and £;303,524 greater than in the pre-
riouis year. The railway results, according
to the Treasury figures for the year, were:
R eve nue £3,1899,894, expenditure £2,307,380,
interest payment on the capital erpenditlire
£737,221, leaviruv a hainneep of £95,293-
which is nsually-descriedl ais profit-to rueet
sinking fund charges of £ 126,060. Sn, after
allowing f or working expenses, interest and
payment of sinking fund, there was an
actual loss of about £31,000. It is not
usual, f know, to take into account sinking
fund in respect of railway exp~enditure.

Hon. Sir James M1itchell: It is quite
proper to do so.

The PEMIER: But in the past it baa
not beeii the orpetico. in dismissing railway
finnnes. to incluode exnenditure tinder the
heedling of ''Sinking Fund." The profit
or loss has generally been ealenlated after
the parent of working costs and interest.

Mr. Holnman: It wnis the practice before.
The PREMIER: No. So far hack as I

can rememberi, the practice has been to lie-
regard sinking fund. ft is somewhat mis-
leading, because it might be given out that
the railways had shown a profit for the
year of £93,000, whereas they have actually
shown a loss of about £31,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The Treasurer
has to find that loss.

The PRERffER: That is so. He has to
pay the sinking fund as well as the laterest.
I do not know that there is much more in-

torniatiou I need tn give the l1Wmse. Tli_'
Leader of the Opposition, who lhas .ust
vacated the Treasury, will be well ae-
quain ted with all the ramifications of
finance in recent years, I hope to be able
to bring down the Estimates at an early
date. Hon. members will then be in a posi-
tin. to discuss the finances of the State oin
the information that will be made available
to them in the Budget Speech.

lHan. Sir JA'MES M.%lT(H1FiL ( Nortlisus)
[5.101: May I offer you, Sir, my congratu-
jations iipon y'u'r appointument to the Chair!
You know ve~ry v; %%l how important the ptmi-
tion is, and to hon grat anl extent thle
Cha~irmian can help the husiuess of the Houtie.
Occiupants of the CIsair in the lonst have
liroveil highly satiwta-tory, and I in, i-c
that your terum of office will be equally
sat i.sfuitnary to usg all, lion, members, particn-
lary new mncumbers, having heard the Pre-
luier 's figures and appreciatedl the enormous;
amount of rve1Lti aolletetl, ms't not think
that there is therefore a great deal availahie
for dIishursem~ent. I %hould like to say to
thenm that they will find it is not really
revenue. The Treasurer has included in
that eight millions the earnings from rail-
ways and other puiblic utilities, money eel-
leetedl for services rendered. Reall-, he lhns
very little revenue clear of everything, so
I wvarn new members that they need- not
expect favours because of the figures
given us by the Premier this afternoon.

The Premuier: I am glad you have given
then] that warniug.

Hfon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: What a
wndferful year the people of this country
must hare had to have been able to pay1 as
they hare, so large a gum in incomae tax!

The Premier: There was a considerable
nomnt to va-ry over from previous years.

Honn. Sir JAMES MIfTCHELL: And this
year, of course.

The T'reuier:. .Net nearly so much this
year as in previous years. That, I may sny,
hass beens due to the assessmients having beenu
got ant lateb in the previons year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL_: Of course
there i-; always a carry-over. Still, the people
must tare had a wnderful yeaqr to pay as
they have done.

Mr. Holman: It will improve next year.
Hon. Sir JAMfES MITCHELL: Please

God, it will. Of course it will not be neces-
sary this year to pass so heavy a taxation
measure as in past years. I should like to
say to the Premier now that he is entitled
to Supplies. It is quite reasonable that he
should have Supplies with which to carry
on the services of the coon try. His Sup-
plies aire based on the expenditure of last
year, Just one-sixth of what the Hlousec
agreed to pay last year. I do not wish to
discuss in a general way the financial posi-
tion of the State, except to say I am de-
lightedl to find the deficit that hasq heen with
us for so many years barq now reached fairly
reasonable dimensions. namely £22 9,000 this
year as against £330,000 two years ago.
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That is highly satisfactory particularly
when we remember that the Atate's contri-
bution to sinking fund is just about equal
to the amount of the debit. So really, if
we compare our finances with those of the
Eastern States, we quickly see that if we
were to adopt their methods of finance we
should not show any deficit at all.

Mr. Ifughes: Your sinking fund has not
kept pace with your debits.

Hon. Sir JAMIES MITCHELL: If we
could set aside from sinking fund an amount
equal to our loan expenditure, we should be
in a very fortunate position.

Mr. Hughes: Your proportion is the same.
You have been bluffing people for years on
that.

Hon. Sir J.AMFS -MITCHELL: I leave
bluffing to legal practitioners. It is sails-
factory to know that the deficit is so much
less than it was. That is due entirely to
the work that has been done by the men en-
gaged in our primary industries, particularly
the men on the land. That position shouldl
improve, because the expenditure of loan
moneys on developmental works is not Yet
bringing its full reward. The returns shouild
be greater this year and even greater next
year, and in the third year we should be
reaping the benefit of a great deal of the
money that has been expended in this way.

The iMinister for Lands: It would ease
may mind a lot if I thought that could be so.

Hon. Sir JAMER MITCHELL: If I un-
derstood the ?Minister's mind I might be
able to ease it. Having said that much I
doa not intend to say any more. I should
not have risen to say a word against the

psigof Supply, because the Treasurer is
enildto the money. That Supply has

been opposed in the past, I have always re-
gretted.

The Premier: It was not done luring my
time. I do not remember ever opposing
Supply.

Hon. Sir JTAMES MITCHELL: I think
the Premier's colleague, the Minister for
Lanids, had a word or two to say once or
twice. What T desire to do is to call atten-
tion to an act of the Government which must
mean considerable additional expense. I
only know this from a statement which ap-
pared in the "West Australian'' in June
last, emanating from the Minister for Works,
Mr. McCallum. I am sorry the Minister is
not here to-day.

Air. Holman: Why not leave it until he
returns?

Hion. Sir TAMPS MITCHELL: T under-
stand that illness has necessitated his -talk-
ing a sea trip. In this statement the Min-
ister said the Government were adopting the
44-hour system. Hie said-

As a first step toward giving effect to
the policy outlined by the Premier ('.%r.
P. Collier) on the hustings, favourable to
a working week of 44 hours, the Govern-
ment has decided to restore to those work-
ers who previously enjoyed that principle,
the period of fo~ur hours a week which
was token away from them last year. The

forty-four hours will be worked in five
and a-half days; that is to say, in five
days of eight hours each with four hours
on Saturday. In effect, this is really to
carry* out the principles of the eight-hour
day logically. Previously there has al-
ways been some comproisiing by working
more than eight hours on several days, in
order to get time off on another day.
Under the new arrangement the worker
will work eight hours on five days, and a
half-day on Saturday. There will be no
reduction of pay-each worker will receive
the same wage under the altered condition
as he does now.

That is to say, he will get the same pay, and
not less.

This decision is merely keeping faith with
our electioneering proisies. Prom our
Icader down every Labour candidate de-
clared in favour of the 44-bony week, and
the people having returned us with a ma-
jority, we are standing up to our under-
taking. I have made an agreement with
the unions which will carry them on till
September, when last year 'a award will
come up for review. Roth sides will then
ask the Court to embody these terms in an
award.
Mr. Panton: It is the first time there has

been harmony for a Thug while.
Hon. Sir JTAMES MITCHELL: The Min-

ister continued in his statement-
At present the decision only covers those
employees of the P.W.D.' who previously
enjoyed a 44-hour week. In continuous
process and shift employment there is some
difficulty in applying the principle, but I
hope to overcome that in time and to
gradually extend the application of the
principle to other workers. However, this
is a start. The new arrangement will
come into force next week. The men will
be grateful for the consideration shown to
them, and I believe that the reduction of
the working week to 44 hours will make
little or no difference to the output. The
unions concerned are: -Water Supply
(metropolitan and goldfields), Coastal
Harbours and Rivers, Painters, Ship-
wrights, Plumbers, Moulders, Amalga-
mated Society of Engineers, A.SE. (gold-
fields pumping stations), and A.W.U.;
and the approximate number of men In-
volved is 3,000.

It will be noticed that no attempt is made to
justify the reduction in the hours from 48
to 44, by reason of the 44 hours being too
long for men in which to work.

Mr. Corboy : We did not think it wait
necessary to do that.

Hion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I must at
all events compliment the Minister on hav-
ing carried out the promises made before
the elections.

Mr. Mamo: Whether to do so was right or
wrong?

Hon. Sir -TAMES MITCHELL: I con-
,gratulate him on having kept his word, but
I cannot say that the promise before the
election was justified, and T do not think
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it ought to have becen made. The promise,
hoinever, was made, and the people voted
knowing well what was promised, and ex-
petting to gain some benefit from the pro-
posal.

Mr. Holm an: Are you going to attack the
people now?

Hon. Sir .TAMTES MITCHELL: I am not
going to attack anyone, I have stood by the
worker always, and I shall endeavour to
show that I am standing by him now. 'Mem-
bers will thinkt that if I oppose the 44-hour
system it will be impossible for me to stand
by the worker. I1 shall endeavour to show
that this so-called boon will moan an in-
crease in the cost of living. Nothing was
said about increasing wages

Mtr. Holman: When the hours were in-
creased was the cost of living reduced?

Mr. Marshall:- No.
Mr. Holman: Do not attempt impossibili-

ties.
Ron, Sir JAMES MAITCHELL: I propose

to make my statement in my own wtay, andl
no doubt the hon. member will later on make
hig.

Mr. Holman: T will show you what you
have done before.

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELB~L: I thiok
an eight-hour day is quite long enough for
any man to work. Eight hours' work and
eight hours' play, and eight hours' in which
to sleep, is a reasonable division of the 24
hours. Ifp however, members can show that
thme workers will benefit under the new sys-
tem, I will be willing to listen to them.
They milst, however, show me that the
,worker himself will not lose under the now
system. Already many unions have ap-
proached the Arbitration Court. inl many
rasps saving they want the 44 hours, but
they want a shilling a day more. They are
quite right in their claim. They do want
more money if they work shorter hours.
1 do not sat they can get it. because a man
can be Paid only for what he earns. Since
the 44-hoer week was determined upon sev-
eral unions have asked for more wages.

The Premier: They made that request for
many years before this was ranted.

