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Mr. Davy: There is a grave objection to
it. It ties the hands of the Arbitration
Court.

Mr, ANGELO: The court has made the
hours 44 per week, and my opinion is that
this is quite long enough for men who work
underground. As to the other amendment
proposed, whil<t T kave u good deal of sym-
pathy with the Minister’s object, that the
Australian labourer should receive prefer-
ence, I cannot help thinking that the amend-
ment is  a rotten advertisement for the
wminers of this State. Whilst the Minister
wag moving the second reading of the Bill
L asked him hy way of interjection was
there any measure of a similar nature ex-
isting in any other Australian State. He
replied, “No; we are going to set the ex-
ample.”

The Minister for Mines:
neither knew nor cared.

Mr. ANGELO: We are going to set the
example of telling the world—if the measure
passes—that Western Australian miners ean-
not compete with foreigners.

The Minister for Mines: Nonsense!

Mz. ANGELO: Surely there is some
other way of achieving the object in view.
Surely the unions which we were told, dur-
ing the debate, every man working in the
mining indusiry has to join, ean deal with
the matter. What is to prevent the unions
from dealing with it instead of Parliament
heinz asked to advertise to the world

Mr. Kenneally: Does the hon. member
advoeate direct action?

Mr. ANGELO: No. An hon. member on
the Government side of ¢he House—I helieve
it was the member for North-East Fre-
mantle {(My. Rowe)-—interjected that no
alien is allowed to join the Lumpers’ Union
until he has become naturalised. We are
also told that nearly all the Southern Euro-
peans working on the mines should be
naturalised, because they have been here long
enough. I agree with the member for
FLeenora (Mr. Cowan) that they ought to
beecome Australians, ought to beeome natur-
alised. If there are a few who have not
resided here lon~ enough, and if it is con-
sidered that 10 per cent. of these should be
allowed to work on the mines, surely the
unions can permit that 10 per cent, to come
in. Why approach Parliament to ask for
this Bill? I suggest to the Minister that he
recommertd the unions dealing with the min-
ing industry to follow the example of the

No. I said I
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Lumpers’ Union at Yremantle by dealing
with the matter themselves, instead of com-
ing to Parliament.

On motion by Mr. Ferguson, dehate ad-
Journed.

House adjourned at 104 p.m.
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Thursday, 29th August, 1929,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.au., and read prayers.

QUESTION—RAILWAY PROJECTS.

Bendering Northwards and Karlgarin
Extension,

Mr. LATHAM asked the Premijer: 1,
What railway facilities are projected for
settlers east of Bendering northward to-
wards Southern Cross? 2, Will he consider
introducing legislation to extend the pro-
posed Lake Grace-Karlgarin railway a for-
ther 35 miles?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (for
The Premier) replied: 1 and 2, The whole
question of railway commmunication for the
territory enstward of the Great Southern
Railway is being exhaustively examined,
and a eomprehensive scheme is being pre-
pared by the Railway Advisory Board.
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QUESTION—SCAFFTOLDING ACT, FEES.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Works: ‘What amount was received in fees
under the Seaffolding Act for the year
ended the 30th June, 19297

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
£5,233 10s. 1d.

QUESTION—LAND ACT, RESIDENTIAL
CONDITIONS.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Were the Crown Law Depart-
ment consulted before the residence con-
ditions in Section 68 of the Land Aet were
altered? 2, If not, will he refer his de-
cision, as to the legality of altering the re-
sidence conditions under the powers of
Section 25 of the Land Aet, to the Solicitor
General, and make available to the House
the Solicitor General’s enmments thereon?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (for
The Minister for Lands} rveplied: 1, The
Crown Law Departincnt were consulted with
regard to the application of the residence
eonditions under Seetion 535 to approved ap-
plieants, parsuant to the notification in the
“‘Gazette’’ of the 1st June, 1928, and sub-
sequent issues. 2, Answered by No. 1.

QUESTION—COMMISSIONER OF
POLICE.

Mr, MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Police: 1, Has the agreement which the
Commissioner of Police made with a pre-
vious Government regarding the vetention
of his services, or for some suech purpose,
yet expired? 2, What was the nature of
the agreement, and the length of the period
for which it was made?

The MINISTER FOR POLICE replied:
L, Yes. 2, The nature of the agreement was
that in the cvent of the Commissioner being
retired before reaching the age of 60 years,
the provisions of the Superannuation Act
would apply. No specifie pericd was men-
tioned.

QUESTION—ROYAL COMMISSION,
GOLD STEALING.
Mr. MARSHALL asked the Premier: 1,
In what year did & Royal Commission sit to
ingnire into alleged gold stealing on the
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goldfields of this State? 2, Who was the
Hoyal Commissioner? 3, How many sif-
tings were held, and where? 4, What were
the findings? 5, Who were the udvoeates
or ollicers who appeared to assist at the
ingairy

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (for
The Yremier) replied: 1, Royal Commis-
sion, first sitting 31st August, 1906. 32,
Royal Commissioner, A. . Barker. 3, Sit-
ting from 3lst August, 1908, to Ard Octo-
her, and thereufter un 1lth, 15th, 19th
Qctober, and 1st and 11th Deecember, 1906.
Sittings were held at Kalgoorlie and Perth.
4, The findings were, ‘*That Detective-Ser-
pennt Navanagh has substantially estab-
lished the allegations just quoted by me,
and indicated by inverted commas.”’ Such
allegations, yuoted by the Comuinissioner,
vead as follows:-—*/Since my transfer here
{Knlgoorlie), T have recognised that gold
stealing has heen earried om to an enor-
mous extent . . . . . [ eall it a business,
for such it is, pure and simple.” 5, Detec-
tive-Sergeant Kavanagh appeared before
the (‘ommission, and assisted in the inquiry.

DEPUTY SPEAKER—NOMINATION,

The SPEAKER: In view of the un-
avoidable ahsence next week ol the Chair-
man of Committees and myself, 1 nominate
under the provisions of Standing Order 21A
Mr. Panton, the member for Menzies, as
Deputy Speaker to perform the dutics and
exereise the authority of the Chair during
my temporary ahsence.

BILL—MINES REGULATION ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

MR. LINDSAY (Toodyay) [4.37]: The
Bill is not a very long one, but it is rather
important. I am not yet aware that its pass-
ing will do anything to improve either the
mining industry, or the position of those
working in that indsutry. There are con-
tained in the Bill two principles. One hmits
the nnmber of foreigners working in a
mine, and the other will place on the stat-
ute-book the 44hour week for the mining
industry. 1 am opposed to both of them.
T have listened with interest to the speeches
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of several members who have endeavoured
to show reasons why the Bill should be
passed, yet up fo date I have not heard one
argument that would convince any reason-
able man that it ought to be passed. The
member for East Perth (Mr. Kenneally)
commenting on a speech which the Leader
of the Country Party had previously made
regarding his visit to other countries, infer-
preted that speech as an endeavour on the
part of the Leader of the Country Party
to bring down Australians to the level of
btacks. T listened to buth speeches, and
certainly T do uot think the statements
made by the member for East Perth were
at all fair.

Mr. Sleeman: I thought he made a very
good speech.

Mr. LINDSAY: The member for East
Perth, looking over at these eross-benches,
told us that if we could not understand him
it was because he could not give us the
necessary intellizence. Yet I was surprised
at the intelligence displayed by the hon.
niember when he dealt with the remarks of
the Leader of the Country Party in the
way he did. The Leader of the Country
Party, it is trne, did say that we
had to compete with the eoloured labour
employed in Scuth Africa and India. The
menher for Bast Perth, apparently, is not
aware of the fact that we nre doing that
to-day, and will have to continue to do it
in the future. Having regard to the intel-
ligence the hon., member always displays,
“one would expect that in dealing with a
question like this his vision would range
levond  the metroyolitan area. Te ought
te know that to-day we are competing with
hlack lzbour in South Afriea and India.
In wheat both countries are ecompetitors
with us, and in wool South Africa is our
greatest competitor of all. And both those
eountrics employ black labour. When the
"Leader of the Country Party stated that
we would have to reduce the cost of pro-
duetion nnd attain greater eflicieney, he was
only giving » warning. I agree with him
that we will have to do those things. The
member for ¥ast Perth also declared that
the Leader of the Country Party had sought
to give instrnetions to the Arhitration
Court. The member for East Perth objects
to Parliament giving instructions to that
eourt. - But what does thiz Bill do in re-
spect of the dd4-hour week? We on this
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side have never attempted to give instrue-
tions to the Arbitration Court, have never
even suggested that it should be done. We
have on the statute-book an Arbitration
Act that has cost this country a great
deal of money. TUnder that Act the Arhi-
tration Conrt decides working econditions,
hours of labour and rates of pay. While
that Act is on the statute-book we on this
side say we should not attempt to interfere
with these prineiples assigned to the Arbi-
tration Court. I know, of course, that it
is the policy of members opposite, one up-
on which thevy go to elections and get votes.
I have heard some members on this side
say they are not in favour of a 44-hour
werk, but T am prepared to say that in
eertain industries I am in favour of it. I
do not agree that those in the mining in-
dustry should have to work longer hbours,
but T contend we should not in any way
interfere with the duties of the Arbitration
Court. We have heard a good deal this
session ahont the alleged influx of Southern
Furepeans into Weatern Australia and the
Commnawealth generally,. We have been
told we are being flooded with Southern
Euoropeans. Of course the eniry of South-
ern Europenns into the Commonwealth is
n matter solely for the Federal Government.
We have been told the Federal Government
have done nothing whatever to stop it. That
statement is not quite correct, for the Prima
Minister, Mr. Bruee, has explained that he
has entered into negotiations with Italy, and
that the authorities in that country have
agreed to limif the number of Italians enter-
inz Australia. I have here the quarterly
summary of Australian statistics issued in
March, 1929, TIn this T find that for the
first quarter of the yvear 3,283 people from
foreigm countries came to Australia, and
that during the same period 3,627 foreigners
left Australia, In other words, during that
quarter {here was an excess of departures
over arrivals of foreigners of 344. TUnfor-
tunatelv, I have not any later figures. But
this shows that the menaeer hon. members
tallk so much about does not exist.

The Minister for Mines: Are thase the
figures for Western Australia?

Mr. LINDSAY: No, for Australia as a
whole.

The Minister for Mines: Well, what is
that te do with us?

Mr. LINDSAY: These are the figures
for Mustralia. T was not deuling with West-
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ern Australia alone. The Western Austra-
lian Government eannot stop the immigra-
tion of anybody into this State; that is for
the Federal Government, and they have at-
tempted to restrict the nwmbers of foreign
people coming here, The resolt for Aus-
tralia has been that there have been more
departures than arrivals during those three
months. The Prime Minister has stated that
Australia is 98 per cent. British and I
hope it will always remain so. The member
for Cue {Mr. Chesson) an old miner, ex-
plained to the House the danger of an un-
derground miner working with foreigners
owing to the faet that they did not know
the langnage. We have a Mines Regnlation
Act, and if foreigners are not able to speak
the language, it is the fault, not of Par-
liament, but of the administration of the
Act. We have had read to us the language
test that foreigners have to pass. The hon.
member also told us that foreigners, and
particularly Southern Europeans, wounld
enter dangerous places where a Britisher
would not go, and were prepared to take
risks that they ought not to take. Then
he said that when en accident oceurred, the
man who took the risk was not the foreign-
er, but the Britisher. 1 eannot reconcile
those two statements. One man is prepared
to take the risk and the Britisher is not,
but we are told that when an accident oe-
eurs a Britisher has to go to the rescue of
the foreigner.

Mr. Chesson: That is borne out by facts.

Mr. LINDSAY: I am merely saying how
difficalt it is to reconcile the two statements.
The hon. member gave us to understand
that one of the objeetions against the em-
vloyment of Southern European: was that
they did not possess sufficient intelligence
io protect their own lives.

Mr. Chesson: I said in conunection wth
mining.

Mr. LINDSAY: I am prepared to accept
thut stalement also. It is & remarkab'e
fact that while members opposite have
spoken of the necessity for keeping South-
ern Buropeans out of the mines, this meas-
ure deals also with foreigners working on
the surface, and there has not been one
statement to show that any danger exists
on the surface from the employment of
Southern Europeans. Yet according o
the Bill 10 per cent. of foreigners may be
employed nnderground and only 5 per cent.
on the surface. Why that discrimination?
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1f the danger exists underground, why not
prescribe 5 per cent. of foreigners there and
10 per cent. on the surface?

The Minister for Mines: Why not make
it 3 per cent. for both?

Mr. LINDSAY: The Bill is nol mine.
When a member on this side of the House
stated that ail the foreigners belonged to
unions, the Minister interjected, “Yes, of
course they have to or they cannot get a
job”

The Minister for
Governunent works,

Mr, LINDSAY: No miner can go under-
ground in this State unless he is a unionist.
I am not objecting to that.

Mr. Sleeman: It is quite right, too.

Mr. LINDSAY: I agree. The point is
that the unionists can prevent those mem
from being employed in the mines if they
so desire, just as the Fremantle Lumpers’
Union have done, namely, by refusing to
give them union tickets. No man can join
the Fremantle Lumpers’ Union unless a
meeting is held to decide the number to be
admitted, and those who are accepted are
usually particular friends of the other mem-
bers. The unions have the power in ther
own hands to restrict the number of Sounth-
ern Europeans.

Mr. Rowe: That is entirely wrong.

Mr. Sleeman: You do not know very
mueh about it.

Mr. LINDSAY: | am merely replying to
statements made by the hon. member oppo-
¢ite who spoke in support of the Bill.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: That is untrue.

Mr. LINDSAY: The hon. member is not
entitled to say it is untroe.

The Minister for Mines: You have made
a very bad effort to quote what was said.

Hon, W. D. Johnson: If that statement
was made, it is wrong,

Mr. LINDSAY: A statement can be
wrong and yet not untrue. To the best of
my knowledge, my statement is not wrong
and not unirue.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: But if you say
somebody said that, he said something thai
was not correet.

Mr. LINDSAY: The member for €ue
said that althoufgh foreigmers are good,
staunch unionists and have to be in order
to get employment——o

Mr. Chesson: I did not say that.

Mr. LINDSAY: I say they have to be
unionisty in order o get employment.

Mines: I meani on
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My, Chesson: I say you ave wrong and
you kunow it.

Mr, LINDSAY: Will the hon. member
say that men are allowed to work for any
length of time without becoming members
of the unien? If so, it is news to me. T
nofed down an interjection made by the
Mimister for Mines last night.

The -Minister for Mines: I said that no
man could get employment on a Government
job without a union ticket. The Government
do not own mines.

Mr. LINDSAY: My recollection of the
Minister’s inferjection to the Leader of the
Country Party was, “We see that they do
becomie members of the union’” I do not
blame him and his friends for that attitude.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: But they can refuse
and ean work without a union tieket.

The Minister for Mines: And they are
doing jt to-day.

