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I have much pleasure in supporting the
second reading of the Bill which seeks to
perpetuate the Industries Assistance Act;
and in doing so I wish to say that I feel
that the original enactment enabled me
to follow farming pursuits; and I have

. never regretted that. Perhaps thousands
of others benefited from the Act. It had
a profound effect on our lives; not that
we were the key personnel of that day,
but in many instances our fathers or
grandfathers benefited greatly by that
legislation and I trust that, in years to
come, its value will not be overlooked. I
support the Bill,

THE HON. J. D. TEAHAN (North-East
—in reply) [9.16]1: It has heen good to
hear the comments of one hon. member,
in particular, who beneflted greatly under
the parent Act. I thank hon. members for
the favourable reception they have
afforded the Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment and
the report adopted.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE HON. H. C. STRICKLAND (Min-
ister for Rallways—North): I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn
till 2.15 p.m. tomorrow,

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 9.20 p.m.
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The SPEAKER ftook the Chair at
4.30 pm., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE.
No, 1. This question was postponed.

FISHING VESSELS.

“Halimah” and “Lancelin”"—Cost and
Maintenance,

2. Mr, CROMMELIN asked the Minister
for Fisheries:

(1) What age is the new fishing vessel
“Halimah"?



1034

(2) What is it powered by and what is
the hourly running cost of the engines?

(3) What was the purchase price of the
vessel and what additional expenses were
incurred in equipping it with refrigeration
and laboratories, etc.?

{4) How many personnel will be re-
quired to take it to, and maintain it at,
sea?

(5) Will the fishing vessel “Lancelin”
also be in eommission? If not, what is to
be done with it?

(6) What is the estimated annhual cost
of maintaining and using the vessel “Hali-
mah” to its capacity?

(7} What has been the cost to the 30th
June, 1958, of maintaining the “Lancelin”
to its capacity?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Fourteen years.
(2) (a) Main engine: Lister-Blackstone,

160 H.P.
(b) Auxiliary engine: Lister, 14/16
HP.
Hourly running cost not yet
ascertained.

(3) Purchase price £11,000. Cost of re-
fitting and equipping sapproximately
£25,000.

(4) Four.

(5} Yes,

(6) £6,500 per annum.

(7> Approximately £4,500 per annum for
sglaries, maintenance and fuel.

No. 3. This question was postponed.

KALAMUNDA WATER SUPPLY.
Extensions.

4. Mr. OWEN asked the Minister for
Water Supplies:

(1) What amount of finance has been
allocated for extensions to the Kalamunda
water supply scheme during this financial
year?

(2) In what particular sections will the
extensions be made?

The MINISTER FOR MINES (for the
Minister for Water Supplies) replied:

(1) £17,000.

(2) Gooseberry Hill, Kalamunda-Goose-
berry Hill-rd. area, Temby Avenue, Wallis-
ton, and as much ¢f the Wheelwright-rd.
system as funds will permit.

TAMBELLUP SCHOOL,
Installation of Septic System.

5. The Hon. A. F. WATTS asked the
Minister for Education:

(1) Is he aware that the Tambellup Par-
ents and Citizens' Association has offered
to finance the cost of the instalation of a
septic system at the Tambellup school, on
condition that it is reimbursed for the cost
when funds are avallable?
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{2} I so, has this proposal been accepted
by the department?

(3) Has an estimate of the cost been
matdg: and if so, what is the estimated
COSL?

{4) If the proposal of the local people
to finance this installation is to be pro-.
ceeded with, when does he expect that it
will be possible to reimburse them?

(5) Is it proposed to pay any interest to
them in the meantime?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) and (2) Yes.

(3) An estimate is being prepared.

(4) and (5) No decision has yet heen
made by the Government,

COUNTRY ROADS.
Completion of Sealing, etc.

6. The Hon. A, P. WATTS asked the
Minister for Works:

(1) When is it expected that the sealing
of the following roads will he completed: —

(a} Albany-Borden;

(b) Mt. Barker-Rocky Gully;

{c) Cranbrook-Frankland River;
(d) Borden-Ongerup;

(e) Ongerup-Jerramungup?