Hon. Sir JAMIES MTCHELL: I should
like to point out what happened in Queens-
land only the other day. The Premier and
Ministers in that State had declined to
grant the 44-hour week.

The Premier: You are referring to what
atneared in the ''Courier" of Brisbane.
Who would believe that rsgV

Hon. Sir .TAMES MITTCHrELL: I believe
it.

The Premier: I do not.
'Mr. 'Marshall: Yon are easilyv taken in.
Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHIELL: Perhaps

the Premier will give me anm assurance ithat
this did not occur.

The Premier: I give my assurance that it
did not happen.

Ron. Sir JAMTES MITCHELL: Will the
Premier deny that Mr. Theodore was not
requested to put through a Bill providing

for a 44-hour week, and subsequently agreed
to adopt the qystem.

The Premier: T do deny it.
Mi-f. Holmniai: Of course it is absolutely

untrue.
The Premier:, That is a Brisbane press-

maon's imagination.
Hon. Sir TAMNES M.NTTCHELL.: Pressman

are very resj-e{-talile people. Every member
of this Chiamber read what happened in
Queensland, and knows that the 44-hour week
has been granted there, I want to know if
this system is to apply to nil rGovernment
workers and to all workers in the State? It
would be wrong to say to men who are in
the Government servicie, "You work 44
hours,'' and to mnen outside the Government
service, ''You work 48 hours.'' That would
set Up an impossible position. The worker.
has his labouir to sell. He is willing to work
for 44 hours a wveek instead of 48 for the
Government, and he is to get, not less paLy
but the -same pay. If 44 hours is to be th e
week 's work for workers they must receive
more pay. and not less or the same pay.

Mr. Holman: We agree with you there.
Hon. air JAMES MITCHELL: If the

worker is to live in the same degree of com-
fort, and if his wife is to have the same
amount of money with which to purchase
her goods, there must be an increase in the
wapie. It is impossible for 44-hour boots
to be manufactured as cheaply as 48-hour
boots, or for 44-hour clothes to be sold as
cheaply as those made under the 48-hour
system. The baker and the butcher, and4
the other tradesmen who call at the homes
of the workers, cannot if working 44
hours per week, supply goods for the same
money as when they were working 48
hours. Let uas see whether we are doing
real service to the workers when we vote
Supply for this purpose. That is all I
ask. Let us examine the position.

Mr. Holman. Why deal with the ques-
tion on the Supply Bill?

Hon. Sir TAMES MITCHELL: It is the
proper time.

Mfr. Holman: No.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITTCHELL:. We are

voting money for payment to these men.
Mr. Holman: We are voting the same

amount as you asked for last year.
Hon. Sir TAMES -MITCHELL: This is

the proper time to discuss the matter, and
that is why I have mentioned it.

Mr. Rolman: This is the amount you
asked for last year.

Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL: It was
the statement of the 'Minister for Works
that prompted mep to raise the qulestion.

.%r. Holman: Rut it has never been
done before onl a Supply Bill.

Hon. Sir JAMES MUTTCHELL. Then I
amj doing it now on the Supply Bill.

Mr. Holman: And you are making a
mess of it.

Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL: I want
to know if the Premier thinks that goods
made under the 44-hour system can be
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sold as Cheaply as those made under the
48-hour system. It would be impossible.
We know that SO per cont. of the spend.
jug power of the community-

The Minister for Lands: They used to
say that before when the workers were*
employed 60 hours a week.

Hon. Sir JAMKES MITCHELL: I agree
that an eight-hour day is a reasonarble
day, and I would object to any more,

Mr. W. D. Johnson: How do you arrive
at that figure?

Hon. Sir .TAMES MITCHELL : 'Mv
friends opposite set up the eight-hour day
years ago. We know that 80 per cent, of
the spending power of the people lies
with the worker, the people drawing les
than £E300 a year. We also know that 80
per Cent, of the disadvantages from this
lie with the worker. It is because of that
I wish this House to consider before we
pass Supply what it all means. Everyone
knows that the last purchaser pays for
everything. Can we afford to pay more
for our requirements uinder the 44-hour
system than we paid under the 48-hour
systemI

Mr. Holman: Hare you read the latest
return I have from Queensland, Mr.
'Knibbs' return?

Hon. Sir JAMES b11TCHELL: If :we
pay more foe our goods we shall be doing
an injustice to the workers of the country.
I should be sorry to see the standard of
living decreased. I wish it could be in-
creased, and could be done on an even
shorter day than 44 hours. Everyone
knows that nothing of the sort can hap-
pen. 'Under the altered conditions the
present standard of living will not be
maintained. Everyone has to work for
what he gets in this world and the altera-
tion will mean a different standard of
living.

Mr. Holman:- Have you perused the
latest statistics prepared by Knibs re-
lating to Queenslandl

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:; The
Premier has satisfied me about Queensland
and I have accepted his assurance. That
endls that point. Queensland is not an
ideal State. rt always has difficulties be-
cause of the many unemployed there. I
know the 'Premnier, Mr. Theodore, very
well. He used to wire me periodically
as'king what was our deflcit. I got tiredl
of it because I did not like always reply-
ing that it was £500,000 or £600,000, soone day I wired to him asking how many
unemployed he bad. He telegraphed in
reply stating that there were 2,100 un-
employed in Queensland.

Mr. Sampson : There were over 4,000
unemployed in March.

Hon. Sir JAMIES MITCHELL: I wanted
to stop him wiring continually about our
deficit.

Mr. Latham: Did it have the desired
effect?

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, he
has no asked a question since. It is not
very pleasant to discuss this question. I
know that it is possible to have a 44-hour
week and I should like to know that we
could cope with our work under such con-
ditions. I know, too, that the 44-hour
week will be popular with those who have
to work that period, but very unpopular
with those who will have to work 48
hours. We must do our duty to all the
people.

Mr. Holman: It will be very unpopular
with those who never work -9t hill

Mr. Latham: There are not Lou maay of
them in Western Australia.

lion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
people 1 know do work, and I object to
any statement to the contrary. It is idle
to say that as much work will be done
in 44 hours as is now done in 48 hours.
Such a statement is tantamount to saying
that the workers have been loafing during
the extra four hours. I do not believe any
such thing; it is a libel on them. The men
work and work well. I protest against any
such assertion that men will do as much in
44 hours as they do in 48 hours. I do know,
however, that the people generally will not
be able to live on the same amount of money
when goods are supplied to them by men
who work only 44 hours per week.

Mr. Holmnan: In Queensland they are paid
more money and work fewer hours and the
production there is greater than Msewherc.

Member: That is rubbish!
Mr. Mann:- And what about the unem-

ployed there?
Mr. Holm an: The assertion about unem-

ployed ist not correct.
Mr. Marshall: You do not want more

uinmployed in Perth, do you?
Hon. Sir JAMtES MITCHELL: I merely

wish to point out what the position of the
public will be when the workers are em-
ployed for only 44 hours a week. I object
to one section receivinlg that advantage while
others have to work the longer period.

Mr. Panton:. Would you support a Bill
making the 44-hour week apply generally?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
housewife will find it difficult to carry on
with the money she receives now. When the
unions asked for 44 hours and an increase
of Is. a day, they knew that they wanted
more money. Then again the Premier will
find it difficult to raise the extra money re-
quired because of the 44-hour week. It will
mean that he will have to raise £250,000 a
year more from revenue or from loan for
the varions services. NXot the same number
of men will be employed for the same money
hut really fewer, because the production
naturally will be Tess.

Mr. Holman: The prodluction was greater
in Queensland than anywhere else in Aus-
tralia.
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HOn. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It will
be very difficult to raise the extra money
and to secure the funds the Premier requires
to carry out the works outlined in his legis-
lative programme. We have had difficulty
in raising money du~ring the past two years
and those difficulties are not growing less.
The Premier will agree with that statement.
In some services it is possible that less work
will be done, but in other services the pre-
sent work must be carried on. I amn sorry
to see a decision of the Arbitration Court
so recently given, so lightly set aside by the
Government. That the Government should
have laid violcnt hands upon an award of
the court is wrong.

Mr. Hughes: Why did you interfere with
the court and put a partisan in charge?
You are responsible for interfering with
the court.

Mr. George: That is nonsense.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: A legal

training, I have been told, tends towards
the logical. I can only say that I have
never appointed a partisan to the becch,

Mr. Hughes: You took one of your ,'ol-
leagues from the Treasury bench and put
bin, on the Bench to take the 44 hours away
from the men!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I did
nothing of the sort and I ask that that state-
nient be withdrawn.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member has
taken exception to the statement anti asks
that it be withdrawn.

Mr. Hfughes: I said that he had token
one of his supporters from the Treasury
bench and placed him on the Bench. I will
not withdraw the truth.

Mr. George: You said he appointed a
partisan.

Hon. Sir JAMES MIfTCHELL: It IS re-
freshing to have a true statement made and
I shall not ask for it to be withdrawvn. The
lion, member said, however, that I put a
partisan on the Bench as judge to take away
the 44 honrs. That is what I object to.

Mr. Hughes: I said you took a colleague
from the Treasury bench and put him on
the Arbitration Court.

Mr. George: And you said he was ap-
pointed to take away the 44 hours.

'Mr. Hughes: Of course.
Honl. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I ap-

gointed a good man to be a judge of the
Lpea Court and he was afterwards made

President of the Arbitration Court.
Mr. Panton: We will take your word.

for it.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The hon.

member said that I put a partisan on the
Bench to take away the 44-hour week.

Mr. Holman: I will go further than that.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the

hon. memher did not accuse me of putting
a man on the Bench to take away the 44-
hour week, I do not object to his s tatement.

Mr. Hughes: But I did.-
Hon. Sir JAMIES MITCHELL: Then I

object and ask that the statement be with-
drawn.

The CHAIRMAN: The hoa, member must
withdraw.

Mr. Hughes: On what ground?
The CHAIRMAN: You must not impute

motives, and you dlid so.
Mr. Hughes: In deference to you, Mr.

Chairman, I withdraw the statement.
l. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am

sorry to have eauged so much trouble.
'Mr. Hughes: Then you should not have

d]one it!
Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T will

not ask thit that statement bie withdrawn;
it is not worth it. It is an abs.olute lie to
say that I put anyone on the Bench to take
thle 14-hour week awany from the workers.

Mr. Hughes: I ask that the Leader of
thle Opposition withdraw the statemnt that
I littered an absolute lie.

Ron. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL: I must
withdraw that, and I do so. It iq wrong,
however, for the Government to lay violent
hanids upon an Arbitration Court award so
recently given.