Mr. Richardson: But not for Jong.

Mr. LINDSAY: The member for Cue
also said that the Southern Europeans went
on te the aceident fund and took back 100
per cent. of the money they paid in.

Mr. Chesson: I said that in one instance
they had taken more and had broken down
the accident fund. T was referring to the
new chums.

Mr. LINDSAY: Well, make it the new
chums. On the hon. member’s statement,
the new chums are able to take the funds
paid in by other unionists, and the other
unionists are prepared to let them do it.
Surely that shows a want of intelligence on
the part of the majority of the men and
greater intelligence on the part of the
foreigners!

Mr. Chesson: We found out by experi-
ence. )

Hen. 8Sir James Mitchell: Who had the
experience and who had the money?

Mr, Panton: The insurance companies are
frettine the experience now.

Mr., LINDSAY: The faet remains that
the aremnent advanced is that Ttalians or
Sonthern Furopeans are a menace to Brii-
ishers engaged in the mining industr

Mr. Chesson: Through lack of experience,

Mr. LINDSAY: And that in consrequence
of foreigners having heen engazed, the num-
bet of accidents in the mining industry has
inerensed.  Al:o it has been argued that the
infilnx of Southern FEuropeans has been
grestest "during the last three years, I
assume Promh the debate that a number of
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Southern Europeans are engaged in the
mining industry. I have before me a graph
showing the number of deaths in the mining
industry from 1900 to 1926. In order to
assist my argument I am prepared to admit
that a greal many more men were engaged
in the industry in 1900 than there are fo-
day. Perhaps there were three times as
many married men in 1900.

Mr. Panton: More than that.

Mr. LINDSAY: Well, say four times. I
will give the hon. member anything he asks
in that respect so long as he allows me to
continue my argument. From the tenor of
the speeches made here, I assume that in
1900 there were not as many Southern
Europeans engaged in the industry as there
gre to-day. I am justified in assuming that
because their presence was not considered
a menace in 1900 or during all the inter-
vening years. It has become a menaee only
now. The Labour Party have been in power
for many years during that period and they
have never taken nofice of the menace until
now. Thevefore I assume that the menace
has become greater than it was in the pasi.

Mr. Marshall: I suppose you are aware
of the fact that in 1900 there was no Mines
Regulation Act.

Mr. LINDSAY: Yes. In 1900 the num-
ber of deaths in the mines was 45. During
the other years the number varied but the
graph shows tbat it decreased until in 1926
there were only six deaths.

Mr, Chesson: We are nnt talking shout
fatalities. Those fizures do not show minor
aceidents.

Mr., Marshall: You have to take into
account the mumber of men employed.

Mr. LINDSAY: I econcede the hon.
member that there were four times as many
in 1900 as there are to-day. I am prepared
to mnke it five times the number. I have
an official publieation before me giving the
nuinber of acecidents in two years and it is
remarkable that the number of aceidents in
the seeond year, including minor injuries,
was a great deal smaller than in the other
vear. I have mentioned this matter in order
to show that the position has not become
serious during the last few months. The
Labour Party have been in office for nearly
six vears and they held office previously
for five years, a total of 11 years in all, and
the presence of foreigners in the mines was
not considered serious during all those years,
Tt has heeome serious only to-day. Yet from
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the figures I have quoted the position was
more serious in the past than it is to-day,
and therefore I see no reason for introduecing
this Bill. The member for Leonora (Mr.
Cowan) when speaking last night stated
that we had an Arbitration Court to protect
employees in the matter of wages. Yet other
members told us that although there was an
Arbitration Cowrt award, many of the men
engaged in the indusiry aceepted wages
lower than those fixed by the court. I think
the member for East Perth (Mr. Kenneally}
said that the same thing applied to some of
the foreigners employed in the furniture in-
dustry in Perth, and that the union had been
able to take a case to the eourt and had won
it. Well, what are the unions for? Ave
they in existence only to collect the fees of
members? When they accept the subserip-
tions of unionists, it is their duty to look
after their members. Yet members say that
although Parliament has passed arbitration
laws and although the court has awarded
certain wages, men who are unionists are
permitted to be exploited.

Mr. Panton: They are taking cases in the
court every day and you know it. Hundreds
of cases are set down for hearing now.

Mr, .INDSAY: I agree that the unions
should poliece the awards. We read almost
every day of cases before the comxt. Why
do not the union officials police the award in
the mining industry? Members have not
stood up in the Honse and stated that shop
assistants are paid less than award rates.

Mr. Panton: We could do so in many
instances.

Mr. LINDSAY: On this Bill, however,
members have said thal Southern Furo-
peans, owing to their want of intelligence
and lack of knowledge concerning our laws,
are a menace to other untonists, although
they are themselves members of unions.
That is an admission of the incompetence of
union officials, The Minister for Mines said
that these people were members of a union
and that the officials saw to it that thev
joined.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: We have no control
over the paysheets.

Mr. LINDSAY : But the officials have
control over their members. The job of the
union secretary is to see that his members
are paid the proper wage.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: But they will sign
for anything.
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Mr. LINDSAY: Instead of making asser-
tions in the House, why do not members
bring proof of their statements?

Hon. W. D. Johnson: How can you pos-
sibly get proof of that soxt of thing?

Mr. LINDSAY : Let affidavits be hrought
down. The member for Leonora said that
we conld protect members of the unidns con-
nected with the mining industry because
there were awards governing it, but that
we could not protect the interests of the
employees of road -eontractors who paid
their men less than the award rates. That
is rather a serious assertion, and one that
the hon. member should prove. I can speak
with some knowledge of the road boards in
my electorate. They are all paying the basic
wage,

Hon. W. D. Johnson: [ am prepared to
extend that to the eockies. .

Mr. LINDSAY: The cocky is one man
who has not had his wage fixed, and the hon.
member knows it.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: That is why he likes
the Southern European.

Mr. Panton: One cocky to another!

Mr. LINDSAY: I should like to know
how many Southern Europeans are working
as farm hands. I agree with the member
for York that clearing was being done under
Agrieultural Bank conditions when the Min-
ister for Lands stopped it. I do not blame
him for carrying out the labour policy.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The Govern-
ment give permits for clearing to Sounthern
Faropeans now.

Mr. LINDSAY: Pennuits have been given
in my electorate under certain conditions,
and in cases where an injustice would other-
wise have been done. The loeal authorities
in my electorate are paying the basic wage.
The secretaries of at least three of them
asked me if the increase in the basic wage
applied to them. T told them it did, and
they are working their employees 48 hours
a week and are paying the increased wage.
I object to any interference with hours. If
the Arbitration Court awards a 20-honr
week, we must abide by their deeision. I
object to Parliament, which bappens to be
one-sided in this House, deciding by an Aect
how long any individual shall work. It
amounts practically to menacing the Arbi-
tration Court bench. The action of the Min-
ister for Works in making an agreement with
the A.W.U. in connection with the Federsl
aid roads grant, and fixing the hounrs for the
week at 44, is, in & sense, an instreetion to
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the court not to impose a longer week in
other cases. It is the fask of the court to
decide such a matter on the evidence that is
brought forward. When the member for
Leonora was speaking, I ioterjected to a<k
whether his remarks applied to the Federal
aid roads grant. 1 am not sure how lung
ago the Main Roads Board put that clause
into the specification. [ think it has been
there for the last three years. Members
shonld give proof of where these things have
happened, and of the partienlar class of
work that was involved, In the agreement
it is laid down what the working conditions
shal! be, and what the number of hours per
week shali be. 'When the hon. member was
talking about it, he was not referring to the
private work being done by local authorities.
That is usnally earried out year in and year
ouf by the same employees.

Mr. Cowan: 1 stil! say my statement is
correct, and 1 make no apology for it.

Mr. LINDSAY: And I say the hon. mem-
ber should give us the substance of the
wlole thing and let us investigate it.

The Minister for Works: It is you who
are wrong. That clause was not then in the
agreement.

My, LINDSAY: 1 did not say definitely
that it was. T said it was there now.

. The Minister for Works: You said it
was put in three years ago.

Mr. LINDSAY: I said the agreement
was made three years ago, but that I was
pot sure when the clanse was embodied,
I know it is there now.

The Alinister for Works: You said you
knew it had been there for three years.

Mr, LINDSAY: My speech will show
what 1 said. I did say the Aet had been
in operation for three years. Members op-
posite helieve in a 44-hom week, and in
eompuolsory unionism, It is their party who
govern the State. Naturally while they are
on that side of the House they will endeav-
our to earry out their policy. This road
question was not brought up by me. We
in the country are finding ourselves in seri-
ous difficulty. We pay the basic wage, and
work 44 hours a week. When it comes
to a quoestion of, say, waintenance work
under the Federal aid roads scheme, the
men whe are working on ordinary rates are
also working 4S hours. When it comes to
.the other joh, however, we have to pay
the men fis, per week more for four hours
a week less work,
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Mr. Marshall: Do you mean men on the
minest

Mr. LINDSAY : 1 am replying to the state-
ment made by the member for Leonora. 1
am opposed to two points in the Bill. [
ohject to the 44-hour week being placed in
an Act of Parliament. That job belongs
to the Arbitration Court. No argument
has yet been put up that justifies the inelu-
sion of that provision. Some arguments
may have been put forward regarding the
limitation of the number of foreigners who
are employed on underground work on the
mines, but no convineing argument has been
put up why the number of those engaged
on the surface should be limited.

Mr. Kenneally: With the exception of
those two things, you will support the Bill?

Mr, LINDSAY : Yes, because there is
nothing else in it.

AMr, Marshall: You are always voting for
nothing.

Mr. LINDSAY: U remember that I once
voted for a motion moved by the hon. mem-
ber, hut of course that was nothing, T
intend to oppose the second reading of the
Bill,

MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [510]: The
wember for Toodyay seems to be surprised
that it is possible for anyone to sign a pay
sheet and receive less money than is stipu-
lated upon it. He said if these things were
known members should bring them before
the Honse. He may be interested to learn
that this has been done. I was personally
responsible for bringing a ease before the
Court and  having the employer Hued.
If the hon. member doubts my state-
ment, I will give him the name of the em-
plorer. Iundreds of cazes of this kind are
zoing on zll over the eountry. T helieve it
is being done to a great extent with foreign-
ers. The case I speak of was in connee-
tion with Britishers. If people will do that
with Britishers, they will do it with the
newly-arrived Southern Europeans, many of
whom are at their wit’s end to gain a liv-
ing, and will aecept any conditions.

Mr. Davy: You do not suggest that a
mininz eompany would fake the books in
order to bring this abont?

Ar. SLEEMAN: T do not say this would
happen so much in the mining industry as
in the case of other industries. There are
hundreds of ways of getting at the em-
ployees. Tt has been proved that foreigners
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have received money from a company, and
have handed back to the shift boss some
time Iater half the amount they reeeived.
That is one reason why Italians are em-
ployed.

Mr. Lindsay: 1s the shift boss & member
of the union?

Mr. SLEEMAN: Ne. Tbe member for
Toodyay complained about the statement
of the member for East Perth (Mr. Ken-
neally) who, when the Leader of the Coun-
try Party was speaking, said that hon, mem-
ber wanted to bring thiz country down to
the level of the blackfellow. The member
tor Toodyay maintains that we can compete
with the hlackfellow.

Mr. Lindsay: We are deing it.

Mr. SLEEMAN: We may be doing it in
one industry. The hon. member can blow
hot and cold in the one breath. Not long
ago he complained that we could not com-
pete with white eountries. He said that
our workmen could not do the work, and
that this was why our implements could
not be sold here. This in his opinion, was
the reason we could not compete with white
labonr outside,

Mr. Lindsay: Why do you charge three
times the ordinary price for those imple-
ments?

Mr. SLEEMAN: The hon. member says
we cannot compete with a white eountry.
My friends opposite say we should not re-
strict the Arbitration Court. The member
for Toodyay has stated that the Minister
has given instructions to the court. The
member for Katanning said that as the
Arbitration Court had fixed the hours at
44 per week we should leave the matter
alone. T propose to show that the Leader
of the Country Party also blows hot and
cold, Last night he said we should not in-
terfere with the court. On the 8th Angust,
1928, he said—

I suggest that in the interests of the hoys

and girls of Western Australin we should
instroet the Arbitration Court.

Mr. Thomson: Hear, hear!

Mr. SLEEMAN: Oh yes! But never
raind ahont the miners when foreigners are
eoncerned. The member for Albany said,
‘Do yon suggest we should instruet the
eourf 72’ and the member for Katanning re-
plied, **Yes.’’ He now says we should leave
the eourt alone. T elaim we are not inter-
fering with it, and never have done so.
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There 1s no harm in embodying in an Act a
provision for a 44-hour week when the Ar-
bitration Court have already given it in the
mining industry.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
make it 40 hours a week.

Mr. SLEEMAN: It is quite correat to
embody such a provision in an Ae¢t. Mem-
bers also complained about limiting the
numbers of foreigners, to whom they ap-
pear to be very partial. Let us examine
what some members of the Country Party
have =nid about foreigners in this House.
The member for Beverley said—

You should

I speak from personal cxperieace. I have
Italians working for me to-day, Had it not
been for the rough bhandling I have received
from the Australians and the Britishers I
would not do so. The average immigrant
cannot do clearing work, and the average
Australian will not.

Mr. Latham: You are twisting those re-
marks to suit yourself.

Mr. SLEEMAN: That is what the hon.
nember said. The member for York can
twist something else to suit himself. The
member for Beverley went on to say—

1 would sooner pay a gang of Italiany 3s.
or 43, per acre more than average Australiaus

and DBritishers, becanse the job wounld be
complcted, and with less trouble.

The opinion of members opposite is that an
Italian is better than an Australian, From
the remarks of the member for York (Mr.
Latham) I take it that if he were a mine
owner he would flood his mine with South-
ern Europeans because, in his opinion, the
job would be done better by them than by
his own countrymen.

Mr. Latham: Cannot you be fair?

Mr. SLEEMAN: That is the only in-
ference to be drawn from the hon. wember’s
remarks.

Mr. Latham: I did not make that re-
mark about the job being done better by
Italians.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Cannot the
member for Fremantle get back o the Bill?

Mr. SLEEMAN : Unquestionably 44 hours
is long enongh for any man working un-
derground in this country’s mines. In fair-
ness to the people we bring here from the
01d Country, in fairness to our own people,
in fairness to the boys who will be our
miners of to-morrow, restrictions should be
placed upon the employment of foreigners.
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Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
boys will not be miners.

Mr. SLEEMAN: OQur secondary indus-
tries are not always supported as they
should be, and some of our boys will be
driven into the mines. I compliment the
Minister on having brought down the Bill,
which is long overdue; and I hope it will
pass both Houses,

I hope our

t

HON. SIR JAMES MITCEELL (Nor-
tham) [517]: As has been suggested by
the Minister for Mines, there is no need
to alter the law limiting the hours of
miners.