(2) What amounts are being made avail-
able for work on these roads during the
current finanecial year, and what work will
be completed with such funds?

The MINISTER FOR MINES (for the
Minister for Works) replied:

(1) It is not possible to forecast. Pro-
gress is dependent upon (a) the changing
pattern of development and the associated
road needs over the whole State; and (b)
the amount of petrol tax funds received
by the State under Commonwealth legls-
lation.

{2) The answer is as follows:—
MAIN ROADS DEPARTMENT.
Allocations 1958-59 Programme.

Type of Work, Amount.
£ £
Albany-Borden Road—
Upper King Bridge .. - 13,000
Recondition and prime 5 3m‘
{Plantagenet) 12,000
Recondition and prlme LR Zm
(Cranbrook) 10,000
Recondition and prtme
6.15m. {(Gnowangerup) .. 13,500
Construction 15.7m. (Gnow-
angerup} e ¥1,500
Seal 13.9m. (Plantagenet) 18,000
Meintenance 4,500
109.600
Mt. Barker-Rocky Gully Road—
Construction 2m., 7000
Improvements 4m. .. 4,000
Recondition and prime Bm. 20,000
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Mt. Barket-Rocky Gully Road—conid.

Type of Work. Amount.
£ £
Seal 8m. . 10,000
Maintenance .. ‘700
41,700
Cranbrook-Frankland Road—
Seal 2.3m. (part cost 1,200
Malntenance .. 450
—_— 1,650
Borden-Ongerup Road—
Construction 3.1m. ... e 1,500
Recondition aend prime
15.85m, v 31,500
Maintenance 1,000
—_— 40,000
Opgerup-Jerramungup Road—
Construction 2m. ... 18,000
Maintenance 1,000
19,000
£211,950

No. 7: This question was postponed.

KALGOORLIE RAILWAY GOODS
OFFICE.
Decision as to Lighting and Power
Facilities.
8. Mr. EVANS asked the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Railways:
With reference to my question of the
17th September, when can a decision by
the commission be expected as to the light-
ing and power facilities provided at the
Kalgoorlie railway goods office?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT re-
plied:

After inquiries and discussions are com-
pleted.

SHOOTING.
Clarification of Kalgoorlie Reserves.
9. Mr. EVANS asked the Minister for
Fisheries:
Has he given consideration to—

(1) A request of mine per letter early
this year re clariflcation of shoot-
ing reserves approximate to Kal-
goorlie?

(2) If so, will he supply some details?

The MINISTER replied:
This matter is still under investigation.

GOLDFIELDS SCHOOLS.
Zoning of Children.

10. Mr, EVANS asked the Minister for
Education:

. (1) Is he aware that parents of children
in Grade 7 attending South Xalgoorlie
school are concerned re proposed zoning

of such children next year to Boulder High

School?

[3M
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(2) Has the department given consid-
eration to the fact that such children—
many of whom reside within walking dis-
tance of the Eastern Goldflelds High
School—will have to pass right by the
latter school and travel further out to
Boulder?

(3) What will be the total intake of
Boulder High School next year of ex Grade
7 students from the following schools—

(a) South Boulder;
(b} Boulder Central;
(e> South Kalgoorlie?

(4) What will be the total entry of simi-

lar students from the remaining schools on

the Goldfields to the Eastern Goldflelds
High School?

The MINISTER replied;

(1) No.
(2) Yes. In a few cases.
(3) (a) South Boulder ... 8
(b) Boulder Central .. 126
(c) South Kalgoorlie 40
Total 174
(4) Kalgoorlie a3
North Kalgoorlie 81
East Kalgoorlie 18
Others ... 22
Total 220

RAILWAY ROAD BUSES.

Perth-Bunbury Service.

11. Mr. ROBERTS asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Railways:

(1> What railway road bus services
operate during the week at presen{ between
Bunhury-FPerth and Perth-Bunbury?