M.%r. Holmn : Are you not imputing
motives?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No\, I am
discussing an act of the Government. If
we a to have an Arbitration Court, then
the decisions of that court should prevail.
Apart from that, however, the parties to he
considered by the court are the employer,
the employee and the general public. Now
we are told that the court is to register a
decision that has been come to by the
unions and the MXinister. I do not think
that the court will register n decision
merely at the request of two parties.

Mr. Hlolman: The court will have to
do so.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, not
if it is against the public interests.

.Mr. Holman: The court must do so, but,
at any rate, how is it against the public
interest?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
endeavoured to show the Committee. I
have declared emphatically that there will
be less production if the 44-hour week is
established and that it will represent a
serious loss to the State. If it were to be
a question of paying more money or grant-
ing fewer hours, I should prefer to agree
to the mosey payments, for it would be
better for the State. A better asset would
be created, and there would not be the
loss of production represented by the de-
crease of four hours.

Mr. Holman: Why not quote figures re-
lating to production and give ns some in-
formation on the point?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If less
is produced with the advent of the 44-
hour week, it will he bad for the State.

The Minister for Lands: I am glad you
said, '"if.''

Honl. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I with-
draw that word, for I am convinced there
will be that loss. Moreover, it is unfair
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to providle 44 hours for one section and
not give it to the others.

Mr. Holman: Then let us give it to mi1
workers.

lon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: f ;,trad
to move that Supply be reduced by '5,I'f'v)
as ai protest against the action of tho
Governmtent in introducing a 44-hour wetok
against the decision of the Arbtratio,
Court. There are some iqdustri'-s whe-re
48 bouts are too much, but uinder our la'v
the Arbitration Court can declare iust
where those hours shall not app; 'Y. 'I.he
court is the proper tribunal to deride the
question of hours. Parliament has de-
creed that the court shall determine thie
hours of employment. I protest against
the action of the Government in reducing
the hours of work to 44 against the award
of the court. I move an amendment-

That the total amount be reduced by
£5,000.

M.fr. E. B. JOHNSTON (Williams-
Karrogin) [5.501 :Permit nie first, Mr.
Chairman, to offer you my coagratula-
tions on your election to the office of
Chairman of Committees. I feel sure that
you will carry out your duties with fair-
ness and dignity. We recognise that the
Government have, in the usual way, come
along for Supply, and that it has always
been granted by Parliament. Speaking
from memory, I cannot recall any attempt
to reduce the anmount asked for by the
Government in the manner that has been
proposed to-day. I wish to say that the
views of the Country Party with regard to
the 44 hours were expressed on the bustings,
and are well known. The members of the
Country Party stand for a 48 hours week,
which is the standard working week through-
out Australia.

Afr. Holman: No.
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I recognise that

seated on the benches opposite are mem-
bers who have done yeoman service in the
direction of assisting the workers to secure
the 48-hour week.

Mr. Panton: The 48-hour week wans in-
trodued before we were born.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: We on this side
think that the Labour Party were wrong
in promising on the hustings a week of
44 hours. We think that the working
hours approved by the Arbitration Court
should not be altered except by the court
itself in a regular manner. It is true
that the action of the Government in this
matter has been bound up with the differ-
ent policies that were laid before the
people at the recent elections.

Mr. Marshall: There was only one policy,
so far as we were concerned.

Mr. E. D. JOHNSTON : There were
three different policies, aned the policy of
the Count"y Party was opposed to the poelicy
of the Labour Government on this point,
and so was that of the Leader of the Op.

position. I regret that men of moderation
andi common sense should have put the
41 hours proposal before the people, and

Iregret still more that the verdict of
the electors endorsed the proposal, although
flu election is fought on one issue. I
admit, and everyone in Western Australia
wvho takes a,' interest in polities knows, that
the Labour Party promised the fl-hour
week. Knowing the Premier and his Min-
isters as I do, I fully expected that some-
thing in the nature of what we now have
would be introduced by them, no matter
how disastrous the consequences might he.

Mr. Holman: Can you tell us one State
that has not the 44 hours?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: New South
WVales.

M~r. l-olngnn: New South \V'ales hits it.
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: No, the Leader

of the Opposition did a great service when
li t'' the view of the position before the
House to-nighit, but I regret that he did not
take the opportunity of placing the position
before the people in the metropolis and the
industrial centres five months earlier.

The Premier: How could you expect
that ?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Thre Leader of
the Opposition made an excellent speech
to-night, and when I heard it 1 thought
that it was the right stuff for the electors.
I could not, however, understand bow it was
that the member for Northerm did not de-
liver that speech throughout Western Aus-
tralia when he haed the opportunity of doing
so five months ago. It would have been
welcomed everywhere. We of the. Country
Party stand for 48 hours.

The Premier: Por the farmers?
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: The farmers work

more to-day. I am afraid it will mean now
that the farmers will have to work a little
harder to make up for the innovation. I re-
call that when the elections were taking
place, there were in the Katanning elec-
torate two members contesting the meat, both
of whom stood with the Leader of the Op-
position for 48 hours. I repeat it is a mat-
ter for regret that the Leader of the Op-
position should have wasted his time in that
particular electorate and at Toodyay, when,
in my opinion, he could have done infiuitely
better service to the State by addressing the
people in the metropolitan area where the
present Premier and his confreres were nmis-
leading the electors on this issue. The
Leader of the Opposition has moved to
reduce the amount of Supply. I do
not remember that having been done be-
fore; certainly not with the approval of tlhe
Country Party. We are of opinion that the
Government are entitled to a fair deal.
Different measures that ma? be brought
forward will be dealt with on their merits,
but we do not propose to support the amend-
mnent just moved. (Opposition members:
Hear, hear.) Every Government, since I
have been a member of this House, has
been able to get Supply through without
factious opposition of this nature.
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Hon. Sir Janm Mitchell: Last year we
ha d all all night sitting on the Supply Bill.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I do not re-
member any amendment having been moved
to reduce the total. If in the pest there
has 'been any such attempt made, I have,
after wading through volumes of "'Han-
sand,"1 failed in locate it. N%~ consider
that the Government should have Supply,
and we intend to oppose the amendment to
reduce the total. We do this without pre-
judice to any action we may take regarding
the 44-hour week. We consider that if the
Leader of the Opposition wishes to deal
with that matter he should do so by a
specific motion of condemnation. If he
takes that course, we shall then discuss it
on its merits. We have no desire to reduce
wages; we would rather give more wages
for more work. The question of 44 hours
should have been brouglat forward by direct
motion rather than by dragging a red her-
ring. across the trail of the Supply B3i1l.

Hon. Sir James Mfitchell: Will you
pledge Yourself to support suet a motion?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: If the Leader
of the Opposition will bring forward a
motion, we will deal with it on its merits.
The desire of the Labour Party evidently
is for a f-h-our week for private as well as
public industries. We oppose that alto-
gether, and I would like to ask the Premier
to tell us how he axpects our industries to
stand on the 44-hour week basis, and ~orn-
pete with the established industries of the
Eastern Stp~te, where, in most instances, 48
hours per week are worked.

The Premier: The greater number of in.
dustries there work 44 hours.

Mr. M. B. JOHNSTON: I support the
Supply Bill, and thank the Premier for his
w-omise to arkbmait the Estimates at wp Early
date.

The P-REMIER (Hou. P. Collier-
Boulder-ip reply) f6.1: I have no coi-
,plaie-t whatever to make regardling the
actioA of the Leader of the Opposition.
The ton. gentleman is quite within his
rights. The matter to which his .anend-
smnt refers is one he can certainly 'bring
forwwa cc supply.

Keron. Sir James Mitchell: The inatter
ought to be decided by this Chamber new.

The PREMIER: Yes; and I am qorite
wiljing to have it decided by the Chamber
now or at any ether time.

Hon. Sir Tames Mfitehcfl: The present is
the proper time.

The PREMIER: I agee that the time
is quite opportune, apod I hive no objection
-whatever to the taking of a vote as to
whether the Chamber endorsob the Govern-
anent 'a attitude in this matter. The
Leader of the.Opposition has condemned the

~ovcrament's attitude root and branch. He
stated that the former Opposition, the pre-
sent Government, made a promise during
the general election to grant a 44-hour
week.

Hon. Sir James 'Mitchell: A Minister
said that. I rend it.

The PREMIER:- The hon. gentleman
says that the promise was not justified. How-
ever, the party now on this side of the
Chamber were perfectly frank and open and
honest to the electors regarding the matter.
In my policy speech at Boulder, and again
in Perth, I stated, and in no uncertain
terms, that if the Opposition were returned
to power they would restore the 44-hour
week to that section of Government em-
ployees who had been deprived of it only
just townards the ad of last year. r Pon-
aider that the time for my friendsi now in
Opposition to have made their complaint
and declared their policy was whben they
were on the hustings. They should have
made the 44-hour week an issue at the eec-
tins.

Hon. Sir James 'Mitchell: It was made
an issue.

The PREMIER: I followed closely the
reports which appeared from day to day,
almost daily, in the ''West Auistralian,'' of
speeches made by the Premier. The hon.
gentleman was fortunate enough to be ac-
companied by a newspaper reporter whereve r
he went, and to be reported every time he
spoke; and T do not recall one 'single in-
stance in which he made a reference to the
Labour Party's policy of a 44-hour week.
He did not come out and declare to the
electors that he and his party were roundly
opposed to a 44-hour week. Nor do I recol-
lect ich a declaration by any one of his
suppporters. Neither the member for Perth
(Mr. Mann) nor the member for Subiaco
(Mr. Richardson) declared to the electors
prior to polling dlay that he was opposed
to a 44-hour week. Not on your life! No;
there were Keconid preference Labour votes
inUvolvedl in that question. Those two bon.
members are courageous enough now on the
44 hours question, having a safe three years
s2 kead oif them before they will he called
upon to face their electors again. But their
courage oozed out 4t -the toes of their hoots
as regardls this particular question when they
were before the electors- We, on the other
hond, told the electors what we would do,
and the electors endorsed Our proposal and
sent vs back bete -to carr it into effect-

Mr. Latham: You did not tell them you
would pay them for 48 hours.

The pFMIER: The Leader of the Op-
positon says he stands by the workers; but
in this matter he is not standinDg by the
workers in the same manner as he stood by
them in former years.