The Minister for Mines:
that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELT: What
did the Minister say®

The Minister for Mines:  That never
since I have been in Western Australia has
the 48-hour system been carried out. The
hours have always been less.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
just what I indicated. 1 listened to the
Minister’s remarks most carefully, as I al-
ways do.

The Minister for Mines: Do not misquote.
I will not allow you to do that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I said
what the Minister hag just repeated, that
gince the Minister has been in this country
—and he has been here most of his life—
o 48 hours week has not been worked under-
ground. The Minister is so petulant that
he ecannot contzin himself, but poes off at
a tangent and at half-cock.

The Minister for Mines: 1 evidently
went off at full-coek in this Bill, to judge
from the diseussion it has evoked.

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
bours worked underground are not to ex-
ceed 48 hours under the existing law. The
Minister says that members on this side of
the Chamber are backing up the foreigner.
We are not doing so. We merely want jus-
tice done in the mining industry. The Min-
ister asks us to amend a law which there
i3 no need to amend with regard to houra.
A few minutes ago the member for Fre-
mantle (Mr. Sleeman) stated that the mem-
ber for Beverley (Mr. C. P. Wansbrough)
had said he had given preference to Itali-
ans. Let me tell the House that quite lately
I asked a nnion secretary this question, *If

I did not say
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20 men-are wanted for a job and there are
30 applicants, and if there are 10 Britishers
with union tickets, 10 Italians with union
tickets, and 10 Britishers without tickets,
who would get the job?’’ He replied, ‘‘The
20 with tiekets would get it.”' Ten Italians,
having patd 258, or whatever the fee is to
the tunds of the union, would get the job
over the Britisher who has not the 25s. to
buy a ticket with.

[Several interjections.]

Mr. SPEAEKER: Order!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Are the
unions so bard op that they must take
funds from the foreigmers and, having
taken their money, give them jobs in pre-
ference to Bnglishmen? The Minister for
Mines has said that we on this side back
the italians.

The Minister for Mines: Every hon.
member who so far has spoken on the Op-
position side of the House has done so. I
do not know what yon are going to do, but
everyone else on your side has done that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I prefer
the Britisher to anyone in the world.

The Minister for Mines: Then you are
the exception on that side of the House.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
not.

The Minister for Mines: The only exeep-
tion.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHEILL: Nothing
pf the sort. I would recommend the Minis-
ter to read a little book entitled ‘‘The
Cricket Mateh.” It 1s the spirit of Ene-
land, really. The perusal of the book would
prove instruetive and useful to the hon.
gentleman.

Mr. Sampson: It contains a chapter
headed “Playing the Game.”

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Italians
have been employed by the Government,
and more by the Government than by
anybody else, mine owners included. Thon-
sands of sleepers have heen ent adjacent
to my electorate, and stacked in my elec-
torate, by Italians employed on Government
contraets. I suppose the sleepers were cut
on private lands, but they were cut for the
Govermment and paid for out of Govern-
ment funds.

Mr. A. Wansbrough:
tractnrs.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Govern-
went mwoney was paid away for slespers

Cut by subeon-
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cut by Italians for the Government and
stucked ut Spencer’s Brook.

The Minister for Railways :
hieen stopped.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Beesuse
no more sleepers are required by the Gov-
ernment. It is no use whatever to say that
the Government have stopped. They stopped
three or four months ago. This matfer has
heen talked about here for a long time, The
member for Fremantle (Mr. Sleeman) read
extracts from “Hansard” of the debate on the
matter that took place a year ago.

The Minister for Railways : They said
they were not employing foreigners, and
then we had to prove that they were. There-
wpon we slopped it. I ean show the hon,
member the file if he wants to be assured
of the faet.

Hon Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
want to be assured of it. The fact remaina
that foreigners were so employed. Apart
from that, foreigners can become members
of unions and help to support the unions
throughout the State. Of the £100,000 col-
lected by unions annpually, I wonder how
much comeg from foreigners. It is perfect-
ly righi that the foreigmer, if he has the
protection of a union, should belong to that
union; but I think that if I felt as strongly
on the snhject as members opposite du, I
would not let him join the union, and then
he would not get Government work, The
tronble i3 not that we object to the race
at all. 'Who could? We are not born pri-
soners of the country in which we are born;
we are free to roam the world, and parii-
cularly where white people dwell. But it
is ineonvenient to have the Italians. I agres
that the Britisher ought to get preference.
Something has been said about clearing con-
tracts. I told the Government that the
Italians get the contraects becanse there ara
Italian contractors most capable of seeing
a elearing job through. If the Government
could see their way fo let contraects again
as we once did, those contracts would be
secured by Britishers, who would employ
Britishers. All our own people cannot take
such contracts, because they are not accus-
tomed fo the work. Italians who have just
arrived here are not expected to take con-
tracts, Someone has to supervise them. We
agree, however, that the Brifisher ought to
regeive preference.

The Minister for Railways: Let us try
to carry out our contraet with the Imperial

That has
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Government to take Britishers in this State.

Houn. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: This is
quite apart from all that.

The Minister for Railways: No. If we
take foreigners, we cannot take Britishers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, we
can.

The Miuister for Railways: We prefer
Britishers.

Hoa. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We can
employ everybody within the State, and a
few from oversea,

The Minister for Railways: Yes, if we
get the money, or if private persoms put
the money in. The State cannot do it.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I agree
that the State connot employ everybody;
but the State can easily destroy employ-
ment, and that has happened on many oe-
nasions,

The Minister for Railways: You do not
charge the Government with doing that, do
voun?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, I
do. However, that is not the position now.
So far as the 48 hours are concerned, it
is quite unnecessary, as the Minister said,
to alter the law,

The Minister for Mines: I said nothing
af the sort,

Tou. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. 'The
Minister said the 4% hours bad never been
worked. 1 agree that probably 44 hours
would be enongh in eonnection with mines,

The Minister for Agriculture: It is a
long way too much. I tried if.

Hom, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Does
the Minister for Agriculture say be does
not want to work too much?

Mr, Panton: No. He said you did not
do enough.

Horn. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: I admit
that I do not do enough, and I never yet
met any other member of the House who
did enough. I do not suppose any of us
ever will,

Mr. Panton: Dorn’t be pessimistie, but
turn over a new leaf.

Hon, S8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Certaia-
ly members are not over-worked and Min-
isters are not over-worked.

Mr. Panton: Let us all furn over s new
leaf and do enough,

Hpn. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is
utterly impossible.

Mr, Panton: Are you speaking for your-
self again?
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is
utterly impossible for hon, members oppo-

site. T know them too well.
Mr, Sampson : Those deeply engrained
habits.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Let us
not be accusing one another of favouring
the Italians or of employing the Jtalians.
1t has been proved that hon. members op-
posite take the political fees of Italians.
Hon. members opposite are all culprits in
that respect. They should not attack mem-
bers on this side of the Chamber. The
Minister for Mines has said that one does
find a few Italians working in the mines
who are not naturalised. It is to be re-
membered that we have nothing whatever
to say against the white races. There are
many pataralised foreigners who have lived
in Western Australia for many years. The
Minister has nothing to say against them.
We have admitted them into our midst, and
they have done great work through the
years. They are now admitted as Austra-
lians, and many of them have Australian
children., We do not wish to be misunder-
stood in the matter. We do not desire to
mark or label anv section of the pecple
who live in this eountry. Those foreigners
who have become naturalised and have done
good work here for years, are guite aparf
from the men who now come—brought

here, I presume, by some organisation.-

I am in aecord with hon. memhers who say
that our own people should get the work
that is available. We should do that in
aceordance with onr agreement with the
British Government. If there is additional
work, then the others should be allowed to
take advantage of it. The Minister says it
does not matter if he is able to get a pro-
portion of one in ten in the mining industry.

The Minister for Mines: We will be doing
rood work if we get the percentage down
to one in ten.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Why
should we be asked to do that in the way the
Minister suggests? Either it is bad or it is
good that these people are allowed to work
in the mines. I feel a bit like the Jew who
was told by his doctor that he was covered
with smallpox and had but o short time to
livee. He asked the Jew if there was any-
thing he eould do for him. The Jew asked
him to send for the priest. The doctor asked
him why he wanted the priest and not the
Rahbi, to which the Jew replied, “T don’t
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want to give the Rabbi this disease, do [
The Minister can learn a lesson from the
story of the Jew. Why does he want to
bhave these foreigoers in the mines at all?
If it is good to exclude 50 per cent. of them,
why not mseke a job of it and exclude the
lot?

Mr. Sleeman: Surely you do not intend
to move an amendment to that effeet?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : From
time to time we have discussed the dangerous=
nature of work underground; we have
spioken of the loss of life entailed by work
in the mines, We all agree that work under-
sround is not an attractive form of employ-
ment. If it is work of that description and
we do not want our own people to be en-
guged in it, why not lei others, who are
willing to take the risk, undertake those
jubs?

Mr. Sleeman: You are not heing very con-
siderate now!

Mr. Kenneally : The miners will be
pleased to know that that is the attitude of
the Opposition.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: My very
important friend from East Perth has not
read the Bill. The Minister says he will
allow ten per cent. of these men to work
underground and I say that if he is logical
he will exclade all of them,

Mr. Kenneally: Let the hon. member go
to the goldfields and tell the people that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Let me
tell the hon. member that I do not go about
the country humbugging the people. I do
uot want to humbug the workers hy talking
abont the foreigners and at the same time
accepting the latter’s cash in the shape of
union fees. That sort of thing does not suit
me at all. When the Minister says he will
allow ten per cent. of the foreigners to work
underground, I asked him why he should
have any of them at all. [ confesy that I am
somewhat like the Jew,

Mr. Sleeman: You will certainly move an
amendment, and eut out the ten per cent.!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
intend to move an amendment at all. Tt
would he a waste of time because hon, mem-
hers opposite obey the crack of the Party
whip. Of course I know that unrder tke Bil]
five per cent. of the workers above ground
may he non-naturalised foreifmers,

The Minister for Mines: This does not
apply to Italians only,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Certainly
it applies to Southern Europeans, but they
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are mostly Italians who are here. Why does
the Minister not say that it shall apply to
all foreigners who are employed direetly or
indireetly in oceupations?

The Minister for Mines: If you are pre-
pared to go that far, I will be with you.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
Minister is anxious to deal with the mining
industry along these lines, why does he not
apply the principle to other industries as
well, inelnding work on the Fremantle
wharves?

Mr. Sleeman : There are none on the
wharves at Fremantle.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: To be
consistent, the Minister should apply this
provision to all forms of employment.

The Minister for Railways: Do you knew
that foreigners are working on the wharves
in South Australia and taking the plaee of
returned soldiers?

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
know that the Minister is muech concerned
about returned soldiers.

The Minister for Railways: Yes, I am.
You have not heard me say a word against
the interests of returned soldiers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I can
say a good deal about what the returned
soldiers have not got even yei.

Mr, Panton: That sort of thing has been
going on ever since the war. Look at me!l
I might have been Governor General!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T hope
the Minister realises that if he is to do so
much under the clause I am discussing, he
should apply the restriction generally—if it
is to be applied at all.

The Minister for Railways:*The Minister
explained that the foreigners he referred to
were a danger to themselves and to their
fellow workmen.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I know,
above ground. If they are to be allowed to
work in the mining industry, we should re-
mernber that they have been doing so ever
since we have had such an industry in West-
ern Australia.

The Minister for Railways: Are you not
aware that people can get burt above
ground$

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, and
elsewhere.

The Minister for Railways: Bui we are
dealing with fhe mining industry only at
present.
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Why
should the Government confine it to one in-
dustry alone?

The Minister for Railways:
make a start somewhere.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Government will not have time within which
fo do much more, and if they desire to ex-
tend this principle, they had better do it now
becanse it will be their last chance. For
five years they have done nothing, and it
is only now that they propose this amend-
ment.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
her must address the Chair.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
is no pecessity to alter the Act to substitute
44 hours for 48 hours. The Minister ad-
mitted that it would not benefit the miners
and, therefore, there is no need to pass that
amendment to the second proposal. If the
Hounse did so, we would be stultifying our-
selves, We would say that nine naturalised
foreigners could be employed and ounly one
who was not naturalised. The Minister gave
us the impression it would be safe if only
ten per cent. of these men worked in the
mines.

The Minister for Mines : During the
course of my spesch, I did not say a word
about it being safe. You are again stating
gsomething that you know is incorrect.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister 1s very fond of saying that 1 make
statements that I know to be incorrect. A
man will only accuse another of a meanness
of which he himself is capable. If the Min-
ister were to protest a little less and make
fewer assertions, it would be better for all
concerned.

The Minister for Mines: Well, I make
that assertion that I did not say anything
about safety.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I cer-
tainly gathered the impression that that was
what the Minister meant. I do notknow that
the Bill will serve a useful purpose. Most
of the Bills that we dealt with last session
and many of ithose we have considered so
far, come within that category. Here we
have men erying out for bread, and the Gov-
ernment give them a stone in the shepe of
this sort of legislation!

The Minister for Mines: If the Bill is
agreed to, we will give work to men who are
looking for it and cannot get it now,

We must

The hon, mem-
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Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If that
is the position, we will put the Bill through.

Mr. Latham: And what will the Govern-
ment do with the men who will be displaced?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Few of
the mines are employing a greater percent-
age of foreigners than the Bill provides,
That was what the Minister's own figures
diselosed.

The Minister for Mines: Some of the
mines are ernaploying fewer, but all the
fisures I gave referred to foreigners who
were not naturalised.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1
listened to the Minister and I thought he
explained that the majority of the men weru
naturalized.

Mr. Panton: But a man ccases to be a
foreigner when he is naturalised.

The Minister for Mines: If he is natur-
alised, the man will not be covered by the
Bill. _

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : The
Minister indicated that he did not wish for-
eigners to be employed in the mines because
it impaired safety, and if that is so, surely
it would be advisable to limit their employ-
ment in all other oceupations.

MR. GRIFFITES (Avon) [5.40]: The
point that has struck me during the course
of the debate has been the continued refer-
ence to the taet that Southern Europeans
had to be handicapped in order to enable
our own people to compete with them. Ts
that the sort of advertisement we wish to
broadeast? During the course of his speech,
the Minister stressed the danger involved in
the employment of 1hese men and the neces-
sity for action that would lead to the preven-
tion of accidents. When he made that sugges-
tion, i occurred to me that the member for
Collie (Mr. Wilson) at one time worked in
a mine. ] can guite imagine it would be
diflicult to understand him if he got a bit
excited!