{2) As the rallway road bus services
operating between Bunbury-Perth and
Perth-Bunbury prior to the 22nd July,
1857, were operating at a profit to the Rail-
way Department, what are the prospects
of the reinstatement of the old timetable
prior to the forthcoming tourist season?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT re-
plied:

(1) 7.45 p.m. Saturday, Perth to Bun-
bury;
5 p.m. Sunday, Perth to Bunbury;
5.45 p.m. Friday, Bunbury to Perth;
35 pm. Monday, Brunswick Junc-
tion to Perth (connects with Aus-
tralind at Brunswick Junction).

(2) As the present service adequately
caters for requirements it is not intended
to reinstate services which were elimina-
ted to reduce costs. The coming tourist
season should be well provided for by ex-
isting train and bus services.
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LESCHENAULT ESTUARY.
Work fo be Carried Out.

12. Mr. ROBERTS asked the Minister
for Works:

(1) Is it contemplated that during this
financial year certain works will be car-
ried out on “The Plug” to aslleviate the
continuing deterioration of Leschenauit
Estuary?

(2) If so, what is to be the nature of
such works?

The MINISTER FOR MINES (for the
Minister for Works) replied:

Consideration is helng given to this mat-
ter, and a final decision will be made by
tl;ia Hon. J. T. Tonkin on his return to
office.

H

COLLIE COAL.

Price Paid to Amalgamated Collieries and
Production Cost.

13. Mr. MAY asked the Minister for
Mines:

(1) What was the average price per ton
of coal paid to Amalgamated Collieries for
the years 1947, 1948, 1949, 1950, 1951, 1952,
1953, 1954, 1955, 19567

(2) What was the estimated cost of coal
production per ton for the same years?

(3} What is the price being paid to the
same company under the terms of the pre-
sent contract?

(4) What is the estimated cost of pro-
duction per ton o1 coal under the present
contract?

The MINISTER replied:

Per ton.
(1) Six months to— s. d.
the 30th June, 1947 .. 2309
the 31st December, 1947 ... 24 0
the 30th June, 1948 ... ... 29 6
the 31st December, 1948 ... 26 2
the 30th June, 1949 . ... 271 9
the 31st December, 1948 28 6
the 30th June, 1950 ... .. 31 B
the 31st December, 1950 ... 33 2
the 30th June, 1951 .. ... 38 6
the 31st December, 1951 . 44 9
the 30th June, 1952 ... ... 54 0
the 31st December, 1952 . 63 T
the 30th June, 1953 . .. 70 0
the 31st December, 1953 .. 66 0
the 30th June, 1954 ... 72 38
the 31st December, 1954 ... 70 3
the 30th June, 19556 . ... 68 10
the 31st December, 1955 ... 60 8
the 30th June, 1956 .. 684 4
the 31st December, 1956 ... 62 8
Per ton.
(2) Six months to— s. d.
the 30th June, 1847 . ... 22 9
the 31st December, 1947 .. 23 1
the 30th June, 1948 ... ... 28 §
the 31st December, 1848 ... 25 4
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Per ton.

s. d.
the 30th June, 1949 ... ... 27 1
the 31st December, 1949 .. 27 2
the 30th June, 1950 ... ... 30 5
the 31st December, 1950 ... 31 8
the 30th June, 1951 .. ... 87 1
the 31st December, 1951 ... 43 4
the 30th June, 1952 ... ... 52 6
the 31st Decembher, 1852 ... 62 1
the 30th June, 1953 ... ... 68 8
the 3ist December, 1953 ... 64 6
the 30th June, 1954 . ... 70 10
the 3lst December, 1954 ... 68 9
the 30th June, 1855 ... ... 67 6
the 3lst December, 1955 ... 59 2
the 30th June, 1956 ... ... 62 10
the 31st December, 1956 61 2

(3) Approximately 53s. 3d. per ton.

{4) Coal is mow purchased under con-
tract, and costs of production are not
known to this department.

WATER SUFPPLIES.

Riverton Reticulation.

14. Mr. GAFFY asked the Minister for
Water Supplies:

(1) When will the 24-inch pipeline from
the junction of the Serpentine pipeline and
High-rd., Riverton, to Melville Parade, Mt.
Pleasant, be commenced?

(2) When is {t expected to be completed?

{3) What preparations are being made
to reticulate the district of Riverton from
this 24-inch pipeline?