,Ron. Sir 3lAmea Mitchell! Yes, I am.-
The PREMIE: He says the 44-hour week

will increase the cost Of living. He )it ie
the housewife, and wonders how she is going
to get along and make ends meet with the
increased cost of living. Furtber, he says
he objects to the 44-hour week because it
applies Only to a section Of the workers, and
not to all the workers He says it i% oh-
viously wrong that the Government should
grant a 44-hour week to a section and not to
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all, Then he referred to the increased cost
of commodities; such as boots, which would
result train the 44-tour week pranted by the
Govt rnient. I am bound to say the hon.
gentleman hasq not a very good memory.
Fr-m his statements one would imagine that
thu revent action of the Government repre-
seated the first time in the history of West-
ern Australia that a 44-hour week had been
granted voluntarily by a Government.

Ion. Sir Jvmps Mlitchell: Oh, no!
Tl.e PREMIERI: I want to show-and I

am 4orr-r to have to show it-that the 41-
hour wi-i-i wvas first granted in this State,
no.- 1)v Labour Government, bat by the
Government of which the Leader of the Op-
ponitiou was the head.

lHon. Sir -Jnmvs Mitvhell: Following on
an award of the Arbitration Court.

The PRFXIEP: I will deal with that as-
pect too. The 441-licr week was first intro-
duted in u general way as the result of an
award of the Arbitration Court delivered
at the eiid of 1919 and applying to railway
employees. The 44-hour week was granted
by Mr. -Justice Booth, but it applied only
to those workers 'who were before the Court.
An award of the Arbitration Court is bind-
ing only upon those who are actually before
the Court, who are parties to the application
and are, represented at the hearing. But
whbat did the present Leader of the Opposi-
tion and his Government do? Because the
Arbitration Court had. awarded a 44-hour
,week to eertain railway employees, princi-
pally iron workers ill th Midlanld Junction
worlishors, the Government of the day
freely, of their own volitionl, granted-

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:. No. It was
doite under agreement.

The PRE"MIE: There was absolutely no
agreement.

Hoa. Sir Tames 'Mitchell: Yes, there was.
The PREMIER: Before I sit down I will

prove from correspondence, and from state-
ments made by the responsible Ministers of
the time, that it was not done by agreementc,
and that the Government were not under any
obligation whatever to extend the 44-hour
wt-ek to any section of Government em-
ployees other than that to which the award
applied. I have here the report of an inter-
view with the former Minister for Works,
at which 21 separate onions were repire-
sented, apart altogether from the Onions
concerned in the award-the Australian
Workers' Union. the Federated Coaehmakers'
Union, the painters, the Australian engin-
eers, the earpenters and joiners, the plumb-
ere, thre amalgamated engieers, the engine-
drivers, the moulderra the boilermakers; anA
various others. Tn the cete of discussion
as to wages anid conditions of cuployftent.
the 44-hour question aros; and the then
Minister for Works, relerrirni to that quies-
tion, said that while the Government had
adlopted the Uls. wage, they, were not pre-
pared to adopt- the 44-hetir wt. flat
statement shows that' the late Government
were quiter free wihren discussing the atuestion(
with thfe umioms. It is plkit, then, that the

Government were not in any way bound to
grant a 44-hour week. The late Minister
for Works went on to say-

That is absolutely definite. We are
keeping to the 48 boors,

Thereupon the Nmister proceeded to deal
with 'the wages aspect, saying further-

My friend, Mr. Watts, gave me a shock
the oither week. He sierved on me a list
'which was very well drawn Up and nicely
typed. le wranted a 44-hour week, and
nothing else would satisfy him; and in
addition he wanted i~s. 4d. for labouirers.
We could not look at the 44-hour week.

Notwithstanding the declaration that the
Government would not look at a 44-hour
week, the Government did later on, of their
own f-er- will, grant the 44-hour week. That
was in 1920, following on the award of the
Arblitration Court.

Mr, George: What was the date of that
deputation?

The PREMIER: On the 21st January,
1920, the unions weat to the Government and
asked for the 44-hour week; and here again
I want to emphasise the point that the Gov,-
ernment were absolutely free.

lon. Sir James Mitchell: No, they were
not.

The PREMIER: Emphatically they were.
Everybody who knows anything about arbi-
tration matters and arbitration awards
knows that in this particular instance there
was no obligation whatever on the Govern-
ment to grant a 44-hour week except to
these employees whom the award covered.
The Government could have said to all the
other unions, ''The 48-hour week is our prin-
ciple1 and we are standing by that, and shall
not reduce the hours." The Government were
free to do that, hut they did not adopt that
attitude. Instead, they granted the 44-hour
week to the bricklayers, ahipwrights, carpen-
tens and joiners, painters, plumbers, docks
and harbours and rivers employees, metro-
politan water supply employees, goldhtelds
water supply employees, members of the Aus-
tralian Workers' Union, engine drivers, Boys
quarry employees, and others. To all thorn
the late Government in 1920 freely and vol-
untarily granted the 44-hour week. Here is
the, letter ofl the responsible Minister con-
veying thie deision. It is dated the 5th
Febrttary, 1920. and addressed to Mr. Me-
Gallant at the Tradies Rall, and is signed by
the responsible Minister of the day. Ths
letter reads-

Re the Railway award delivered hi' Mr.
Justice Rooth1 President of the Arbitra-
tion Court, Perth, onk the 15th Dlecember,
1919, and its propose aplleation to tfie
Departmenlts of Public Works and Water
SsppW. In ftithee- reference to the in-
terview you, together with the represerta-
tiws,. of, the vnrions unions, have had with
the Hon. that Premier, and the letters you
forwarded th him setting forth the claims
Of, your memnbers, I am directed it the
Hon. the Premier tar communicate to you
the final decision of the Government: (a)
The mainiruM' rate Of pay for labonrerS
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will be 12s. per day of eight hours, as pro-
vided for in the Railway award of De-
comber 16th, 1919. (b) The date from
which this minimum rate wll be paid is
August 1st, 1919. (e) The 44-hour week
will be adopted and paid for as from Jan-
uary 18st, 1920, instead of from ]February
1st, 1920, as named in my letter of the
27th January,

Sitting suspended from G.15 to 7.30 pm.

The PREMIER: I was endeavouring to
show that the late Government in 1920 was
realliy responsible for doing something which
they now condemn the present Government
for having done. Io pursuance of that ob-
ject I was quoting the correspondence that
took place between the then Minister for
Works and the present Minister for Works,
who at the time was secretary of the Trades
Hall. Paragraph (e) of tbat letter sets out
that the 44-hour wveek will be adopted and
paid as from the 1st January, 1920, instead
of f rem the 1st February, 1920, as named
in his letter of the 27th January. Mark the
words that the 44-hour week ''will be ad-
opted.'' If the Government wvere not en-
tirely free either to grant or withhold the
44-hour week there should he no need to
employ those words. If it were an award of
a court or any form of compulsion by pro-
mise or otherwise, there would be no need to
say they would ''adopt'' it. The Govern-
ment odopted it freely and voluntarily.

.Mr. Latham: But that was after the de-
cision of the Arbitration Court.

The PREMIER: It was after a decision
with regard to a particular case affecting the
railway employees. Hut the hon. member
must understandl that the award of the Ar-
bitration Court with regard to railwvay em-
ployees was not in any way binding upon all
those other employees.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It -was.
The PREMIER: If the Government had

been consistent in their support of a 48-hour
week they could have said, ''We shall have
to concede the 44 hours to the railway em-
ployees under the provisions of the court's
award, but outside of that we stand firmly
by our policy of a 48-hour week." They
would have replied to all those otter unions
I have enumerated, 19 or 20 of them, "No,
the 48-hour week is our policy. We will
not reduce it unless you go to the Arbitra-
tion Court and obtain an award to that ef-
fect. "

Mr. Latham: Possibly the Government
gave it, knowing they were sure to lose in
view of the previous decision.

The PREMIER: 'No, the courts fre-
quentlv grive an award for 44 hours in one
week ind 48 hours in the net week. Only
last wreek the Arbitration Court gave an
award of 44 hours for the painters.

Mr. Latham: The railway award included
many of those industries.'

The PR EMTEX': I have quoted a long
list of those it did not. include. As a

matter of fact the 44-hour week that we
are told has recently been granted by the
present Government applies only to those
same unions and sections to which it was
granted in 1920. We hare not given a 44-
hour Naeek outside or to any more unions
than those to which the late Government
glave it in 1920.

Mr. Mann: Would the Arbitration Court
reverse it?

The PREMIER: The previous Govern-
nient, without reference to the Arbitration
Court, decided to grant the 44-hour week.
If the late Government, in the exercise of
their discretion and the power they pos-
sessed, decided to grant the 44-hour week,
what is wrong with the present Government
doing exactly the same thing? We are
told there was an award of the court, bat
I remind members opposite that it is not an
unusual practice at all for employers and
employees to vary the terms of an award
given by the Arbitration Court. I have
known instances of the court having deliv-
ered an award and reduced wages, and the
reduction has never been given effect to.
The employers and employees have met and
agreed to continue at the higher rate,

'Mr. George: The circumstances are alto-
gether different.

The PREMIIER: Th what way?
Mr. George: Instead of having a whole

lot of eases in the court, we agreed to abide
by the Arbitration Court's award.

The PREM.NIER: Which shows that the
hon. member was. not sincere in his advo-
cacy of a 4 8 -hour week.

Mr. George: We were quite sincere, but
had to decide according to our discretion.
You have made a. decision before you knew
where you were.

The PREMIER: We have known where
we were for years past. When members op-
posite granted the 44-hour week, we en-
dorsed their action, and we stand to-day
where wre hare stood all these years. We
have known all along where we were, but
the hon. member does not know where he is
on the question of hours, because he was
in one place from 1920 to 1923 and in 1924
he is standing somewhere else. Re stood
for a 44-hour week during those three years,
but to-day he says it was all wrong and that
he stands for a 48-hour week.

'Mr. George: We had a surprise pnekrt
sprung on us by the Arbitration Court, and
Von have sprung one on the people.

The PREMIER: There could be no spring-
ing anything on the people by us when our
attitude and -policy were proclaimed from
every platform throughout the length and
breadth of the State. But the hon. mem-
her and his colleagues, in objecting, arc
springing something on the country, because
they did not make it an issue at the elec-
tions. Theyr did not come out and say
boldly, "If you return this party you shall
have a 48-hour week. We are opposed to the
44-hour week." When'the hon. membher was,
addressing the electors at the Peel Estate,
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those members of the A.W.Uh, he did not
stress his policy of a 48-hour week.