Mr. Aucelo: He has passed the language
tesl.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Other members have
en loudly prolesting that they hold no
briel for Southern Europeans. I do nol
know thet any hon. member holds a brief
for them. Repeatedly statements have heen
made that large numbers of these men are
being empleyed in the farming areas, but
1 ¢an give that a fat denial. Recently 1
wns at Mundaring Weir and two men who
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rould speak English passably, asked me to
show them the way to the pumping station.
L directed them and walked along with the
men. As we were progressing towards the
pumping station, 1 asked them if they were
lvoking for work and they replied in the
allirmative, 1 said, “Can you nol get any
work in the country?®’ They repliea that
they had been for three months in the wheat
belt, but the farmers had no work for them.
I said that thnt was pretty bad, and they
suid it was no good at all, I asked them
whnt they were going to do, and they told
me they would endeavour to find work ai
the pumping station and if not, they would
try somewhere else. If we allow these people
to comme here, 1L is rather hard on them to
prevent them from getting work. In an
interjection the Minister said, “This is
Bruce’s job.”

The Minister for Mines: The l’rime Min-
ister has the power to prohibit them from
comithy here; I have not, If he will allow
them to come here, he must look after them.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Figures recently pul-
lished demonstrated that more of these
people were going out of the country than
were coming in. The point is that these
people are here and it is rather inhuman
to suggest that we shall prevent them from
making a living. We often hear that the
foreigners are exploited. I know that be-
fore the embarge was placed upon the
employment of Houthern Furopeans on
clearing work, some of these men were
working in the wheat districts and they
were not in receipt of less than the usual
rates. It may be that some of those men
were exploited soon after their arrival in
the State, buf, generally speaking, I know
it to be a fact that on clearing operationa
the men have not worked for less than is
paid to ordinary Australian workmen. With-
in the last four or five months a certain
farmer came to Perth and called on me
to relate his troubles regarding eclearing
operations on his property.

Mr. Marshall: That has nothing to do
with the Bill,

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The hon. member
shomld mird his own business, When I
speak, T do <o to make o point and T make
it,

Me. Mar-hall: You never say anything.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The hon. members re-
marks that T suy nothing. When he starts
to speak, 1 get =0 fed up that I clear out.
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I was about to relate the experience of a
certain farmer who had employed Southern
European labour on eclearing work. He
had been ordered to dispense with the ser-
vices of these men and to employ Austra-
lians. His experience, however, was so
unfortunate that he asked me to use my
influence with the Minister. The farmer
was sent to the secretary of the Timber
Workers' Unien, who happend to be an old
friend of his, and be said, “I will send you
three men.” One man went up first and
the other two followed. These men began
the work but left it unfinished. The farmer
wired for others, and three more were sent
along. They too failed to remain and in
the end the Minister granted the farmer
permission fo employ Southern Europeans.
There is & certain class of work that South-
ern Europeans will do that our own people
will not do. The foreigners carry out clear-
ing work very well. The argument all along
regarding these men has been that they work
for less than the ruling rate of wage.

The Minister for Raiiways: That has no-
thing to do with this Bill.

My, GRIFFITHS: It has a bearing on
it.

The Minister for Railways: Not a bit.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: A great deal has been
said about the employment of Southern
Europeans in the wheat belt, and it has
also been said over and over again that
the Arbitration Court fixes the hours of
work in respect of the various industries.
So it seems to me ridiculous to bring in
this Bill to provide for 44 hours, which is
already worked by order of the court. The
Bill will mean merely duplication.

MR. ROWE (North-East Fremantle)
[6.48]: I have listened attentively to the
speeches of various members who have dealt
with the employment of foreigners in the
State, and I wish to clear the atmosphere
reparding the engagement of Sounthern
Europeans on the wharves, and their mem-
bership in the Fremantle Lumper’s Union.
Statements have been made that these men
are permitted to join the Lumpers’ Union,
but T wish it to he distinetly understood
that no alien is allowed to become a8 member
of the union until he has taken out natnral-
isation papers. I have filled in many of
the papers for Sonthern Europeans who
have afterwards become members of the
onion. They turned out good workers and
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good citizens. In some instances at a later
period they have taken up small areas of
land at Spearwood and a number of them
are doing fairly well on their blocks. I
repeat that no foreignera are permitted to
join the ¥remantle organisation until they
have become naturalised.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
8. W. Munsie—Hannans—in reply) [5.50]:
1 shall not take up much time in replying to
statements that have been made by several
hon. members. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion said that we had no right to legislate
to limit the nomber of any nationality
working in any industry. I do not know
whether he has read the Aet or not, but the
very Act we are now amending not only
limits the number of foreigners but abso-
lutely prohibits aliens of any description
working in or about a gold mine, It was
through wise as far back as 30 years to
legislate in that direction., The Bill we are
now discussing does not entirely prohibit
the employment of alien labour; it sets out
that & percentage shall be employed. The
Leader of the Opposition also said that if
it was bad to have more than 10 per cent.
ewployed in the minpes, it was bad to em-
ploy them at all. I will go 5o far as 40 say
that if T thought it was possible to get a
Bill through thisz Parliament prohibiting al-
together the employment of aliens in the
mining industry, I would not hesitate to
introduce it. But I do net believe it is
possible, and therefore I am asking merely
for what I eonsider is a reasonable thing—
limiting the number to 10 per cent.

Mr. Sampsorn: Would not the industry
be injured if you prohibited the employ-
ment of aliens altogether?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: In my
opinion the industry would be benefited if
alien labour were done away with alto-
rether. 1 am not going to eriticise or
Mame or make charges against anyone, but
the fact remains, and the figures prove it,
that in respect of unskilled labour on mines,
Southern Europeans do get preference over
Australians and Britishers.

Mr. Thomson: Why?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I will
leave the hon. member to find out. I am
trying to prevent the wholesale employ-
ment of aliens by limiting the number, and
in thai way also preventing preference,
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greater than 10 per cent., being given to
foreigners over our own people. If I can
get that through I ghail have done some-
thing to provide more employment for our
own race in the mines. When I introduced
the Bill I said that in the interesis of this
country it was necessary that legislation
of this deseription should be introdueed.
1 wish to repeat that statement and to add
that because of the large amount of money
that is being sent cut of this country by
Sonthern Europeans, it is in our own in-
terests that we should employ Britishers
and in that way keep in the State the
money enrned here. The Leader of the
Country Party took me to task for having
made that statement and he drew an anal-
ogy hetween what I stated and the early
days when what he called ‘‘tothersiders'’
came to Western Australia and sent nearly
the whole of the money they earned to their
people in Vietoria and New South Wales.
I wonld be cxceeding my duty if I at-
tempted to lezislate in the direction of pre-
venting money being sent by employees in
Western Australia to their relatives in the
Fastern States.

Myr. Sampson: Yoo could not do it

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Of
course not. Then why draw an analogy be-
tween the money being sent from Western
Australia to Vietoria and New South Wales
for the purpose of maintaining families in
another part of Australia, and the money
heing sent out of Australia to support fami-
lies in foreign countries? I can imagine the
hon. member and many others on his side
of the House attendine some Imperial fune-
tion, there wumving the flaw enthusiasticaily
and appealine for support for Australion
indnstries, and then perhaps next to Aus-
tralian industries for support fur Lmpire
industries, But when we eome to a ques-
tion ot ensplovment in Anstralia for onr
own voapde, they say, “Let s wdve it to
Sonthern Furopeans.”™

Mr, Sampson: No one has said that
yet,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
whole of the arguments of some members
opposite have been in that direction.

Mr. Sampson: We have drawn attention
to the inconsistencies in the Bill.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
Leader of the Opposition and the member
for Toedyay quoted figures to show that

[ASSEMBLY.]

aliens in Australia were decrcasing in num-
ber and said that was proved by the fact
that for the tirst three months of this year
the nuinber of departores from Australia
was greater than the number of arrivals.
I believe that is true; 1 do not think the
statistician gives false returns. But what
bas that to do with Western Aunsiralia?
Up to the last three years we had little
to complain about in respect of the num-
ber of Southern Europeans coming to West-
ern Australia. I believe that eight or ten
years ago they were coming in in too great
numbers. Then there was an easing-off as
far as Western Australia was concerned.
‘The tforeigners drifted from Western Aus-
tralia to Queensland. What happened there?
I was there myself a little over two years
ago and I was told to proceed to the rail-
way station to watch the departure >f a
train for Northern Queensland. I did se
and saw a special train despatehed with
no fewer than 307 Southern Europeans go-
ing from Brisbane to the spgar fields in
the north. On the following day I saw an-
other special train despatched with 279
Southern Europeans,

Mr. Sampson: And that is where the
sngar bounty goes!

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes. The
whole position became so pronounced that
a protest was made and an inguiry was
ordered. The Commonwealth were sap-
proached so often that it was made man-
datory that a foreigner should have £40 in
eash hefore being permitted to land. At
the inquiry that was held it was proved
conclusively that the same £40 was traf-
ficked backwards and forwards by the in-
dividunal responsible for the importation of
the foreigners. T do not know whether that
happens in Western Australia, but there
must be some organisation here that has
heen instrumental in bringing out Southern
Furopeans during the last three years.

Mr, Davy: As a matter of faet, these
peaple do not require to have £40.
The MINISTER FOR MINES:  Until

(nite recently if anyone went to Fremantle
nn the arrival of a steamer. there would be
found 80 or 0 and as many as 170 Ttalians
heing met and taken to Perth, and two
days later drafted out to country distriets
to work—mnot to camp, but to work. The
(Rovernment. went so far as to request the
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Criminal Investigation Department to make
inquiries for the purpose of determining
whether an organisation did actually exist,
We were not able to get satisfactory proof
of the existence of the organisation. If we
had been sble to establish that proof, the
Commonwealth Government would have
taken ae¢tion. Another complaint made by
members opposite is that though the pre-
sent Government have been in office for
nearly s&ix years, we failed to infro-
duce the Bill at an earlier stage. I
admit T have been Minister for Mines for
two years, yet have not previously intro-
duced it. But I say there never has been
greater necessity for the introduetion of a
Bill for the limitation of aliens in our mines
than there is at the present moment.

Mr. Sampson: The Bill eould have been
introdueced before.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I admit
it. As T say, there never has heen a time
when it was more needed than at present.
The reason for that is that during the last
three years we have had in exeess of arrivals
of Sonthern Europeans over departures just
on 8,000. Tt is of no significance how many
others may have entered or left the Com-
monwealth; in this State we have had an
influx of just on 8,000 within the I=st three
vears, excess of arrivals over departures. If
something is not done, instead of there being
21.76 per cent, of Southern Europeans em-
ployed urnderground in our mines as at
present, there will be 80 per eent., and that
verv soon. Two of my hon. friends have asked
why I have not attempted to limit the num-
ber of Southern Furopeans on the Kurra-
wang wood line. If the Kurrawang wood
line or employment thereon were controlled
by the Mines Regulation Act, I certainly
would attempt to litnit the number there;
but I cannot do that under an amendment of
the Mines Regulation Act. As it is I am
simply endeavouring to amend the Act with
a view to preventing an inerease, indeed,
with a view to reducing the number of
Southern Europeans alrendy in our mines.
Other memhers have asked, *Why do you
not za the whole hoz and cut them out alto-
gether?” Here again T say that if I thought
T bhad a jinssible chanee of getting through
Perliament a Bill altogether prohibiting the
employment of aliens in our mines, T would
wladly do it. But I do not think I have any
chance of suceeeding in that, whereas I am
sure I have a reasonable prospect of sue-
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ceeding in this proposal to limit to 10 per
cent. the number of Southern Europeans
working ' underground. Another grievance
raised is that we are interfering with the
Arbitration Aet, One would think that this
was something new, that Parliament had
never passed legislation fixing the hours any-
where. When the Mines Regulation Act was
passed many years ago, the legislators then
in control saw fit to set the maximum time
a man could be employed underground in
a mine at 48 hours per week, and inserted
that limitation in the Aet. As I said when
moving the second reading, 1114 years ago
the Arbitration Court awarded 44 hours per
week for men underground. That has been
in operation ever since, and I think we have
had before the Arbitration Court five or aix
cages; yet I do not know of an instance
where even the employers have suggested re-
verting to the 48-howr week. o I want to
know what is wieng with this. Tvidently
when the Mines Regulation Aet was passed,
people were of opinion that 48 hours wus a
ressonable time for men to work under-
ground. We know that for the last 11 years
or more the consensus of opinion has been
ihat 44 hours are sufficient. That being so,
[ eannot see what is wrong with altering in
our lezislation 48 hours to 44 hours.

My, Wilson: The British Governinent have
made it 42 hours per week for miners.

The MINISTER FOR MIINES: Yes, the
House of Commons have made the 42-hour
week statutory for the coal mines.

Mr. Thomson: There is no Axbitration

Court there.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: And on
another occasion this Parliament bas fized
hours of labour. Our Shops and Faetories
Act not only limits the number of hours to
be worked, but differentiates in the hours,
preseribing the number of hours that a
woman or a child may be employed, and the
honrs for all others employed in shops and
factnries working under an award of the
Avrbitration Court. Yet T have never heard
any protest against that on the score that
Parliament was theve pgiving divections to
the Arbitration Court. 1f it is necessary
to limit the number of hours a man may
work in any industry in this State, it is more
necessary in respect of the mining industry
than of any other. The member for York
(Mr. Latham) bitterly complained that T
had no right to introduee this legislation
unless I was prepared to put on the Esti-
mates an amount for the purpose of deport-
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ing these aliens when they are thrown out
of employment. I have no intention of ask-
ing to have such an amount placed on the
Estimates. I would not ask our own Gov-
ernment for it, nor would I appeal to the
Commonwealth Government either. I cer-
tainly wounld not have an amount piaced on
the Estimates for their deportation, nor will
I ever attempt to do it until the time comes
when the Government and the Parliament of
Western Australia have a right to say
whether or not nliens shall enter the State.
While the Commonwealth Parliament alone
can restrict the influx of aliens, and while
they rvefuse to limit the nwuber ecoming to
Western Australia, I will not do anything
for their assistance. 1 admit the Common-
wealth Government have said that their
poliey is to keep Australia 98 per cent.
British, and that, so far as I know, they are
earrving out that policy. Buf the unfortu-
nate part of it is that the Southern Euro-
peans are focking into Western Australia.
For years the flow of aliens was to Queens-
land, but to-day it is to Western Austrabia.
Is this State, with a population of but little
over 400,000, to carry the percentage of
aliens allowed for the Australian population
of 6,000,0007 I1f that is going fo be per-
mitted, we shall be in a fair way to having
in Western Anstralia a population 98 per
cent, Southern European. I do not wish to
see that. While the Commonwealth Govern-
ment permits Southern Europeans indis-
crimipately to come into this State, we are
Justilied in legislating to prevent them from
getting employment in our industries.

Mr. Davy: Have you consilered what youn
are woing to do with them when you get them
on your hands?

The MINISTER FOR MINES : No, 1
have enough to do to worry about trying to
tind employment for Enropeans.

Mr. Davy: You are not going to let them
die of starvation?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No, cor-
tainly not.