The MINISTER FOR MINES (for the
Minister for Water Supplies) replied:

(1) This work will be commenced with-
in the next few weeks.

(2) By early December.

(3) The existing supply to Rlverton will
be augmented through connection to the
24-inch main, and proposals for extensions
of existing reticulation are being prepared
for ministerial consideration.

URALLA CREEK.
Rebuilding of Waler Retaining Wall.

15. Mr. CROMMELIN asked the Minis-
ter for Works:

(1) When was the water retaining wall
on Uralla Creek off the Fitzroy River dam-
aged by flood waters?

(2) What was it built of and what was
the cost of construction?

(3) It i{s Intended that this will be re-
bullt as an aid to the rice project at Liver-
inga?

(4) If so, what will it be constructed of
and at what cost?

(5) If it is bullt, will it be sufficlently
strong to stand up to fooding caused by
excessive rains?

(6) Will the wall, if buiit, have flood
gates?
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The MINISTER FOR MINES (for the
Minister for Works) replied:

(1) January, 1958,

(2) Built of earth with masonry lined
spillway section at a cost of £30,169.

(3) It is intended that the structure will
be repaired and raised.

(4) Earth. Cost not yet estimated.
(5> Yes.
{6) No.

NORTHERN DEVELOPMENTS
PTY. LTD.

Extent of Government Assistance.

16. Mr. CROMMELIN asked the Minis-
ter for Works:

(1) What amount was spent by the Gov-
ernment as an aid to development for
Northern Developments Pty. Ltd., at Liver-
inga, to the 30th June, 1957?

(2) What further amount has been spent
for the year ended the 30th June, 19587

(3) What amount is estimated to be
spent during the financial year ending the
30th June, 19587

(4) Is it anticipated that the proposed
barricade in the Fitzroy River will be com-
pleted by June, 19597

(5) If so, what is the estimated cost? If
not, when is it proposed to construct it and
at what cost?

(6) Does the estimated expenditure for
this year include completion of the control
point with installation of the necessary
engines and pumps?

{7) Will it be necessary to maintain a
staff at the control point to maintain,
service, and run the pumping plant during
the year?

(8) If so, how many and at what annual
cost to the Government?

(9) In what way will the Government be
recompensed for this expense?

(10) What provision will be made for
the safety of the engines and plant at the
control point in case of flood?

The MINISTER FOR MINES (for the
Minister for Works) replied:

(1) £37,828.

(2) £36,062 capital
£2,346 on operation,

(3) £55,000.
(4) No.

(5) As per Northern Developments Pty.
Ltd. agreement, reasonable endeavours will
be made to complete the barrage by the
end of 1960. Cost not yet estimated.

(6) Yes.

expenditure and
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(1) Control point will be staffed whilst
bumps are operating.

(8) Up to three men depending on rate
and time when pumping 1is necessary.
Approximately £8,000.

{9) There is no provision for recom-
pense until the barrage is completed.

{10) Engines and plant will be stored in
elevated shed at site.

ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES.
Change-Over from 40 to 50 Cycles.

17. Mr. HEAL asked the Minister for
Works:

Referring to Government policy to
change electricity supplies in the metro-
politan area from 40 to 50 cycles—

{a) What suburbs have yet to be com-
pleted in the change-over?

(b) What are the approximate dates
of proposed change-over in these
suburbs?

The MINISTER FOR MINES (for the
Minister for Works) replied:

All State Electricity Commission con-
sumers except two large industrial cone
sumers are now operating on 50 cycles.
Modifications to some special equipment is
proceeding, and will be completed within
12 months.

GRUBS.
Ezperiments for Control.

18. Mr, NALDER asked the Minister
for Agriculture:

Because of the damage to pasture and
crops by grubs during the past season—

{1) Is the Department of Agriculture
carrying out experiments for the
control of this menace?

(2) If so, will he give detafls of the
experiments?

(3) If no action has been taken, does
he consider the matter warrants
further experiments or research?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) For seversal reasons various types of
insecticides and cultural operations have
been tested in the search for more eco-
nomic treatments. The severity of out-
breaks varies considerably, and last season
was the worst on record. Recommenda-
tions regarding web worm were summarised
in the July-August issue of the Journal of
Agriculture.