Mr. Mann: You do not think him fool
enough to say that and expect to get any
votes?

The PREMIER: He got only two votes
out of 617 in one place.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: He deserved the
other 65. They are very sorry now they did
not vote for him.

The PREMIER: If they had known the
hon. nmember' p lrinciples better they might
not have voted against him.

Mr. George: I got very fair support from
the old gang.

The PREMIER: Rut in the gang where
the hon. member got only two votes, he
slipped a bit. The letter written by the
es-Minister for Works was written pur-
suant to a decision of Cabinet. I hare a
copy of the Cabinet minute of the 21st
January. It says, ''Cabinet decided to
adopt the railway award as; to pay and hours
so far as it does apply to men employed in
the Government departments; to date fromt
February 1st, 1920. Signed, James Mit-
chell.''I

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We had agreed
to it.

The PREMIER: But the bon. member
was undler no obligation to agree to it.

Hen. Sir James Mitchell: Of course we
were.

The PREMIER: The hon. member freely
conceded the 44-hour week.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, no
Mr. George: There is a report of a whole

lot of deputations months before, and an
agreement was come to.

The PREMIER: Of course the unions
were asking the hon. member to grant a
44-hour week, bitt the fact that he was
asked for it placed him under no obliga-
tion to agree to it if he did not wish to.

Mwr. Mann: Did not he agree to comply
with the court's decision?

The PREMIER: He may have done so.
Mr. Mann: That is the point.
The PREMIER: 'No. Why should a mem-

her who does not believe in a 44-hour week
pledge himself to apply a decision of the
court to thousands of employees covering a
large number of unions to whom the award
itself did not apply? Why should he do
it? The whole thing is rank inconsistency.
Members opposite have forgotten the
events of 1920.

Mfr. George: We have not forgotten any-
thing.

The PREMIER: They have forgotten and
now they want to blame the present Gov-
ernment for doing something for which they
themselves were responsible, which they
initiated and carried on for a period of
three years, namely, from January, 1920,
till September, 19231.

Mr. George: The circumstances are alto-
gether different.

The PREMIER: Of course they arel
They are different when an Opposition is

trying to make out a case. I bave been
there myself. With an Opposition desper-
ately hard up for something on which to
ban~g an attack, circumstances, of course,
nre always different.

Hon. .1ir James Mitchell: Are YOU going
to give it to the lot of themst

The PREIER: To just those unions
the bon. member gave it to.

Mr. MNann: You are drawing the line.
The PREIETR: For the time being at

any rate. The motion for Supply covers
only those. We have granted the 44-hour
week to the same section of Government
employees as the late Government granted
it to.

Mr. George: And without the same cir.
cumista&-es.

The PREMIER: It is contended that we
had no right to d@ this because there was
no award of the court.

Mr. Mann: That is the point.
The PREMIlER: It is a very dull point.
The NMster for Lands: You did not

say anything about it.
Mr. -Mann: I said as much as did the

hon. member.
The PREMIER: The member for Perth

was careful not to say anything in con-
demnation of the 44-hours.

Mr. Mann: I answered all the questions.
The PREMIER: The hon. member is

very courageous now that the elections
are behind him, but he did not stress it
on the hustings.

Mr. Mann: I did not evade it.
The PREMIER: That is the insincerity

of the whole ease put up by the Opposi-
tion. A few members may have been
honest about it. Although it was pro-
claimed and published in the Press what
our policy was, not one member of the
Opposition, so far as I know, and certainly
not the Leader of the party or the ex-
Minister for Works, ever asked the elee-
toys to make an issue of it. They were
silent on the Government's policy of a
44-hour week.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: My views arc
well known.

The PREMIER: The hon. member spoke
in a good many places, amongst others
under a spreading chestnut tree, and I am
sure he was so fully and faithfully re-
ported by the ''West Australian'' that
had he given any expression of his views
on this question, it would not have failed
to obtain publicity.

Mr. Mann: Are you going to apply it to
the rural workers?

The PREMIER: We are going to applyr
it to some of the bon. member's constitu-
ents. That is enough for the moment.
An award, we are told, is sacrosanct and
must not be interfered with. I have a
long list shoring awards that have been
varied by employers and employees. An
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award of the court is not binding upon
thoem concerned if they mutually agree to
vary it. There is nothing illegal in de-
parting from an award of the court in that
way. The court lays down a minimum
wage; it would be a breach for any em-
ployer to pay less than the minimum rate.
The court lays down the maximum hours;
it would be a breach of the award to work
anyone above the hours prescribed. But
there is nothing to prevent any employer,
whether Government or private, from pay-
ing a wage in excess of the minimumt
awarded, or from granting working hours
of less than the maximum fixed.

Mr. Latham: But it is not a sound policy
for a Government to do that.

The PREMIER: Of course it is.
Mr. Latham Thea you could go on

varying the award for ever I
The PREMIER: One of the greatest

Arbitration Court judges Australia has
known, namely Mr. Justice Higgins, has
complained from his place in the court
that Governments have not fixed the hours
of labour. He said it was % matter of
policy that should be decided by Govern-
meats, not by the Arbitration Court.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: By Govern-
ments or by Parliament&?

The PREMTER: By Governments-and
Governments are responsible to Parlia-
ment. The bon. member did not always
come to Parliament before he acted. Fre-
quently he did things and came to Parlia-
meat for their endorsement; because he
had the majority behind him. And so the
Government in this instance considered
they were justified in giving effect to this
aspect of their policy. That is all the
Government have done. And they have
done it openly and in the full light of day.
It is inconsistent in our friends to adopt
their present attitude. The Arbitration
Court does not regulate industry; it
merely acts when there is a dispute be-
tween employer and employee. There was
no dispute in this ease. The Government
believe in the policy, and there was
nothing wrong in the action of the Gov-
ernment in doing what they did. And I say
again, it is rather late in the day for the
Leader of the Opposition to be concerned
about that unfortunate housewife who will
have her troubles intensified by the rising
prices he predicts. The granting of a 44-
hour week now will have no greater
effect upon the cost of living than
it had when the bon. member granted
it. There is in the minds of many hon.
members an idea that in granting the
M4-honr week we attempted to initiate some-
thing entirely new, or something that does
not obtain in other parts of the world. As
a matter of fact Western Australia to-
day is behind, not only every other State of
Australia in the matter of working hours,
but nearly every other country in the world.

Hon. Sir James 'Mitchell: What about
the engineers all over Australia, with their
48-hour week?

Hon. S. W. Munas: No, they are work-
ing 44 hours in Queensland.

The PREMIER: The 44-hour week ap.-
plies to fewer trades and occupations in
Western Australia to-day titan it does in
any other State of the Commonwealth or in
most countries of the world. And when the
acting Leader of the Country Party says
that by this action we are going to handi-
cap this State in respect of manufac-
turers-

Mr. Mann: And the farmers too.
Mr. Hughes: flow many hours doa you

work on your farmg
The PREMIER: The bon. member has

a, farm, it is true, but he directs it from
the Terrace. I venture to say that in thul
instance the hon. membe 'r has a divided
allegiance. As a farmer he is concerned
about the working hours of farm labbolrers,
while as a metropolitan member of Parlia-
meat he is concerned about the workina
hours of his electors. So he has a divide3

allegiance.
Hon. Sir James Mitchell interjected.
The PREMITER: T remind the hon. mem-

ber that by way of interjection he has mid
more to-night on this subject than he said
in six weeks on the beaitings. The working
hours have been coming down all over the
world, and just in so far as attempts have
been made to reduce the working week, so
have the opponents of that principle in
every country of the world attempted to
raise that '-ry. They have said, ''The 44-
hour week will have the effect of increasing
the cost of production, and will hamper
every State or c-ountry that adopts it and is
in competition with nther countrieq in the
mnarkets of the world' However, all his-
tory shows that those prophecies -ire false.
The leading countries of the world to-day
are those that give the best pay and the
shortest hours to their people.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The best pay,
I agree.

The PREMrIER: And the shortest hours
as well.

Mr. George: Eight hours a day will not
hurt anybody.

The PREMIER: Precisely that artru-
mnent was used by the opponenits of the pro-
posal to shorten the 12-hour day. They
said, ''Twelve hours a day will 'not hurt
anybody?'0 It was contended that it would
not hurt even little children eight years of
age who were put into the cotton mills of
England.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That was
sweatiuhf.

The PREMIER: It is all a matter of
degree. With the March of science a
greater volume of production can be oh-
taied to-day in a 44-hour Week than oid
be obtained 15 years ago by working 12
hours or 14 hours per day. Are we to say
that all the industrial improvements, thei
fruit of man's genius, are to go to the em-
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ployer alone, and that the workman is not
to receive any benefit from them? Is it all
to go in increased profits to employersa, and
none of it by way of leisuare and reer.'ntioa
for the workers? In all the building trades
in England and in engineering, ship build-

inrailways and agriculture in South
Wales, hours have fallen from 54 and 60,
even 65 per week in 1914, to 48 hours pier
week to-day

Mr. W. RL Johnson: In some trades 44
hours are being worked in England.

The PREMIER: That is so. The ten-
dency is; to reduce hours. During a period
of six years in England, hours hnvi been
reduced by from 11 per cent, to 33 per
cent. I have here the hours of labour: for
carpenters in England and Wales, 44 hours;
in Ireland, 44 hours; in Scotland, 44hours;
in the 'United States from 40 hours to 44
hours; in Canada 44 hours for the wood
workers; in New Zealand, 44 hours; in
Booth Africa 44 in 22 towns, 45 hours ift
one town,, and 48 hours in 12 towns. That
review covers a pretty wide area of the
world where 44 hours are being observed.
In America-and( America, I am sorry to
say, has never been amongst the advanced
countries in regard to working hours and
conditions--at the time of Mr. Justleme
Hliggins' award in 1920, the 44-hour week
for boilermakers was observed in 11 of the
chief manrifacturing cities of the United
States. In America, too, the blacksmiths,
the machinists, the iron moulders, the sheet
metal workers, the structural iron workers,
the carpenters, the bricklayers, the plumbers
the painters, the plasterers, the hod carriers
the stone cutters, and the wirezaco all had
a 44-bmwu week in 1920.

Mr. Latham: America can better afford
to carry it than can we.

The PREMIER; That is a pitiful old
cry. "We are at the dead end of things'
The lion, member's Government have been
in office for the past eight years, and so
things here are not very bright, I admit.