Mr. Davy: Well, they will he on your
hands.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Even so,
I will then have placed in employment some
250 or 300 Britishers who are on our hands
at present. With the foreigners out of em-
ployment, the Britishers will be able to get
work, and I am wholly in favour of seeing
our own countrymen aceommodated with the
employment offering. The Leader of the
Opposition again brought up the contention
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of the Government and their supporters that
the unemployment in Western Australia has
been raused largely throungh the influx of
Southern Enropeans; and he added that here
we were introducing legisiation for the pur-
pose of throwing more Sounthern Eurcpeans
on the labour market. I admit we did say
that a good deal of the nnemployment in
Woestern Australia was due to the influx of
Southern Europeans. I now repeat that
statemnent and say it is absolutely true. A
very large percentage of the unemployment
in Western Australia to-day is due to the
influx of Southern Europeans. The figures
quoted by the Premier—I have them here
—prove conclusively that that is se. In
three years we have had, in exeess of
arrivals over departures, 8,000 Southern
Europeans. I savy without hesitation that
there are not 1,000 of those men in Western
Australia unemployed to-day. I know that
iny friends on the Opposition cross-benches
say that we can go to any farming town
and see camps of them, unemployed. Never-
theless I undertake that there are not 1,000
Sonthern Europeans umemployed in West-
ern Aupsiralia to-day. Where, then, have
the other 7,000 gone? What jobs have
they got, and have they not had some effect
on the employment of the British migrant?
Of course they have had a big effect on
employment in this State, and for that rea-
son I want to limit the number of aliens
working in the mining industry and so in-
ercase the employment for our own eoun-
frymen,

Mr. Davy: You do not suggest that the
same pumher of Englishmen would not
have created exactly the same position?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No, but
we have done all we could by negotiations
and letters to prevent more than we eould
possibly absorb of British migrants coming
here. We had to do it. With go many
Southern Europeans coming in, it was not
possible for this or any other Government
to earry out the contract to take a given
number of migrants from Great Britain.
The position would be entirely different
if the Commonwealtk Government refused
to allow 8,000 Southern Europeans to eome
inte this country within & period of three
years. The member for Swan (Mr. Samp-
son) quoted a question he asked here some
time ago as to how work was sallocated by
Government departments. He said his
reason for asking the question was that he
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wanted to prove we were ineonsistent in
introducing this Bill. He said he got, by
interjection from me, the information that
the majority of Southern Kuropeans ein-
ploved in the mines were members of trade
unions. T still say that is frue. They are
not all members of trade unions. The mem-
ber for Toodyay (Mr. Lindsay)} declared
that no man could go underground on the
mines unless he were a unionist. I only
wish that contention were true. - In Vie-
toria for 15 years, before mining slackened
off a bit in that State, it was compulsorv
that » man should have a union ticket be-
fore he went below the surface. We have
not yet got that far in Western Australia.
I would very much prefer to see no man
working in or about a mine who was not
a member of a trade union. He ought to
be a member of a trade union, whetber he
is in the mining or any other industry. Bui
for the trades wnions, God knows what a
man’s position would have been to-day. Un-
doubtedly the trades unions have made the
existing conditions for the workers of to-
day. So I say if a man iy getting his liv-
ing by any ordinary employment, he should
helong to the organisation that has built un
his position.

Mr. Davy: Do you agree thai u union
=hould huve no right to refuse n wman ap-
plying for membership?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The min-
ing branch of the AW.U. does not refuse
anybody.

Mr. Davy: I did not say they did. I
suppose, a8 a corollary to the prineiple vou
have enunciated, you agree with the other
one too?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T have
no wish to discuss that just now. I say that
any maun werking in an industry, possessing
the principles of a man or being anxious
to0 do a fair thing by his fellow men, he
should be a member of the union in that in-
dustry.

Sitting snuspended [rom 6.15 to 7.30 pm.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
member for Tondyay (Mr. Lindsay) quoted
statislies of the munber of accidents. Sta-
tisties of accidents are not of much value
nnless they are taken over a long period.
In one year the fizures are likely to be
very hizh and in the next year very low,
Take the report I presented to-day giving
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the figures for 1927 and 1928. In 1927
there were 16 fatal aecidents and in 1928
only four. The total number of injured in
1927 was 371 and in 1928 335, while the
total killed and injured in 1927 number 387
and in 1928, 339, The lowest number is
over 300 for one year, which is sufficient
to show that mining is a hazardous occu-
pation. T hope the Bill will be passed, as
in my opinion it will do no injury to the
industry but eventually will benefit it, and
will eertainly give employment to our own
race in preference to Southern Furopesns
or other foreigners.

Question put and passed,
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Angelo in the Chair: the Minister
for Mines in charge of the Bill

Clanse I—agreed to.
Clause 2—Amendment of Section 41:

Mr. DAVY : It is very difficult to nnder-
stand the motive for including this clause.
The awards of the Arbitration Court are
just as much law as are the measures passed
by Parliament. Origically the idea was that
each dispute as it arose, instead of being
determined by exhaustion, shounld be deter-
mined by reason, but muchk water has flowed
under the bridges since then and to-day the
Arbitrgtion Court makes laws. The only
difference between allowing the award limit
of homrs to stand and putting it in an Aet
of Parliament is that by patting it in the
Act we prevent the ecourt from amending
it if it so desires,

Mr., Kenneally: That is, in the direetion
of increasing it?

Mr. DAVY: Yes. One reason why we
sllowed the court to do this work was that
we recognised clearly that Parliament could
not possibly do it. We had not the evidence
and were likely to be swayed by the views
of constitnents, whereas the court had all
the evidence and could be completely in-
formed so that it could judze of the maxi-
mum number of hours that men should work
in any partieular indusiry. The Minister
for Mines, before entering political life, was
connected with the mining industry, and he
has his own views as to how long he could
work and be kappy and eomfortable.

Mr, Thomson: He works more than 44
hours a week now. ‘ .
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Mr. DAVY: To do his work properly he
must, and quite & number of members also,
work more than 44 hours a week. Still, this
House is not a suitable body to determine
the number of hours to be worked. That
being so, one looks for a motive for the
clange. It seems to me that the Minister is
counsidering the wishes of portion of his con-
stituents—the members of trade unions em-
ployed in the industry—and is regarding
himself, not as member for the district, not
as a Minister administering affairs in the
interests of the whole country, but as a trade
union representative. He desires to put a
particular union, whose members comprise
a large number of his coenstituents, in the
position of tails ther win and heads the other
fellow loses, so that if the court decided that
the mines should work a little more than 44
hours a week, it would be up against this
provision. As we have an independent
tribunal to determine such questions, we
should not hamper it in any way. When
the amending Arbitration Bill was before
Parliament, another plaee carried an amend-
ment that involved submitiing to Parliament
the basic wege deeision of the Arbitration
Court, and a scream of rage arose from the
Minister for Mines, the Minister for Works
and in fact, the whole of the members on
the Government side.

The Minister for Mines: I should think
so, to0.

Mr. DAVY: Quite so; 1 entirely dis-
agreed with the amendment. Either we
should hand the job over to the court, or we
should not. The Minister now wants to
hand it over to the court

Mr. Hichardson: Loaded.

Mr. DAVY: I thank the hon. member for
the word. If the Minister earried the prin-
ciple to its logical conclusion, he would in-
clude in some Aet of Parliament a provision
that no man should be paid more than £4 7s
a week. That would leave the court the right
to increase the amount, bnt the moment the
increase was granted, the court would find
that it ecould not go back. Thus, a court
appointed to determine hours and wages
from time to time would be prevented from
doing its duty impartially and properly if
it could make a veriation in only one diree-
tion. The e¢lause is nnjust and improper.
1t is not consonant with the duties of a eourt
that has to determine everything put to it
freely, independently, and withouk fear nr
favour, The Minister has said-—and ad-
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mittedly it is a powerful argument in his
favour—that the law alrendy fixes honrs in
several respects. My answer is that tha:
legislation was carried at s time when the
arbitration systemn was more or less in its
mfaney.

My. Sleeman: It is not long sinee the
Factories and Shops Aet was passed.

Mr. DAVY: The Mines Regulation Act
was passed in 1906. There was an Indus-
trial Arbitration Aect at that time, but no
ong then regarded the court as a subordinate
legislature.

The Minister for Mines: We have pessed
a Factories and Shops Aet much more re-
cently.

Mr. DAVY: It is difficult to answer that
argument, but it was bad legislation. It did
not fit in with the scheme we had adopted
to place these questions in the hands of an
independent tribunal. The sooner we stop
that bad habit, the better. I protest against
Clause 2. If it ig earried, I am not afraid
that it will ever hamper the court, becanse I
do not believe the court will ever determine
that the hours to be worked underground in
a mine should exceed 44, That, however,
is not the point; it is simply a matter of
prineiple. This duty has been entrusted to
the court, and it would be positively indecent
to trammel the court’s powers in any way
whatever.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: The Minister is at-
tempting to bludgeon this Bill through this
Chamher because it is the policy of the
(tovernment that men shall work 44 hours
a week. Why has he delayed for 5% years,
within a few months of the next general
clections, before taking this step? He is
now endeavouring to gull the mining people
by telling them he is going over the head of
the Arbitration Court,

The Minister for Mines: The men already
are working 44 hours a week, Why the
anxiety? ¢

Mr. J. H SMITH: The court alone
should say whether the industry can stand
a week of so many hours. The Minister
wants to be able to say to the people on the
goldfields, “See what we have done for you.
We have laid down in an Aet of Parliament
that your working hours shall be only 44
a week. We have gone over the head of
the Arbitration Court.” In snch cireum-
stances there should be no necessity for the
Arbitration Court.
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The Minister for Mines: Is there nothing
else to fix hut hours?

Mr. J. H. SMITH: The Bill amounts to
an instraction to the court that these men
shall not work more than 44 hours. It is
pure propagauds, brought forward in the
dying days of the Government. The Min-
ister is interfering with the duties of a
tribunal in whose hands the matter should
he left. We claim that we stand or fall by
arbitration, that we are opposed to direct
action, and yet the Minister is now endea-
vouring te force direct action wupon the
people. Is there a wave of publie opinion
on the goldfields against the present admin-
istration, and is the Minister now anzious
to do something to remove the feeling that
is shroad? It is an impertinenee on his
pirt to over-ride the eourt in this way, and
with a brutal majority behind him endea-
vour to force the Bill through. I intend to
vote against the clause.

Mr. THOMSON: The Minister has ad-
vaneed no logical rea-on why Section 41 of
the Act should be amended.

Mr. Sieeman: You ecannot be convinced.

Mr. THOMSON: The hon. member re-
guires no convineing beeause he blindly fol-
lows the Minister, It is admitted that for
many years past miners working under-
ground have not exceeded 44 hours a week,
1f this Bill is carried, it may have a far-
reaching influence upon the community.
Australia is faced with a serions economic
position. The eost of production must come
down, Apparently the Minister is afraid
that the Arbitration Comrt in its wisdom
may on some future ocecasion decide, in the
interests of the gold mining industry, to
put into force the Aet of 1906 and restore
the 48-hour week. e has not suggested
that the hours of lahour underground should
exceed 48 per week, and no one else has
done so. Section 41 of the Act refers only
to persons working below ground. I do not
know what are the hours being worked un-
derground now, whether six or 614 per day.

The Minister for Mines: It is five days
at eicht hours, and ore day at four.

Mr. THOMSON: 1 fail to see any need
for the amendment. The principle that 44
hours shall be the maximum is to be laid
down, and the Minister says this will not
affect the industry injuriously. There have
been declarations that an industry which
cannof stawd the hours and wages imposed
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by the Arbitration Court has no right to
exist. However, the mining industry has
suffered muny vicissitudes. The price of gold
has not inereased, while the cost of its pro-
duction has risen materially, .I have no re-
grets regarding a speech of mine on the
subject of apprentices which has been
quoted, althongh the hon, member who re-
vived it quoted only as much as suited his
argument. T shall vote against the clause.

Mr. BROWN: At the first glance I fav-
oured this eclause, having observed the
serious diseases that affliet underground
miners. But why have not the union ap-
plied to the Arbitration Court to make the
hours 441

The Miniater for Mines: They have, and
the hours have been 44 for 1114 years.

Mr. BROWN: Nearly all the railway
men work 44 hours, and the same thing
spplies to men employed on Government
contracts and Main Roads Board eontracts,
There mnst be something in the Minister’s
mind that indnees him to advance this pro-
posal; there mnst he somethine hehind it.
The miners themselves are satisfied. Per-
hans the idea js, if the clause nasces, to
apply to the Arbitration Coart for a 40-
honr weak. TE eosts of production become
so high as to render mining unprofitable,
the employers are at present ahle to apply
to the court for a reversion to the 48-honr
werk. That conrse will not he open to them
if the elanse passes.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 3, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

BILL—ROAD DISTRICTS ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previouns day.

MR. SBAMPSON (Swan) [811]: Mem-
bers will readily agree that road boards
throughout the State continue to do won-
derfully good work. Indeed, it is with the
object of permitting the boards to extend
their activities that, presumably, the Minis-
ter is to a large extent inflnenced in bring-
ing down fhe measure. For a long time
varions amendments proposed by the Bill
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have been awaited; and I know that the
measure will, subject to certain amend-
weots, be welcomed by those connected
with local government in road board dis-
triets. lowever, there are some few feat-
ures which I hope the Minister will consent
to alter. For instance, it has been snggested
that the term ‘‘road boards' is not as
~uitable as *‘distriet comneils,”* It is said
that ‘‘.\ rose by any other name would
smell as sweet.” 1 do not kxuow that “dis-
triet council” ofiers any advantage over
*‘road board.’”’ The use of the term ‘‘dis-
trict council” might easily cause confu-
sion, beeause in many districts there are
also muniecipal councils. Therefore if it
were stated thalt a eertain action had heen
carried out by the ‘‘council,’” confusion
might arise in the minds of bearers as to
whether it was the municipal council or the
distriet council that was meant. ““Road
board'’ is a good old name, and de:cribes
fairly well the activities and funections of
the local anthorities to which it is applied.
While it has been asserted that the pams
applies a limitation of activities, I question
whether the alteration to ‘‘distriet coun-
eil’’ would prove advantageous. I may be
conservative, but I am inelined to favour
the retention of the old name, which is a
good name.

The Minisier for Water Supplies: The
proposed alteration is designed to meet the
wishes of the Road Boards Conference.

Mr. SAMPSON: I understand that that
is the ease insofar as the 1926 conference
is econcerned; but T believe that at
the 1928 conference, the matfer having
been further considered, it was decided
to retain the old name. TIf that is
not so, I shall be glad of a eorrection
from the Minister. Another amendment
snggested is that the term “chairman” be
altered to “president.” If that change will
vield added satisfaction to the chairman of
the road board or distriet couneil—which-
ever of these two latter names may be de-
cided upon—1I have no objection; bhut here
again, “chairman” does deseribe the posi-
tion, and I know of no advantace that will
aecrne from the c¢hange. The main ob-
jeetion thut the Bill will encounter, how-
ever, is as regards the duration of the term
for which members are elected. I refer to
the cleuse which provides that all members
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of the counvil shail vacate office at the one
time. That matter was considered at the
1928 Road Boards Conference, and, with
the 1926 Road Act Amendment Bill hefore
the conference, the proposal was not ap-
proved. JMembers of the ecnterence dis-
cussed the question at length, 1 understand,
und generally they saw no virtue in the
suggestion.  Actuully, the proposition was
turned down. It would not, I think, re-
quire imeh argument to show that a con-
tinuous board iz desirable. One can easily
conceive thai a eateh ery might readily be
raised with the effeet of bringing ahouf an
entire ehange of the personnel of the hoard.