Hfon. Sir James Mitchell: I think that
with reduced houirs they get also better pay.

The PREMIER: Of course everybody is
better off than are we. Yet the bon. ancul-
ber will be heard at some functioin to-
morrow night or the night after, clniming
this as the one great State in the world, a
State better than any other State in the
Commonwealth. He will say that if and
when he goes to give a word of welcome to
our migrants. He will tell them they have
come to the best country in the world. Yet
norw he says we are a poor old State and
cannot afford to observe decent working
conditions. In 'New Zealand the classes of
labour enjoying the 44-hour- week are the
engine-drivers, the motor men and firemen
in gold mines, electrical workers, the build-
ing trades, the quarry workers, the clothing
trades, freezing works, the furniture tradcq,
the harbour employees, the railway work-
shop employees and the municipal em-
ployees. It is as well that hon. me-mbers
shuld be made aware of the fact

that we in this State are not pioneer-
ing the 44-hour week, but are trailing
a long way behind other countries
in thi respect. I have mentioned the
wood workers in Great Britain and Ire-
)end as having the 44-hour week. Then
there are the building trades, the coal minara
the quarry men, the printing employees, the
transport workers, thread mill employees,
the labourers in sawmills, and the werkeit
in the furniture trades. All these occupations
in Great Britain embrace mifllions of men
who have had the 44-hour week for some
years past. In Canada the same thing ob-
tains. Here are the trades and occupations
enjoying the 44-hour week in Canada~

MVr. Mean. Did you not read that before?
The PREMIER: No, I quoted Canada

in regard to the wood workers only.
Mr. Lathamn: The difficulty we have is to

prove that all this is not sro.
The PREMIER: If tbe bon. member will

but wake up, he will find that in opposing
this principle be is one of the polities!
trugloditee of the age. Coming to Australia,
it is contended apparently that the 44-hour
week dot's not operate in the Eastern States,
and that therefore it will handicap us as
against those States. Among the industries
in Victoria that hare the 44-hour week is
the boot trade. Seeing that Western A-us-
tralia draws its chief supply of boots from
Victoria, at all events those who are en-
gaged in bootmaking here will not he handi-
capped in competition with Victoria, where
they have bad the 44-hour week for many
years. The list includes also bricklayers,
builders' labourer;, carpenters, quarrymen,
ehaffeuitters, cigar trade workers, coaltrim-
mars, farriers and engravers, headwear
makers, knitting machine operators, lime
burners, organ builders, painters, photo-
graphers, plasterers, plumbers, and sewer
workers.

'Mr. _Mann: From what source do you get
those recordat

1fr, Pant on: From the Trades HaDl.
The PREMNIER:. A little energy and re-

search would enable the hon. member to get
them for himself. These ame authentic
figures, and facts that have been used
officially over and over again. The bon.
member would not suggest that I have come
here with faked figures.

Mr. Latham: Ohi, nol
'Mr. Mfann: I wondered where you had got

them.
Mr. "Marshall: Hre has had a lot of ex-

perience himself.
Ron. S. WV. Mansie: There is no Chinese

balance sheet about this.
Mr. Marshall: And no Quong sandal-

wood.
The PREMI7ER: When the award was de-

livered in 1920 in the Railway case, Mr.
Justice Rooth said it was a test. He was
rather dubious about granting it, but he
said he was prepared for the time being
to accept the statement of the union repre-
sentatives that it would not result in any
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decreased production, that there would be
the same output under the 44-hour week as
under the 49-hour week; but he said he was
going to give it a trial, and that if it did
not result in the manner stated by the
union, it would be no use their coming back
and asking him to change the hours later
on. The award was put into operation at the
beginning of 1920. At its expiration the
matter came before the Arbitration Court
in 1922. The parties were unable to agree
as to the wages and working conditions, so
the ea'u- went to the court for barinmg.
This time M~r. Justice Draper presided. If
the contention of the opponents of the 44-
hour week ..old he supported, there was an
opportunity in 1922 of showing the court
by evidence that the effect of the 44-hour
week had been a reduction in the output,
or an increase in the cost of the work per-
formed at the Midland Junction workshops.
That should have been an easy matter, be-
cause the costs are kept in the workshops
very clearly, and the details of every item
are available. It would have been an easy
matter for the Commissioner of Railways.
He asked to have the 44-hour week reversed.
If he had been able to make out a ease, he
had at his disposal all the costs prior to the
44-hour week award, and all the costs of op-
eration from 1920 to 1922, a period of nearly
three years. It was only a matter of putting
in a statement

Mr. Hughes: He had it all ready, but was
not game to go on with it.

The PREMItER: We must bear in mind
that the Judge stated he would not agan
grant the 44-hour week if it resulted in any
increased cost. The Commissioner, however,
did not go on with it.

Mr. Mann: He contended it.
.Mr. Corboy: But did not attempt to prove

it.
The PREMIER: He contended it. The

only time he made the contention was in
his annual report, six months after the sys-
tem bad been inaugurated. He went to the
court in 1922. There was presiding 'Mr. Jus-
tice Draper, who gave the award last Sqp-
tember in the ease to which this now applies.
The Commissioner was unable to convince
the jvdge that the hours ought to be in-
creased. '.%r. Justice Draper, therefore,
awarded the 44-hour week, just as Mfr. .Tus-
tiee Routh had dome in 1920. When we ana-
lyse the awards of the Arbitration Court
during recent years we Eind that they bristle
with inconsistencies. It is impossible to fol-
low them. That is one of the reasons why
or industrialists have become so dissatisfien

with the Arbitration Court, and the admin-
istration of our industrial laws. nov do
not know where they stand. There is no
degree of consistency in the awards. 'Mr.
Justice Draper in 1922 awarded the railway
emplo 'yees a 44-homr week. Tn 1923 all those
classes of men, to which we are now
referring, were awarded by him a
48-hour week. Where is the consist-
ency? The Leader of the Opposition corn-

plains that we applied this only to one si C-
tion. Why did the Ahitration 'Court judges
apply the 48-hour week to one section, and
the 44-hour to another. It is the function
of the Government to do what they think is
fair anid rigilt by their employees. Why
does the Arbitration Court deal with the
matter in this ineonsistent manner?

lon. Sir James Mitchell: In some indus-
tries a 44-hour week is quite enough.

The PREIER: If the lesser week is to
apply to all, it should apply to that section
of the industrial army whose work is the
most disagreahle. I rider to those who
have to go out in all weathers---this applies
in this c-ase-'to the labourers who are work-
ing long hours, and are mainly in casual
employment. That is the section that is en-
titled to consideration equally with those in
permanent employment, the latter being com-.
paratively well off as against the others. I
ami unable to understand the point of view
of our Arbitration Court judges, when they
can give such inconsistent awards as have
been delivered in this country during recent
years. If I had time I would quote a few
of the opinions of Mr. Justice Higgins when
President of the Federal Arbitration Court.
I am speaking with some practical personal
experience and knowledge of the subject.
I am not v-iewing the question of a 44-hour
week from the comfortable surroundings of
a luxurious club. T am not referring to
members of this Chamber, but to some of the
critics of the actions of the Government.
I know that some of those men who sit in
well-appointed lounges and sitting rooms in
the city, work only 25 or 30 hours a week,
from 10 in the morning until 4 in the after-
noon- They sit back in their comfortable
chairs and say how shocking it is that the
Government should grant a 44-hour wveek
to the poor devils who are toiling away in
all weathers. T am afraid those men have
not much consideration for the State, or for
humanity. I have not heard of any outcry
on behalf of the farmer, for instance, who
has to work such long hours, as indicated
by the member for York. The men I speak
of do not worry about that. They think
more of the rainfall, and what it will bring
them.

Mfr. Latham: They are more concerned
about the State.

The PREMIER: The hon. nmember is not
more concerned about the State than I and
my colleagues are. I am Just as much con-
cerned about it as he is.

Mr. Lathamn: T am glad of that assurance.
The PREMTTER: The Government have

not taken any action, and will not take any
in the future, that n-ill be harmful to the
best interests of the State.

Mr. Latham: Hear, hear!
The PREMIER: According to our judg-

ment, of course. T have worked 10 and 12
hours a day, and 8 hours a day, and 44
hours a week. T am working long hours
now, but get no overtime. T know from
Practical experience, notwithstanding what
may be said as to the output and the cost ot
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production, that metn will, taking it month in
and mvonthi out, and year in and year out,
produce just as much, and in many C.Ip

more, %%ith s-horter hours as with longer
hours. All the official figures and records
go to %uhstnntiate that contention. There
is a limit to human endurance. A man
may stand at a machine or at a job for 10
houirs a day, but he has to spend a tremen-
dous amonunt of energy in doing it. If he
has to do this for long hours he maust con-
serve his energy, and he cannot work with
the same vigour as if his hours were shorter
The whole trend of the world 's history is
towards shorter hours.

Mfr. Latham: So long as this applies to
aill workers, it will not matter.

The PREMVIERl: Then if ive grant a 44.
hour week all round, that will meet with the
bon. member's approval?

Mr. Lathama: Let the farmers be included
as well.

The PREMIER: We thought we would
follow the excellent example set by our pre-
decessors, and apply it for the time being
only to that section to which they applied it.
Later on we may extend it. The remarks
of Mr. Justice Higgins would have been
worth quoting. He has given half his life
to the qrestion of wages and working bouts
and conditions, and his views should carry
a fair amount of weight. After full and
arious consideration in 1920 that Judge
awarded a 44-hour week. Mr. Justice IHig-
gins was hearing an application for a 44-
tour week when the Government of the day
trought down legislation that had the effect
of preventing him from giving an award
with regard to hours. It amended the Arbi-
tration Act by stating that anything les
than a 48-hour week should only be awarded
by a court consisting of three members. Fol-
lowing that they appointed two members
of the Court. I do not say they were f riends
of theirs.

Mr. Panton: They were very old.
The PREMIflER: They were very old, and

not likely to have to endure any of the hours
of labour they were going to* prescribe for
other people, Our Government hare done
nothing to regret and nothing illegal or
wrong. Everything has been dlone in the
open light of day. That is where the ineon-
siatency of the Opposition comes in. We
did nothing more than was done by the Op-
position in 1920 and maintained by them for
three years. There is,,I have no doubt, an
idea. in the minds of the people that we have
initiated something new. T want to dispel
that idea. This is not new. We have merely
adopted the excellent example of the meni-.
her for MNurray-Wellington (Mr. George)
whs'n Minister for Works. We hare merely
followed in the footstepp of our friends op-
posite, and I think they are inconsistent in
the attitudle they are taking up on this ~oce-
sion.

Mr. GEORGE (Murray-Wellington)
[8.151: T t is not necessary to say much
on this question. When members of the Corn-

mittee and the public read the reports of this
discus-;ion, I think they will find it has not
been altogether unporofitable, if only for the
fact that the Premier has been good enough
to give certain information to the Assem-
bly, which wve ac--ept, as we must do, as au-
thientic. The difference between the atti-
tude of the Mitchell Government and that of
the present Government is that we were a
demnocratic Government and the Collier Oov-
erunient is an autocratic one. The Mitchell
Grorernmenot felt that in dealing with mat-
ters relating to labour questions, it was only
right to allow the Arbitration Court, which
was established to deal with such questions,
to decide them. The present Government
evidently felt that, although that court
had been established through the per-
sistency and at the request of members
of their party, they were justified in
putting the court on one side. I think
they are wrong, not only so far as the
State is concerned but wrong where the
Ministers themselves are concerned. If 2tin-
isters are to cope with what I, as Minister
for Workcs, had to deal with in connection
with labour matters for several years, they
will find themselves in difficulties. In fact, if
they go very much further on these lines we
will have no trouble in taking up the reins
of offiec again and resuming the functions o±
government.

The Premier: I do not know why you
retired and why you could not have kept
on with us as 'Minister for Works!

Mr. GEORGE: There is a limit to physi-
cal endurance, and after a man has passed
the 73st milestone, he has to consider him-
self in these matters. The Mitchell Govern-
ment had to deal with labour questions, and
received constant demands and requests
from the various unions which were pressed
upon me as Minister for Works. I did what-
ever I could to deal with the matters be-
cause I wo-ld rather settle industrial dis-
ptites myself. I forund, however, that the
demands upon my time were such that I
could not cope with other work that was of
importance to Western Australia. Cons-
quently, we appointed a labour commissioner,
'Mr. Munt, who bad to devote the whole of
his time to securing a complete knowledge ot
modern labour conditions. It was ridiculous
to suppose that a Minister of the Crown,
however experienced he might be, could
keep himself in as complete touch with those
conditions as was necessary, because he could
not find the time to do so. By the appoint-
ment of the labour commissioner, it was pos-
sible, when that officer furnished the Gov-
ernment with full detaila to deal with mat-
ters as they cropped up, in concrete form.
The present Government have appointed a
'Minister for Labour in accordance with their
policy. They have done away with the labour
commissioner and incorporated him with the

safof the 'Minister for Labour. Now, ap-
parently, they are acting in a manner that is
really superseding the Arbitration Court.

The Premier: You are Wroug-
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Mr. GEORGE: I am not disputing the
fact thfit the Government are carrying out
what they have the power and right to do.

Mr. Corboy: And what we told the peo-
pie we would do.

Mr. GEORGE: Whether such an action
is wise in the interests of the whole of the
people, or is in the interests of one section
of the community only, is another ques-
tion.

Mr. Carboy: The people elected us on that
policy.

Mr. GEORGUE: The people did not re-
turn the (i'overnment with its present ma-
jority on that point at all, but I will not
discuss that phase.

The premier: We won not oa our merits
but on your weaknesses!

Mr. GEORGE: The Premier is now in a
position to aet as he has done. The over-
whelming responsibility of it all, however,
is shown by the fact that one of his col-
leagues has already felt the weight of the
responsibility, and I feel sure that when
the Premier proceeds a bit further and finds
out how things are going, he, too, will feel
the responsibility of it all.

The Minister for Railways: He is finding
out a lot of things now.

'Mr. GEORGE: It is all very woll for
members to say that they said this or that
during the course of their election speeches,'
for people say lots of things at election
time.

Mr. Corboy: But only a few give effect
to what they stated.

Mr. GEORGE: The Premier referred
to the action taken hy the Mitchell Gov-
ernment on this question. The facts are
that a railway ease was before the Arbitra-
tion Court. Unions representing kindred
trades were asking the Government to alter
their wages and conditions. We knew thnt
those trades would be dealt with by the
Arbitration Court and wages and conditions
settled by that tribunal, and a promise was
given to a deputation as indicated by the
Premier. We promised that we would abide
by the railway award, and the unions were
satisfied with that undertaking. We said
that when the railway award was issued we
wouil apply it to those kindred trades.
That sword, when issued, was a stoggerer.
I cannt yet understand how any man witb
any knouuldge whatever of working condi-
tines could auh. men doing identical work
to Ret actly the same pay, although one
section was only required to work 44 hours
a nek.s while the other section had to work
48 hours. I cannot. understand why men
working for the Public Works Department
an railway easatnietion should receive dii-
forestk wageS, or. have diferent conditions,
from thse of nen engaged on railway eon,
tradion uder the Railway Department. It
%"n aiwano the endeavour of my, ealeagues
an~d myself to hane working conditions made
uniorm, in the %aeclan of work. This
waS desired in order to avoid confusion and
so, that men would know what conditions
were to apply. For that reason we agreed

to abide by the railway award, and did so.
I do not know why we should be reproved
for doing so. I regret it has been necessary
to raise the question at this stage, because
it is somewhat of a new experience to me,
even with my long occupancy of a seat in
this Chamber. When the Leader of the
Opposition broughit the question forward,
however, it seemed to mue that it would be
better to discus, it now, rather than to deal
with it during the Atidregs-in-reply, because
it is a matter of vital importance, not only
to the morking class, the manufacturers and
merchants. hut to all industries throughout
Westprn Australia. With a question of this
description before us, it is better that it
should he discussed when Ave are dealing
with a special item, rather than that it
shoold he smothered up in a debate on gen-
eral topics such as eliaracterice4 speeches on
the AddreH4-in-rcph-. The Government have
adopted the attitude that because their pre-
decessors in office applied the railway award
to other occupations, that gave them justifi-
cation for what they have recently lone re-
conrding the 44-hour week. The point I
wish to stress is that we were applied to by
the unions with the requests I have indi-
cated and instead of putting them to the
expense and trouble of approaching the Ar-
hitration Court, which would have been
correspondingly further congested, we told
them that we would apply the railway award
and thus overcome the difficulty.

The Premier: If the railway awvard was
good enough for you, is it not good enough
for ws? We have simply applied the rail-
way award.

Mr. GEORGE: The position was different.
By agreeing to do so, we prevented the
unions from wasting money and time and
saved the Government in that respect as
wvell. We avoided the additional congestion
of the Arbitration Court, and so forth.
Now, however, the Government, instead of
getting a direction from the court, or even
making an application to the court, have
chosen to regard the result of the appeal
to the country as justifying them in carrying
out their policy regarding the 44-hour week.

Mr. Panton: There was nothing wrong
about that.

Mr. GEORGE: If that question had been
the sole issue at election time, I would not
say anything about it, but it was not the
sole issue. It was a aide issue that now,
by the action of the Government, be.
comes prominent. The reasons I have ad-
vanced in explanation of the Mitchell Gov-
ernment 'a action ares valid, and show that
that action was in the interests of the State.
T cannot see why the Preuier should have
endeavoured to camuflage the question a
he did. The Premnier, however, ieaned what
was perhaps a timely warning and it was
not very veiled either. He sai that if the
opportunity aros he might apply the prin
ciple elsewhere, It is aW well that the
people of Western Australia sheuld know
that that is the intention of the Government
when the opportunity aries It is weu that
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the people who are endeavouring to estab-
lish industries should know that the present
Government, at any time they ehiose, with-
out reference to the Arbitratinn Court, may
alter conditions of labour without any re-
gard to what the effect may be on those
employing similar labour in private indus-
tries. Within the last two or three days we
have had an instance of what this policy
will mean. When 1 was Minister for Rail-
ways tenders were called for the construction
of the Pisiraning railway, and Irvine and
Rodgers put in a tender and got the job. In-
stead of having a 484-hour week, however,'
they now find that they are faced with a 44-
hour week. If there were to be a guarantee
that as much muck nill be shifted and as
much work done !in the 44 hours as would
be done in the 48 hours, it would be all
right. This gives an opportunity, however,
to ascertain howv the Government will deal
equitably with a firm placed in this position.
They put in a price when certain conditions
were prevailing ; the Government have
altered those c-onditions and we shall see
how the tenderers will be dealt with hi- the
Government.

Air. Panton: Would not the same condi
tions apply if the Arbitration Court bad
made the alteration l

Mr. GEORGE: The risk of the Arbitra-
tion Court doing such a thing is not nearly
so much to be apprehended as the action the
Government has taken. One of the first acts
of the present Government was to issue a
decree that will materially affect the posi-
tion regarding railway contracts.

The Honorary Mini~ter (Hon. S. W.
Muraie): We took the first opportunity of
giving effect to our pledges.

Mr. GEORGE: Other classes of labour
will be affected by the action of the G'ov.-
erment. Others must necessarily apply
these altered conditions to their activities,
and it must he remembered that people have
to arrange for the supply of articles at a
certain price for a certain time. The cutting
down of a working week from 48 to 44 hours
will make a big difference to them. I am
not of the opinion that 44 hours' work will
produce the same result as 48 hours' -work;
I ont jolly certain it will not do so.

Mr. Penton: There is a lot of difference
now as against when you were working,
40 years ago.

Mr. GEORGE: If there applied to-day
the conditions that applied then, I wonld
be the biggest agitator Anstralia has ever
seen. It is all hunkum to suggest that
the men -will do just as much work in 44
hours as in 48 hours.

The Premier: Then why did you grant
them 44 hours?

Mfr. GEORGE: They could do it if they
would, but they will not. The bon. mem-.
ber never spoke a truer word in his life
than when he said the men evened it up.
They used to do the same thing in my
time. If a maa knows he is going to work

(3]

for more than eight hours, he feels he must
conserve his strength. However, let me
give the instance of what happened at
the State Implement Works. The engineers,
represented by Mr. Barker, had a Federal
award imposing 48 hours per week, where-
as the other men had a 44-hour week.
The engineers said they would not work
48 hours, and so they went on strike. They
remained out for some time, but finally
they gave in. We had the farce under
which the bulk of the mnu were away front
work and the other men had to come in
on the Saturday to do work in practically
an empty shop-I do not know what they
did, becaiuse I never -went down there to see.

Mr. Panton; You continued the farce.