The Minister for Water Supplies: As it
does in Parliamentary elections,

Mr. SAMPSON: It may be justified with
reference to Parliamentary elections, bnt
that is quite a separate gqnestion. I urge
that it is desirable there should be a con-
tinnous road board, and that any steps thot
would bring about the defeat of all the
members of a board, would not be in the
hest interests of the distriet affected. Shomld
there be a smart propagamndist or a elever
electioneering agent in a district, and it is
the desire of a small coterie to change the
total membership of the board, it wonld be
comparatively easy to bring about that re-
sult. Very often road board members, while
ready to give their services to the publie,
are disinclined to put up a strong election-
cering effort to retain their seats. We might
have the spectacle of a number of maleon-
tents who had never previously rendered
any public service in the course of their
lives, being able to bring about the defeat
of the old members of a board through
astute electioneering methods. In road
board eleetions, as in those affecting Parlia-
ment, candidates ave not alway~ tinthiul,

Mr. Lindsay: Oh!

Mr. SAMPSON: The electors themselves
arc so honest that they accept statements
made as being quite relisble. Tt would be
quite possible, notwithstanding the inten-
tions of the Minister, for his department
to suffer disgrace because in some Toad
board distriets men who had proved them-
sclves as tried, trusty and reliable, had heen
displaced by a few incxperienced and not
mentally halanced individuals, I hope the
Minister, when he looks into the matter fur-
ther, will agree that the present methods
are more acceptahle. Briefly, they are that
when the road board members are first
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eleeted, those receiving the highest number
of votes hold office for three years; those
reeeiving the next highest number, for two
years; and those receiving the least pumber
of votes have to retire at the end of the
first vear. Thereafter it iIs quite simple,
and each newly-elected member holds office
for three years. Under that system there
is a continuous board with a comtinuity of
policy, better results, and a maintenance of
that knowledge of the work and of a dis-
triet that is so desirable. [n the course of
his second reading speech, the Minister did
not give the House any good reasons why
there should be an entire change of road
board members.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: He had no
argument in favour of the proposal.

The Minister for Water Supplies: The
hon. member has already stated the best
of reasons why the alteration should he
made.

Mr. SAMPSON: I hope the Minister is
not reflecting upon the Road Beards Con-
ference, becanse they decided against the
propositivn after having had more than 12
months to consider it. They could see that
there could easily be a very nasty nigger in
the woodpile, and they preferred to adhere
to the old established method that has
proved to be spund and workable. I am
glad to kpow that the Minister has seen
fit to make provision for the loeal author-
ities having eontrol of boardings throughout
the State. The Government are to be econ-
gratulated on that course. Other couniries
protect their landseapes, but in Western
Australia we have allowed advertising agents
to roam abroad and del'ace our beauty spots,
The effect of that has always been had.

Mr. Mann: And, of course, it tends to
take adverfisements away from the news-
papers.

AMr, SAMPSON: 1 think it was the mem-
ber for Leonora {Mr. Cowan} who drew
attention to advertisements that had been
distributed around an houour board. When
we fravel down through the Ranges, we
are confronted with all manner of advertise-
ments. I remember two t{oo-anxious persons
having had painted on the rocks all sorta
of warnings, such as: “Prepare to meet
thy God.”

Mr. Sleeman: Would you ecall that ob-
Jjectionable®

Mr. SAMPSON: Yes, when scenery is
defaced with advertising matter of any de-
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scription. Oune has sufficient warning of
danger ahead when travelling in our trains,
without such notices being plastered over
the scenery.

Mr. Davy: You do not suggest that this
amendment will enable that procedurs to
be prevented?

Mr. SAMPSON: It think it will.

Mr. Davy: Are they advertisements?

Mr. SAMPSON: I take it they are ad-
vertisements that have been displayed as the
result of the efforts of some organisation.
Those efforts take the form of propaganda
on behalf of the particular society respon-
sible for it. I econgratulzte the Minister
upon his decision to have effective control
exercised over the hoarding nuisance; the
step is long overdue. It is a question that
has been discussed in the Press of the State
on many occasions, and the arguments ad-
vanced have been unanswerable. The oppor-
tunity is given in the Bill to deal with the
opening up of quarries for stone and of
gravel pits. I take that provision as a com-
pliment to myself, and a personal acknow-
ledgment from the Minister that he has been
good enough to include in the Bill the
clause I had moved on two oceasions to the
offect that it will be iltegal for any person
fo open s quarry or a gravel pit in any
townsite without the approval of the loeal
authority. Here pgain the Bill provides pro-
tection for the individual, because yprovision
is made whereby the person concerned
will have the right of appeal to the Minister
agninst the hoard’s decision in the event of
a loeal authority refusing to grant permis-
sion. I am sure the Mimister will nof lightly
give his approval should a road board refuse
to grant any snch application, Another pro-
vision that the road boards will welrome 1s
that which will give them the power fo im-
pose a lighting rate. Wards that desire to
instal a street lighting system will readily
avail themselves of the opportunity to im-
pose such a rate, and it will be the means of
improving fownsites in many districts, They
will be able to secure funds to provide for
that work. I guestion, however, whether it
is wise fo provide a limitatipn in respeet of
the continued individual life of those road
hoards that are in receipt of less than the
prescribed amount per year. At present
there are but two road boards that receive
less revenue than the amount stated, namely.
£600 per year. They are the Shark Bay
Road Board, with £368 a vear, and the
Norseman Road Board, with £326. That
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revenue was derived by those boards during
the year 1927-28. It is gratifying fo know
that the Minister has made provision so that
in special circumstances boards receiving
less than the specified amount may be
granted exemption. That will enable & dis-
trict showing sigms of advancement to re-
ceive the approval of the Minister to fall
into line with other districts in respect of
the advantages of a local road board, not-
withstanding that its revenue is lessx than
£600 for any one or more years. ] am in
doubt whether the Bill furnishes an oppor-
tunity for loval authorities to establish hos-
pitals. 1 hepe not.

The Minister tor Water Supplies: That is
already provided for in the Hospitals Act.

Mr. SAMPSON : That is where such
power should be provided. The Bil) will
give hoards the rvight to call meetings to
consider the queation, and that will be of
advantage. | welcome the Bill, and I he-
lieve it will have a ready passage through
the House, especially if the Minister will
agree to the deletion of the clause that pro-
vides for the vacation of office hy all mem-
bers of a road board simultaneously, and
to the sugwestion I make that the present
methods of election may be continned. I
support the second reading of the Bill.

{Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

BILL—INSPECTION OF SCAFFOLD-
ING ACT AMENDMENT.

In Commitlee.

Resumed from the 37th Angust; Mr.
Angelo in the Chair, the Minister for Works
in charze of the Bill.

The CHATRMAN : Clause 2, which deals
with the amendment of Section 2, is under
consideration.

Mr. SAMP'SON: T understand that the
Minister proposes to make a statement rela-
tive to the deletion of the limitation aupon
the height of scaffolding. It was nrged
that the abolition of the lmitation would
impose an undue burden upon those engaged
in the erection of small eottages, that experi-
ence had shown there was no necessity for
the removal of the limitation, and that there
was no peed for a license where the height
from the herizontal base did not exeeed
8 fect. Thix question was raised by the
Leader of the Country Party who, 1 under-
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stand, i3 very anxious to obtain a sfatement
from the Minister,

The Minister for Works: I answered him.

Mr, SAMPSOX: It does seem very hard
thut there should he need for a scaffolding
license for the erection of a small cottage
where the weight the scaftolding has to earry
is comparatively light, and frequently svant-
ling is uzed. [ bave yet to learn that the
provision of a license would make the posi-
tion uny safer than it is to-day. I hope the
AMinister will agree to allow the 8ft. limita-
tion to remain. I ntove an amendwent—

That Subelavse 3 he struck out.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I ex-
plained the other night that this will not add
a fraction to the custs anywhere, To-day
every cottage in the course of erection has
to bhe ingpected, for zeaffolding must he pro-
vided for the chimney, and that seaffolding
neces<arily is more than 8ft. in height. Con-
sequently an inspeetor has to visit every cot-
tage.

Mr. Sampson: Will it not mean an in-
creased fee?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It will
make no ditference whatever to the fees.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : What about
painting and renovating?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The -
spector has to go to each cottage now. Gen-
erally he makes two or three visits, extend-
ing over a period of wecks.

Mr. Davy: Suppose the owner of a eot-
tage gets a man in to paint the hathroom.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We are
not froubling about litfle things like that;
it is only in the erection of the building
itself,

Mr, Davy: But if the bathroom is being
painted, will not the inspector want to see
what sort of a box the painter is standing
on?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
will be no trouble about such things as
that. T have never had brought to my
notice any such ease as the hon. member
mentioned. At all events, that kind of
work would not all be below a height of
8 leet.

Mr. Davy: But for the painting of an
ovdinar house the seaffoldine would not
requite to be 8 feet high.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Not
inside the house, but outside it would. This
is the law in other parts of Australia, and
I do net think the anthorities there get
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down to the absurd position the hon, mem-
ber cites. The subelause will make no dif-
ference whatever to the charges,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Tf a man is
abont to paint a house, does he not have
to notify his intention of erecting a seaf-
fold?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
do not know. I only know that when a
house is being built the scaffolding has to
he inspected. Even for the outside paint-
ing and renovating of a honse the seaffold-
ing would require to be higher than 8 feet.
A license fee for the scaffolding for the
chimney of a new house has to be paid
to-day, and the sub-clause will not add one
penny to the cost,

Mr, SAMPSON: When the Minister
brought down the parent Act some years
ago, he gave ns some striking information
regarding the dangers that workmen on
buildings hatve to face, but not once did he
refer to the small cottage type of building.

The Minister for Works: You are quite
wrong. We had this same argument then.

Mr. SAMPSON: Certainly the Minister
quoted the ease of a man swinging on a
bosur's chair to paint 2 high wall, but [
do not recall any reference to cottages.
This subclause will mean additional in-
apectors, and will make the position worse
for the builder of a small cottage, Present-
ly this eountry will beeome notorions for
its number of inspectors per square yard.
We are to have inspectors of public halls,
and now for every little cottage building
there is to be an inspector. Under this sub-
clanse a man kalsomining the wall of a
cottage will have to take out a scaffolding
license. The clanse will impose hardships,
and therefore should be struck out.

Mr. THOMSON: The Minister informed
the Committee that to-day charges are made
because a chimney is being built in a cot-
tage and that, eonsequently, the subclause
will not mean any extra cost. If these
charges are being made, ) say the depart-
ment has overridden the intention of Par-
liament. When the parent Act was before
the House, we fought for the B-feet limita-
tion, and the whole purpose of the fight
was to exempt cottages. Now we find that
because there is a chimney in each eottage
the department are levying scaffolding fees.
I have received a letter from an acquaint-
ance who was present when I spoke the
other evening. In that letter he says that
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whoever put up tbe information to the Min-
ister knew nothing whatever about build-
ings. Last year no less a sum than £5,233
was collected from scaffolding fees. 1 do
not believe the Minister is behind this sub-
clause; rather do I think it is his depart.
ment, anxiops to build up its sirength, On
the cottages approved by the Workers'
Homes Board last year the 5s, charge would
mean an additional cost of £2,688 to the
clients. The average cost of a four or five-
roomed house to-day is £800 without the
land, and the fee would be £2 on each cot-
tage. The Minister told us the other night
of an inspector who objected to a seaf-
folding of 8 feet 3 inches, when the limit
was 5 feet. When an official descends to
such tactics, he should be sent out to work
for his living. Homes built in the country
are exempt from inspection, but if the limit
for scaffolding be deleted, a man building
a home perhaps 30 miles from a railway
must notify the inspector. The average
contractor on such a job uses floor and eeil-
ing joists for scaffolding, but he will not
be allowed to use them in future if the
Minister has his way. It will he necessary
to send out £20 or £30 worth of seaffolding
at a cost of perhaps £10 or £15. The builder
i to he debarred fram tying a square piece
of timber to a round pole. That practice
has been in existence for 40 years, and -yet
the inspeetor asked whether he counld prose-
cute for such an offence. That is the sort
of stuff that is being put up to Parliament.
It is time we stopped this extreme legisla-
tion to foree people into asking a Govern-
ment servant whether they might stand on
a box or place a piece of wood across &
cement cask. I hope the Minister will not
allow such an imposition to be foisted on
the workers because the workers will have
to pay it. Building costs are fsr too high,
and a law of thig kind will make the costs
still higher. I am surprised that an inspec-
tor should put up such stuff as the Minister
quoted, thus deliberately attempting to mis-
lead Parliament. Already scaffolding fees
are being charged on cottages, and the in-
tention of Parliament to exempt them has
been evaded. Let us get away from this
continual increasing of costs.

Mr. BROWN: This provision will un-
doubtedly increase the cost of building, If
the average height of a wall is 11 feet, &
scaffolding need not be higher than 8 feet.
If all seaffolding has to be inspected, we
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can imagine what the cost will be. Let me
give an idea of the cost of staging. A
friend of mine in the city desired to have
the three small chimneys of his home tuck-
pointed, and the quote for the work was
£14. When the contractor was asked why
the price was so high, he replied “It is
not the cost of the work, but of the scaf-
folding.” 1 have built bat walls up to
10 feet high and all T had for geaffolding
was a plank on frestles or on two boxes,
and I never met with an accident. Tt
is ridieulons to insist on cottage secaf-
tolding being subject to inspection.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes . .. .. 13
Noes . . ..o 19
Majority against .. 6
ATEN,
Mr. Barnard Mr. Msley
Mr. Brown Sir James Miichell
Mr. Davy Mr, Bampson
Mr. Doney Mr. J. H. 8mith
Mr. Ferguson Mr. Thomson
Mr. Griffiths Mr. North
Mr. Lindasy (Peller.)
Noes.
Mr. Chesson Mr. McCallum
Mr. Clydesdale Mr. Millington
Mr, Corboy Mr. Muosle
Mr. Coverley Mr. Rowe
Mr, Cowan | Mr. Sleeman
Mr, Cupnningham Mr. A, Wansbrough
Mr. Kenneally i Mr. Willcock
Mr, Lambert . Mr, Withers
Mr, Lamond | Mr. Wilson
Mr. Marahall ! (Teller.)
PAIRS.
AYES, H NoEes.
Mr. J. M, Smith 1 Mr. Kennedy
Mr. George Mr., Lutey
Mr. Taylor Mr. Troy
Mr., Teeadale Miss Holman

Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. DAVY: The term “workman” may
be said to include a person whe is assisting
a friend to build a garage or bird-cage, or
some other structure., In that case it would
be necessary for scaflolding to be erected
under the supervision of tbe inspector, and
failure to do this might lead to proseculion.
If a woman engaged as a domestic in =
liouse stands upon a ladder to clean an
electric light globe, the ladder constitutes a
sraffold, and an inspector should be brought
iptn the house to examine it. Tt should be
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possible to frame laws so that they can be
kept without being regarded as absurd. Al
this time we are building up an army of
officials to iospeect this and inspect that.
About 20,000 people are now employed in
the civil service, and every session we have
to deal with new legislation involving the
creation of new departments with new in-
spectors, and all their underlings, clerks,
typists, doorkeepers and so on. I do mot
know where we are trending.

Clause puf and 2 division taken with

the following result:—
Ayes
Noes

. ..

Majority for ..

ol &%

AYES.

Mr. McCallum
Mr. Milllngton

Mr, Chesson
Mr. Clydesdale

‘|
Mr. Corboy i Mr. Munwsis
Mr, Coverley | Mr. Rowe
Mr. Cowan | Mr, Bleeman
Mr. Cunningham Mr. A, Wansbrough
Mr. Kenneally } Mr. Willcock
Mr, Lambert Mr. Withers
Mr. Lamond Mr, Wilson
Mr, Marshall l {Tellor.)
-5 By
Nons.
Mr. Barnard Mr. Maley
Mr. Brown Sir James Mitchell
Mr, Davy Mr, Sampson
Mr. Doney Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Ferguson Mr, Thomeon
Mr. Griffiths L North
Mr. Lindsay (Teller.)
Pairsg,

AYES. Nogs.
Miss Holman Mr, Teeadale
Mr, Lutey , Mr. Tarlor
Mr, Troy Mr. George
Mr. Kennady . Mr. J, M, Smith

Clause thus passed.
Clanse 3—agreed to. .

Clause 4—Persons employed on secaffold-
ing to have a knowledge of the English
language.

Mr. THOMSON: What is the meaning
of the elause, and what do the Government
intend by it¥

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This
clause will be found almost verbatim in the
Mines Regulation Act and other Acts, which
deal with men’s lives being endangered un-
less their mates on the job can nnderstand
what they say and make themselves under-
stood. Instances are known of men on a
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scaffold having to deal with gear and not
being zble to understand the English lan-
guage. Their mates have drawn their atten-
tion to some danger and they have not un-
derstood, or they have seen some danger and
have not been able to make their mates un-
derstand. This has been due to their ignor-
ance of the English language and lack of
understanding when spoken to. Such men
are a menace to those working about themn.

Mr. THOMSON: The people referred to
by the Minister may desire to erect a home
for themselves. They may not understand
the English langunage, but may be quite in-
telligible to eavh other in their own lan-
guage. They may not, however, be permitted
to build their own homes becamse they do
not understand English. Tf this kind of
legislation is passed, serious difficulties must
lie ahead. TIf the clause referred to charge
of machinery, 1 could understand its inelu-
sion. But under the provision as it stands,
if a woman, unable to speak English intel-
lizibly, stood up on a pair of steps to clean
a window she would be liable to a penalty
for infringement.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 5—Amendment of Schedule:

Mr. THOMSON: The Minister has sad
that the Government do not desire to ob-
tain revenue from the Bill, but are anxious
solely to protect the lives of workmen. Om
the basis of a 10s. fee, the Government last
yvear obtained a revenue of £5,233 from in-
spection of seaffolding over 3 feet high. On
the reduced fee of Bs. they should obiain
£2,618,

The Minister for Railways: There is a
sliding secale,

Mr. THOMSON: Very well; but we have
already passed a clause empowering the
Government to bring every cottage within
the scope of this legislation. A man desir-
ous of altering the electric lighting system
of his house may get the work done by an
electrician for perhaps £15, but in addition
he will have to pay a scaffolding fee of 5s.
Such may not be the Minister's intention,
bui it is what the Bill says. Tt was never
intended that fees should be imposed on
small bni'dings. T move an amendment —

That in line 29 of the clause the words
‘ifive shillings’’ be struck out, and ‘‘two
shillings and sixpence’’ inserted in lieu.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Some
people are most unreasonable. No matter
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how one strives to help those engaged in the
indusiry, one is harassed and misrepresented.
This clanse weets to the very hilt the request
which cate to me from the Builders' and
Uontractors’ Association. 1 have gone the
whole way with them, and even tuvther as
vegards electricians and signwriters, who in-
stead of being charged 3s. for every little
Job will pay a lamp sum for their yem’s
work, 1t is owing to the action of the
member for Katanning that they have been
charged 5s. on every small job. The hon.
member opposed the idea of protecting
wen’s lives.

Mr, Thomson: You have no right to say
that. [ claimed that the Bill was unneces-
sary.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I have
lived up to my undertaking that the Gov-
ernmest would nol seek protit from the
measure, but would seek only fo ebtain the
expenses of administration. [ cannot com-
ceive that the Committee will take the
amendment seriously,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : We gu
muel too far in legislation of this kind. The
parent Act proteets the workmen. It is
wrong to insist upon payment of fees by a
person who is doing something to his own
house, possibly with the help of a friend.
There should be power to vary the fees by
regulation, making the amount mentioned
here the maximum,

The Minister for Works: I wiil agree to
that,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I agree
with the member for Katanning that we
ought not to impose more charges, or
heavier charges, than we can help. The
Minister will obtain much more revenue un-
der this Bill than he has obtained under the
parent Act. If he finds he is obtaining
too much, he shonld have power to reduce
the fees by regulation.

Mr, THOMSON: I wish it recorded in
‘*Hansard’’ that I repudiate the Minister’s
suggestion that 1 am careless regarding
men’s lives, not anxious to proteet their
lives. Practical knowledze makes me
fairly competent to deal with the Bill. My
only wish is to save unnecessary expense.
Certainly T do not want to see another
costly department built np. While it may
not be the intention of the Minister, T am
afraid it may be the desire of the depart-
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ment to increase its ramifications and have
an augmented ataff. The Minister claimed
that there would be no extra eost incurred
in ecollecting the fees. If that is so, the
Minister could easily accept my amendment.
Last year’s collection on the basis of a
charge of 10s, brought in a revenuwe of
£5,233.

The Minister for Works:
was a fee of 10s.; it was 5s.!

Mr. THOMSON: If my information is
incorrect, it rather strengthens the ease I
am putting up. I was dividing that amount
hy four, and that would show, on the fees
collected last year in respect of buildings
that were erected, the Government would
have collected £1,308.

The Minister for Railways:
there was a sliding scale.

Mr. THOMSON: The effect is to exempt,
80 to speak, the larger buildings under the
clause, but not cottages.

The Minister for Works: How many
morr times have T to repeat what T have said
many times, that cottages pay now.

Mr. THOMSON: T know there has not
been payment in respect of eottages in the
country.

The Minister for Works: I have the
list before me and I know what I am talk-
ing about.

Mr. THOMSON: From my own know-
ledge, T know that payments are not made
in respect of counfry cottages. If the
building inspectors have been eollecting
fees in respect of cottages, they have been
getting money nnder false pretences. They
have no right to make the charze. If T re-
dnce the collection T have mentioned hy
half. the CGovernment will still receive
£2,616, T am sorry T must differ from the
Minister, hut many ecottages will have to
contribute further amounts, anmd the rev-
enue, even at the reduved rate I advocate,
could easily reach a minimum of £3,000. I
am glad that the Minister is prepared to
aceept the suggestion of the Leader of the
Opposition. While the builders and con-
tractors may be prepared to accept what
the Minister has indieated, I know that, in
common with the architeets, they consider
the charges levied to-day quite nnnecessary,
The Minister says that the deputation were
prepared to aceept what was submitted.

There never

Yon know
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The Minister for Works: But the depu-
tation submitted the proposal; it came from
them.,

Mr. THOMSON: We know that of two
evils, men are prepaved to accept the lesser.
The reason for the Act being arended was
the disclosnre that scaffolding fees in gon-
neetion with the University buildings would
amount to £500. We were amazed to hear
that such an enormous amount could be
levied on such buildings. It was not fair
for the Mipister to say that I am unreas-
onable and not desirous of protecting the
lives of workmen. I have heen a workinan
as well as an employer. Any man who has
been engaged in the building industry will
know that the great majority of accidents
have been due to carelessness on the part
of the men themselves. The Minister was
unfair when he suzgested that any man
would be desirous of seeing his fellow men
suffer injury or accident. T ask leave to
withdraw my amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.
Clause put and passed.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reporfed without amendment and the
report adopted.

BILL—-VERMIN ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.
Dehate vesmmed from the 21st August.

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
(Jlon. H, AliMurton- Leadovil'e) 19.39]:
This Bill seeks to amend Section 100 (a)
of the Vermin Aect, 1918, which provides
for a speeial levy for a fund in connection
with the destvuction of dinseex, foxes and
eaple hawks. Already certain exemptions
exist; one relates to municipal distriets or
town sites, while areas up to 160 acres are
also exempt. Then, again, where satisfac-
tory vermin-proof fences have been pro-
vided, the owners are not subject to the
tax. Therefore the properties mentioned
in the amending Bill would in the main
be exempted. I presume there are instances
that will come under the provisions of the
Bill. The Government take no exeeption
to the measure. We consider that the inter-
ests of the trust fund should Le safeguarded
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so that abuses will be obviated. Although
1 do net raise any objection to the meas-
ure as it stands now, L proposg, when we
deal with it in Commitiee, to move the ad-
dition, at the end of Clause 2, of the words,
*‘unless the (fovernor shall, by Order-in-
Council, otherwise determine.’’ That will
mean that the properties mentioned in the
Bill will be automatically exempted, unless
the Governor-in-Couacil otherwise deter-
Iines. .

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Then we are
to pass the Bill, so that you can set it
aside?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The proviso would apply only if an attempt
were made to abuse the provisions of the
Bill,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There is no
prineiple involved in it that could be abused.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes, there is. Ixemption might be claimed
wrongfully. An allegedly charitable insti-
tution might claim exemption. It might
subsequently be discovered that the insti-
tution was not one for charitable purposes.
Such an institution might purchase a sta-
tion under the plea that it was for charit-
able purposes, and when it was discovered
that it was mot within that category, the
Clovernor-in-Couneil would have the right
to declare that that property should not he
exempt. It would not require an Order-in-
Council to exempt properties mentioned in
the Bill for they would he auntomatically
exempted. Instaneces might arise in which
the trust funds might be affeeted.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Have you not
abont £30,000 in the trust fund now?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
That does not affect the position. The gques-
tion as to whether the present tax should
he levied, or a reduction made, can be dealt
with apart from the Bill.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Surely there
must be a reduction this year.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
That is a matter upon whieh the advisory
hoard must report. It docs not directly in-
terest the Government. The last adviee I
received from the advisory board was that
the same rate of 1d. in the pound on pas-
toral properties and '4Ad. in the pound in
respect of other land, should be levied. It
is true that there is a considerable surplus
in the fund, and T presume there will be no
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extriordinary ealls made upon it. That posi-
tion is not affected by the Bill and ean be
dealt with in the proper way. It will not
require additional legislation because the Act
vinpowers the collection of an amount up to
the maximum I have alrendy mentioned.
That maximum ean be reduced without re-
comse fo Parliament. When the recom-
mendations of the advisory board are re-
eeived, the matter can be dealt with by the
Govermnent. 1 offer no objeetion to the
Bill, but the Government consider it neces-
sary to insert the safeguard I have indicated.

HON SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-

tham) [9.45]: I hope the Minister will sce
that the tax is redueed next vear. We have
over £30,000 held by the (Government and
used by the Government and on which they
pay no interest. On top of that the Min-
ister charges the fund with the cost of col-
lecting the tax. So, although the colleetion
of the tax does not cost the Government one
farthing, the fund is charged something like
£1,200 per annum, The Government ought
io be paying interest on the full anount of
the fund held by them, Certainly if interest
is saved by the Government, interest ought
to be paid by the Government. As for the
charge for colleeting the tax, it is a mon-
strous thing.
. The Minister for Agriculture: The fund
is partly administered by our officers, In-
deed, speeial men had to be put on for the
purpose.

Hon. Sivr JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister talks of “our officers.” Surely they are
the servants of the publie!

The Minister for Agriculture: T mn merely
pointing out that your statement is not quite
corvect,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: To pro-
tect the flocks and herds of this country the
people who have leased land from the Crown
and the people whe have hought land from
the Crown are subjected to a special tax.
The protection of those Aocks and herds
onght to he a charge upon gencral revenue.

The Minister for Agriculture: We ought
to have power to charge administrative costs
against the fund, but we have not that power
and su we have to do without it.

Hen. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : It is
merely a special tax levied to cover some-
thing which the ordinary taxation should
provide for. DBut what I am complaining
abomt is, not that the Government do not
charge the fund enough, but that they charge
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it with something that ought not to be
charged against it. If the Government use
that fund they should pay interest.

"Phe Minister for Agriculture: The Gov-
ernment are at very considerable expense on
account. of vermin.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And the
country also is at greal expense on account
of vermin. 1t means expensc all along the
line. Many of the taxpayers to this vermin
fimd are not getting the slightest henefit
from it.

The Minister for Railways: They are
all participating in the benefit.

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Nothing
of the sort, exeept the henefit that all thé
taxpayers of the State get. I am quite sure
the orange growers at Gosnells do not get
one scrap of protection from this fund, not-
withstanding which they have to contribute
to it. In this instance the fund does not
aperate at all fairly. However, it is the law,
and the unfairness need not be added to hy
the acts of the Government to which I have
referred.

The Minister for Agriculture: If those
who pay to the fund objeet, it can be re-
pealed at any time,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Well,
they do object.

The Minister for Agrieulture: They have
only to ask. .

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And then
the amount will have to be found from gen-
eral revenue and it will be all charged
against all the people. That is the difference.

The Minister for Railways: And they will
all have to employ dingo hunters and fox
trappers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We pay
enough in taxes ahready to cover ihese ser-
viees and other services, but the House fool-
ishly agreed to this special tax.

The Minister for Agriculture: There is
nothing foolish about it. The farmers levied
this upon themselves with their eyes open,
and they levy a good deal more than this.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of course
they do. They pay special fees for the
killing of a particularly destruetive dog.
They must protect themselves. T know peo-
ple who have paid in addilion to the tax
many pounds for a single dog.