Mr. Hughes: If you had not continued
the farce the strike -would have broken
down.

Mr. GEORGE: However, there is the
difference between the action and policy
of the present Government and those of
the Mitchell Government. We preferred
a tribunal that had at hanad all the
records, and special officers for giving in-
formatioa; we held that that tribunal
could deal with it better than could a
Minister who had but part of his time to
give to the question in his office. This
little interlude of debate to-night wrill
throw a good deal of light upon the sub-
ject. The public will have learnt some-
thing about it. I have heard from the
Premier to-night things that have sur-
prised me. No doubt some good will result
from the debate. I do not think the Pre-
mnier and his colleagues, when they decided
upon this 44-hour week, had any idea of
seeking justification from what the previ-
ous Government may have done, No
doubt their defence has turned upon a
fortuitous discovery in the files of the
department. I hope that in future the
Government -will he very wary before they
take steps that may dislocate industries
and interfere with the occupation of men.
In effect they are on the one hand in-
viting outsiders to come here and settle
do-wit amongst us, while on the other hand
they are throwing obstacles in their way.

Mr. LATHAM (York) [8.351: 1 do not
knew that there is anything to be gained
by further pursuing this debate. The Gov-
ernment no doubt will have a good
majority, because thea acting Leader of the
Country Party has intimated his intention
of supporting them. In this article that
appeared in the Press on the 28th Jully,
there is a paragraph to which very little
allusion has been made. It reads as
follows-

There will be no reduction of pay.
Each worker will receive the same wage
under the altered conditions as he does
now.
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Do the Government intend to pay them
for 48 hours and ask them to work only
44 bourm?

The Mfinister for Lands: No, we pay
them for 44 hours.

Mr. LATHAM: AS far as I can under-
stand, that has never been defin'itely
stated. Am I to understand that the em-
ployee is to get the same pay for 44 hours
as he was getting for 48 hours?

Hlon. S. W. Mfunsie: The Arbitration
Court previously awarded the workers Is.
2d. extra pay per week for four hours ex-
tra work. We say, I'You can keep the Is.
2d., but we will not work you the extra four
hours. "

Mr. LATHAM: As far as I can inter-
pret it, this mieans that we are to giv the
workers a concession of four hour pr
week and pay them for the four hour.

Mr. Panton: it is a right, not a co-
cession.

Mr. LATHAM: if I reduce my hours by
four per week, I am not entitled to anr
pay for those four hours.

,Mr. W. D. Johnson : When was the
worker's wage based on his production?

,ft. LATHAM: if you pay a man by the
day, and suddenly decide to reduce his
hours per week, his Pay should be corres-
pondingly reduced.

Mr. W. D. Johnson: When were his
wages fixed on -that bnsis

Mr. LATHAM : Things are becoming
very serious. I should like very much to
have this 44-boor week, provided it is
given to everybody. When I refer to
the workers, I do not man only those repre-
sented by members on the Government side
of the House. The real workers are the
primary producers.

Mr. Panton: Who are they but the work-
ers I

Mr. LATHFAM%: They are the people who
are paying in taxes the revenue that meets
the payment to these other men working
only 44 hours per week. In addition, the
primary producer has to pay a lot of the
pofit that goes to the manufacturer.

Mr. Penton: You are associating with the
representatives of the profiteers.

Mr. LATHAM: The Minister for Lands
to-night interjected that his departnment was
almost bankrupt. It makes one wonder
whether we can give concessions in one dire-
tion when we know that we are handicapped
financially in other directions.

The Minister for Lands: I should be well
off if only I could get the money due to me.

'.%r. LATHAM.%: The Minister gets a good
deal of revenue through the I.A.B.

The 'Minister for Lands: I have had to
borrow £300,000 to pay my interest this
year.

M.%r. LATHAM: If the Minister bad not
the T.A.D. be would be getting less revenue
than comes to him to-day. Another thing:
A Government using one man's money to
provide concessions for another man are not
doing what is right. If the question raised

to-night has done nothing else, it has drown
from the Government the statement that to,
the present at least they do not intend to
extend this principle of a 44-hour week. I
understand the .Iinister for Works ha-i
promised certain employees that in alternate
weeks they may work 40 hours and 48 hours.
Is there not a great danger that the mnini-
mum hours worked in one wee-k will become
the maximtum? The less one does, the less
one wants to do.

The Minister for Lands: But that has
been the practice for years past.

Mr. LATTIAM: Well it is a vcry danger-
ocs practice. With the Labour Government
in power, those people are going to demand
things they would not demand from any
other Government.

Hon. S. W. Munsie: They will ask us for
them because they know they have no chance
of getting them from you.

Mr. LATHAM: According to the Premier
to-night, they have got a good deal from
past Governments. We have to get money
to finance the State, and if we arc to give
concessions to one section of the community
and demand increased taxation from the
primary p rrroducers--

The Minister for Lands: They have had
coneessions all along.

Mr. LATHAM: And they have paid for
them.

The Minister for Lands: I wish they had.
Mr. LATHAM: The Minister knows they

have done so. Of course he has a few bad
debts on his books.

The 'Minister for Lands: I will dent with
that later on.

Mr. LATHAM: I hope the Minister wild
deal with it Sympathetically. There is no
44-hour week n the farm.

Hon. S. W. Munsie: And very few
12-bob-a-day men run motor ears either,
although a fair number of farmers have
them.

Mr. LATHAM: The motor car bas become
a necessity on the farm.

Ron. S. W. Munsie: It is just as much a
necessity for the 12-bob-a-day man, but he
cannot get it.

iMr. LATHAM: Not very long, ago I had
occasion to go along a railway construction
work and I saw what some of the men do on
such works. Although it was a Sunday
afternoon several gangs were working.

Mr. Panton! A wonder they were not
playing two-up.

Mr. LATHAM: T inquired why they were
working on Sunday, and they told me they
were on piece work. They did not find it
necessary to work 44 hours a week- they
were satisfied to do some work on dunday
afternoon.

Hon. S. W. Mfunsie: If I had been their
boss they would not have been there on
Monday mornin.

Mr. LATHAM: Andl possibly if the en-
gineer in charge had seen themi they would
not have been working that day. That
breaks dow-n all the argument to the effect
that a 44-hour week is long enough.
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lli.W.D. Johnson: Did you inquire how
much time they bad lost during the week?

Mr. LATHIAM: 1 was living not far away
and I know what was happening. We have
received a certain amount of value from the
discussion in that we have an understanding
from the Government that they do not intend
to extend the 44-honr concession in view of
the state of the finances.

Amendment put fund negatived.
Question put and passed.
Resolution reported and the report

adopted.

Commit tee of Ways and Means.
The House having resolved into Commit-

tee of wnays and means, Mr. Lutey in the
Chair.

On notion by the Preier, resolved-
That towards making good the Supply

yranted to His Majesty for the services of
the year ending thie 30th June, 1925, a
sun not exceeding £805,000' be granted
out of the Consolidated Breve Fund,
£C745,000 fromi the General Loan Fund,
£10,600 from the Government Property
Sales Fund, 98,000 from the Land Im-
provtement Loan Fund, and £300,000 from
the Public Account for the purpose of
temporary adva~nces to be made by the
Colonial T'reasurer.
Resolution reported and the report

adopted.

Bill introduced, etc.
In accordance with thse foregoing ;esolu-

dions, gill introduced, passed through all
stages, and transmitted to the Legislative
*Comfncil.

House adjourned at 8.58 p.m.

1*Gwiative CPunctI
Wednesday, 30th July, 1924.

PA01
Question: Tramway extension@s..............47
Motioo: Cominmttees for the Sesson.......47
Bill: Supply, £IAOSAOO. sit ffmas 48

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and rend prayers.

QrESTION-TRAUwAVY EXTENSIONS.
Hon. C. F. BAXTER asked the Colonial

Secretary: 1, Is it the intention of the Gov-
erment to extend the tramwiay service from
Wellington Street across thte Horseshoe
bridge! 2, If so, has consideration been

given to the dangerous state pf the bridge
for thec present traffic' 3, Seeing that the
Roe Street end of the bridge is the most
dangerous crossing in the city, what provi.
sion will he made to make the approaches
safe enoug-h to carry the extra traffic?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY replied:
1, Yes. 2, Ppe consideration has been given
to the state* of the bridge, which is eon-
siderted safe to carry all train and vehicular
traffic. 3, All provision considered necessary
by tbe departmient will be made.

MIOTION-COIMITTEES FOR THE
SESSION.

Eligibility of certain members to sit.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
.J. M. Drew-Central) [4.37]: I move-

That Sessional Committees be appointed
as follow:

Standing Orders-The President, Eon.
7. it'. rirwan, Hon. A. Latakia, Mion. J.
Nicholson, and the Colonial Secretary.

Library Committee -The Preside,
Zion. J. J7. II.Saw, and Hon. H. Stewart.

Prillting Cqrsjmitte - The -President,
Mon. 4. Loveksn, quit ion. 7. Moore.

Rouse Committee-the President, Eon.
J. Corn~ell, Mon. 9. H. Cray, Epn. 'J. wV.
Kirvsa, qnd 41o,,. G. Potter.

Hop. J. CORiNELLJ (South) [4.81: 1
take no exception to the motion as it stands,
but there is a phase that has arisen recently
in connection with these Committeeit that re-

qunes to he cleared up. It alTected mie on
the last House Committee, I understand it
a~ffected Ile. tovekin on the Standing Orders
Committee, and probably it also affected
other members. Last session I was a men'-
huir of the House Cormjttee. In the course
of events I werjt up for re-election. I Was
successful, and declared a member of this
House, and the writ was returned before the
time had expired when I would have ceased
to be a member had I been beaten. I re-
ceived a notice to attend a meeting of the
Horse Committee. I attended, but the ex.
Speaker, who was Chairman of that Coam-
mittee, gave me to understand 'that if I at-
tended the meeting the question would be
raised as to myj eligibility to sit. That may
Le a jierfectir correct process of reasoning,
but it is a phase that, if my recollection
Ferves me, has not previously been en-
countered. This House shoulA definitely lay
down that this is to be the position, or' it is5
not to be. I admit that exceptional circumn-
stances surrounded tbe situation, inasmuch
as for the first time in the history of re.
sponsill government in Western Australia
the dissolution of the A~semublv occurred
about the same time as the biennial election
for this Chamber. In the ordinary course
of events this would not occur again for six
years. The situation that confrontedi me,
as wvell as Mr. Lovekin. can, however, Prop