Mr. Chesson: One man paid £16 the other
day for a single dog. )

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It would
be foolish if they did not pay these special
sums. 1 knew of one dog that destroyed
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£100 worth of stock in one centre in the
South-West. This fund did not bring about
the animal’s destruction, We are all foolish
to submit o special taxation when general
taxation could do the job. And it js par-
ticularly ungenerous on the part of the Gov-
ernment, when we have submitted to special
taxation, that they should use this fund of
£30,000 without paying interest, and on top
of that charge for collecting the tax.

Mr. Lindsay: There is a lot more than
£30,000 in the fund to-day.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Well I
think we ought to turn the Government out
of office. The administration of this tax
is so unjust that really something shoutd
be done.

The Minister for Agricultore: It is so
unjust that those who pay it tell me it
is well worth while.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Some of
them,

The Minister for Agriculture: A large
majority of them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No. The
Minister in all his life has not spoken to
five per cent. of those paying the tax.

The Minister for Apgriculture: They
would soon speak if they objected. They
had & meeting the other day, and none oh-
Jjected,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then
there was that proposal for destroying
emus. The Government said “If you pay
half, the Government may pay the other
half.” I do not know what we are com-
ing to with all these speeial taxes and
charges.

The Minister for Railways: We shall all
be ruined.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, if
this Government stays in office much Jonger.
I hope the Bill will be passed. The Minis-
ter is willing that it should pass, so long
23 he can add a provision which says that
if the Minister does not like the Bill he
can defeat it at any time. That is what
the Minister’s proposed amendment meansz.
Of course the Minister has no intention of
doing injustice to the people who ought
to be protected by this, but sometimes Min-
isters do harm without intending it, and
so we have to protect the people from them.

MR. TEOMSON (Katanning) [9.54]): 1
wag pleased to hear the Minister say that
if the advisory board recommend a redue-
tion of these charges the Government will
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consider the recommendation. At the con-
ference held in Perth recently, it was unani-
mously agreed by the 200 delegates present
that we ask the Governmept to reduce the
tax by one-half. Tn view of the fact that
the Government have £30,000 in hand, it
seems to me that even this year probably
they could waive that tax altogether. Sinee
the Government are considering some
amendments to the Act—I think it does re-
quire amendment—-I suggest that this phase
should he considered also. It is in the set-
tled districts where what is termed an iso-
lated dog ecomes along and does enormous
dazpage. A member of another place, a
farmer, has lost hetween £150 and £200
worth of sheep this year through one dog.
He has found it very difficult to get an ex-
pert frapper. This gentleman econsiders
that power should be given to the board to
appeint two or three special expert trap-
pers who will be paid a retaining fee of
£200 or £300 per annum. Such experts
probably would he able, through their spe-
cial knowledge, to get a dog much quicker
than is possible at the present time. The
gentleman whose case 1T am quoting offered
£25 to an expert to come at once. TUnfor-
tunately, he was not able to come. There
is an aspect of danger to the stock owner
in settled distriels, and I commend it to
the consideration of the Minister. T trust
the Minister will make a note of that and
sce whether it is not practicable to include
the neeessary provision in the Aet.

MR. PERGUSON (Moore} [9.58]: I sup-
port the second reading and I commend the
member for Swan for having brought down
the Bill. The prineiple having been estab-
lished that religious bodies, public hospitals,
ete., should be exerapt from taxation such
as that of municipslities and road boards,
it is only right and proper that they should
be exempi also from this special vermin
tax. If for that reason alope, I think this
1s essentially an equitable proposal and
should be agreed to. The suggestion of
the Leader of the Opposition that it is
inignitous for the Ciovernment to charge
the vermin fund with the cost of collecting
that fund, is not the only wrong thing that
is taking place. The voluntary taxing of
farmers and pastoralists for the purpose
of raising funds for the payment of a bonus
for the destruction of dingees, foxes,
and hawks bas vesulted in the saving of
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thousands of pounds to the Government.
Prior to the establishment of that fund for
many years the Government were paying
bonuses for the destruction of dingoes. An
amount of something like £3,600 per annum
has been saved by the Government in that
way alone. The farmers and pastoralists
are prepared to tax themselves by contn-
butions to this fund and tax themselves to
a much greater extent because, through local
bodies they are paying a vermin rate, some
of which is added to the bonus of £2 paid
by the central fund, in addition to which
there are nomerous dingo clubs throughout
the agricultural and pastoral distriets, and
producers are voluntarily taxing themselves
to provide additional bonuses in that way.
I am the secretary of a dingo c¢lub in my
distriet, and the farmers pay an additional
sam of €5 for every dinge and £2 10s. for
avery fox caught in that locality. The loeal
vermin board pays similarly, so that
on fop of the boanus paid by the central
fund, a considerable honus is paid for ver-
min in that district. It seems unfair that
the Government should have eommandeered
the £3,500 a year which they previously
contributed for the destruction cf dingoes,
instead of adding it to the funds now being
contributed. I support the second reading.

MR. LINDSAY (Toodyay) [10.2]: I do
not intend to oppose the measure, but I
want members to understand that two taxzes
are involved. The original Aet provides for
a local vermin rate collected by the loeal
governing bodies.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have been exceedingly
liberal because I have been trying to see
how members could put themselves in order.
Members who have spoken, the Leader of
the Opposition, the Leader of the Country
Party and the member for Moore, have all
heen dealing with features of the principal
Act. On the second reading of this Bill, all
that ean be debated is the principle involved
in the proposed amendment. I have allowed
members very great latitude, as they muast
admit, but from now on they must speak to
the RBill and not diseuss the prineipal Aet,

My, LINDSAY: I was dealing with the
clause of the Bill at the time,

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member ap-
peared to me to be discussing the prineipal
Act and was referring to the two taxes.

Mr, LINDSAY: This does apply to both
taxes.
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Mr. SPEAKER: 1 have indicated to the
hon. member that he must eonfine his re-
marks to this Bill.

Mr. LINDSAY: This is a Bill to amend
the Vermin Act of 1918.

Mr, SPEAKER: Yes, but the hon. mem-
ber must confine himself {o this Bill.

Mr. LINDSAY: It involves the guestion
#t taxation. Two or three years ago we
amended the 1018 Aet.  That applied to
another tax. Two rates of tax are charged,
one by the local governing bodies and the
other by the central body, The Bill refers
to any helding owned by any religious body
vr exclusively used for the purpose of a
public hospital, benevelent asylum or or-
phanage, or lor other charitable purposes.
There are one or two religious bodies who
hold large areas of land and the proceeds
are used for relizious purposes. I take no
exception to their being esempted. The
ariginal Aet applied to all land whereas the
second tax applies to all land in excess of
160 acres. No far as I ean see, the Bill will
not greafly affeet the revenue at present
derived. Tt will not affect the revenue of
the eentral fund exeept in one or two
instances, and T do not think it will affect
the revenue enllected by the local governing
hodies.

MR. BSAMPSON (Swan—in reply!
[10.5):When I moved the second reading
of the Bill I pointed out that T was satisfied,
ns 1 am sure members generally are, that
the omis-ion of exemption for religious and
charitable bodies was an oversight. I thank
the Minister in a limited way for the limited
approval he has given the Bill. The Road
Districts Aet provides exemption from rates
for land belonging to any religions body
and used or held exelusively as or for a
place of public worsbip, a Snnday scheol,
a place of residence of a minister of religion,
a convent, nunnery or monastery, or oceu-
pied exelusively by a relimious hrotherhood or
sisterhood; also land used exclusively as a
publie hospital, benevolent asylum, orphan-
age, public school, private school being the
property of a relizious body, publie lihravy,
publie museum, publie art gallery or ne-
chanies’ institute, ete. In the Bill similar
lanenage is used. It provides that no rate
shall be assessed or deemed to be imposed
or payable for the financial vear commenc-
ing the 1st July, 1930, or for any subse-
quent finaneinl yvear in respect of any hold-
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ing owned by or on behalf of any religious
body, or exclusively used for the purposes
of a public hospital, benevolent asylum or
orphanage, or for other charitable purposes.
I hope the Minister will be generous enough
to give full approval without insisting on
the amendment of which he has given notice
and which is in the nature of a limited ap-
proval. The lumitation expressed in the
amendment, I think, will not be exzercised,
but it would be appreciated by the religious
and charitable bodies eoncerned if the ap-
proval were whole-hearted and eomplete.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Commiliee.

Mr. Angelo in the Chair; Mr. Sampson
in charge of the Bill.

Clanse 1—agreed to.
Clause 2—Amendment of Section 100A:

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
[ move an amendment—
That the following words be added to the

proviso:— ‘unless the Governor shall by
Order in Council otherwise determine.’’

The business of the Guvernment is to colleet
this tax and administer the Act. The pro-
posal contained in the Bill, however, may
be regarded as a drag net. Already a big
proportion of church properties and those
held hy charitable societies are exempt from
taxation under Section 100A. Further, it
does not apply to any holding that is smeller
than 160 acres. This micht meet the diffi-
cully concerning hospitals and churehes,
The proposal is very far reaching. We do
nof{ know all the cireumstances or what may
happen in the future. Some charitable or-
ganisation may decide to engage in farming
or sheep-raising. In that ease, if my amend-
ment is earried, the question of taxation ean
be dealt withk on its merits, The Govern-
ment are not interested in the tax itself,
but merely pass it on.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: You get £3,000
a year out of it.

Mr. Chesson: You would not likc & church
property to become a breeding ground for
vermin{

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: What do you
mean ?

My, Chesson: What I say.
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
{ do not now know of a property to which
my amendment would apply, but it is pos-
sible on some future oceasion that the neces-
sity for such a provision may arise.

AMr. SAMPSON: The clause, as worded,
alveady gives full protection. Unless the
provisions of the elause were maintained,
exemption would not he granted. The prin-
ciple of exempting sueh lands has been en-
dorsed time and again. There is no string
upon sich exemptions in any other Aetf.
Before the suggested amendment could he
considered, the circumstances would have
already precluded the opportunity of secur-
ing cxemption. [ hope the Minister will
listen to the promptings of his natural self,
and give, as he feels inelined to give, the full
approval that is asked. I see no possibility
of danger: but if danger should arise, it
conld be met by further amending legisla-
tion. The principle has been acknowledged
time and again, and even long before our
Parliament was constituted. The amend-
ment savours of agreeing with one voice
and disagrevine with another

Mr. DAVY: If Ministerial members had
heen in Opposition and we had made a pro-
posal of this sort, T think they would have
talkked agminst it all nighf and wonld never
have agreed to it. The proviso places in the
Minister’s hands the right to determine
whether a certain person should be taxed ot
not. If one searched the sintutes of the
Empire, nothing unalogous wounld be dis-
covered. Should the amendment be carried
and the member for Swan proceed with the
Bill, T shall divide the Flouse on the third
rending. The amendment is altogether
wronr in prineiple. .\ similar exemption
ohtains in every local governing measure.
The fear which prompted the amendment
has less foree in thiz case than in almost
any ¢ase which could be imagined, becanse
the bulk of the land referred to is already
exempi under the existing law. Therefore
the cases to which the measure might apply
would make very little difference, The Min-
ister’s suggestion is that we should exempt
certain bodies and give him the right to
cancel any such exempiion. A wrongfal
exemption ought to be cancelled by Act of
Parliament. - Exceptions to a principle
should not be left to the sweet will of the
Minister or any other body of people.
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The clause would apply only to large areas,
small areas of this nature being already
exempt. One ean conceive enses where a
large area owned by a religious body and
surrounded by pastoral or farming proper-
ties would be exempted under this J3ill.
There might be eases in whieh exemption
would not be fair. At times a church be-
comes a trading concern, and sells valuable
property. The countryside has to pay its
vermin tax, while the charmed ecirele is
exempt and has its land overrun by vermin.

Mr. Davy: Amend the formula if it is
wrong,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
As regards the other aspect 1 see very
little difficnlty, the cases eited being already

exempt.  This Bill will deal with large
areas.
Hon, Sir James Mitchell: If they are

for charities, why not?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It ecould be contended that where land which
belonged to a churech had been partially
alienated, the buyer was cutitled to exemp-
tion. Bueh eases would have to be dealt
with. We know that ehurches alienate pro-
perties.

Mr. Davy: If the propertios were alien-
ated, the churches would not own them.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
They wontd partially own them. )

Mr. Sampson: The sale is effected when
the first payment is made.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
T cannot see that it will affect the Govern-
ment to any extent. T suggest Lhere should
nmnt he preferential treatment of churches
when they are engaged as trading concerns.
The object of the amendment is to protect
the tenst fund. Tt will not be a matter of
exercising discretion but of having the right
to determine whether or not an appl:cntlor-
for exemption is a genuine one.

Mr. Davy: Why not let the courts de-
cide that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Tt would
be ridiculous for the Committee to pass the
amendment, for it wounld mean making a
law that would be sahject to the whim of a
Minister. If the Minister desires the right
to tefuse exemption to any chureh that
holds land for speenlative purposes or for
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a purpose other than a charitahle considera-
tion, he can provide for that without going
so far as he does. What he proposes is the
right to reseind the law altogether.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

ADJOURNMENT.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (Hon,
J. C. Willeock—Geraldton) [10.36]: I wish
to notify members that it is not proposed to
sit during next week except on Tuesday. I
move—

That the House do now adjourn.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 10.837 p.m.

TLegisiative  Coungil,
Tuesday, 3rd September, 1929.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION,
Hon. H. Stewart and Forest Royallies.

HON. H. STEWART: 1 desire to make a
yersonal explanation. I regret I was not
able to be presont when the Leader of the
Hounse delivered his reply to the speeches
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that had been made: during the course of
the Address-in-reply debate. In the report
of his speech which I perused and which
I have every reason to believe was authen-
tie, he attributed to me certazin statementis
that appeared in the form of a quotation.
From that quotation some material words
were left out. The reference was in con-
nection with the Forest Act, and I will con-
tent myself with making a brief explana-
tion now becanse I can deal with the mat-
ter more fully at a later stage. The elimina-
tion of the words I refer to, whether inad-
vertently or otherwise, served to enable
the Chief Secretary to build up a case that
falls to the ground beeause of that material
omission. The quotation from my speeeh,
which appeared in part in the report, was
as follows:—

The statement that the Conservator could
not use the money for which it was set apart
was false, because there is in the Forests Act
nothing which says that sandalwood royal-
ties shall be used for the re-establishment of
sandalwood.

The words ‘‘in the Forests Act’’ were
omitted. Subsequently 1 was dealing with
the Forests Act and the Chairman of Com-
mittees interjected to that effeet, and I was
represented as dealing with the amend-
ment.

The Chief Secretary: The Forests Act

includes the amendment.

BILL—WORKERS' HOMES.
Read a third time and passed.

BILL—STAMP ACT AMENDMENT,
Second Reading.

Dehate resumed from the 22nd August.

HON. SIR EDWARD WITTENOOM
{North) [4.40]: Since the House met last,
I have had an opportunity of going thor-
onghly into the Bill and I have no opposi-
tion to offer to it.

Question put and passed.

Bil! read a second time.

In Committee, ete.
Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported withon: amendment, and
the report adopted.