(3) The work is continuing.
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NORTH-WEST.
New Berth for Wyndham Port,

19, Mr. RHATIGAN ask the Minister
for Works:

Now that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has granted the funds necessary for
the provision of a second berth at the
port of Wyndham, will work be commenced
immediately in order to provide employ-
ment during the present slack season?

The MINISTER FOR MINES (for the
Minister for Works) replied:

Some preliminary works will be com-
menced in a few days’ time, and materials
for permanent -construction are being
ordered.

Port Facilities for Napier Broome Bay.

20. Mr, RHATIGAN asked the Minister
for Works:

Further to my gquestion of the 17th in-
stant to the Minister for the North-West,
relative to port facilities at Napier Broome
Bay, could not this work be facilitated, if
facilities such as the use of horses, barges,
etc.,, could be obtained from Drysdale
Mission?

The MINISTER FOR MINES (for the
Minister for Works} replied:

The major examinations considered
necessary call for the use of four-wheel-
drive vehicles; but it is possible that a
barge or lugger, and possibly horses, might
be of use on special occasions. This can
only he decided when the party has gained
some knowledge of the area to be examined.

QUESTIONS WITIEOUT NOTICE.

COMMISSIONER OF NATIVE
‘WELFARE.

Court Action for Alleged Defamation.

1. The HON. A. F. WATTS asked the
Minister for Native Welfare:

(1) Is the Commissioner of Native Wel-
fare the defendant in a court action for
defamation, or any other cause?

(2) If so, who is the plaintiff and what
are the allegations in respect of which the
action has been brought?

(3) Has the hearing—

(a) Commenced?
(b) Concluded?

If the latter, with what result?

(4) Does the Minister know why no re-
port has appeared in the Press?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) Yes, co-defendant with the Austral-
ian Breadcasting Commission,

(2) E. Mitchell. The allegation is that
& statement made by the second defend-
ant and published by the first defendant in
August, 1953, in respect of the refusal of
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certain natives at Port Hedland to partici-
pate in a search for a lost white man was
defamatory.
(3) (a) No.
(b) No.
(4) No.

COMMONWEALTH GRANTS
COMMISSION.

Availability of Report o Parliament.

2. Mr. COURT asked the Premier:

{1) Is the 25th Report of the Commeon-
wealth Grants Commission covering the
current grant of £11,000,000 to Western
Australia yet available in this State?

(2} If not, when does he expect it to be
available to Parliament?

The PREMIER replied:
(1) No.
(2) Next Tuesday.

IRON ORE.
Tabling of Papers re Sale to Japan.

3. Mr. COURT asked the Minister for
Mines:

Referring to the question without notice
asked by the Leader of the Opposition on
Wednesday, the 17th September, will he
state when he proposes to table, as prom-
ised, all the departmental papers, particu-
larly the agreement for the sale of
15,000,000 tons of iron ore from Yampi
Sound, which were the subject of a motion
moved in the Legislative Assembly by the
then Premier, the late Mr. J. C. Willcock,
on the 30th August, 19387

The MINISTER replied:

I do not know whether the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition is introducing any
fresh matter here. I have delayed tabling
the papers requested by the Leader of the
Opposition pending his return. Questions
have been asked here from time te time
concerning an agreement; but assurances
have bheen given that there is no agree-
ment. I will table the papers tomorrow.

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
First Reading.

Introduced by the Hon. J. J. Brady (Min-
ister for Police} and read a first time.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.

1, Bush Fires Act Amendment,
Transmitted to the Council.

2, Licensed Surveyors Act Amendment,
Passed.

NATIVES (STATUS AS CITIZENS)
BILL.

Report.
Report of Committee adopted.
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WAR SERVICE LéND SETTLEMENT
ACT.

Amendment of Regulation No. 24.

Debate resumed from the 10th Septem-
ber on the following motion by the Hon.
A. F. Watts:—

That new Regulation No. 24, made
under the War Service Land Settle-
ment Act, 1954, as published in the
“Government Gazette” on the 23rd
November, 1955, and laid upon the
Table of the House on the 24th No-
vember, 1955, be amended as follows:—

By deleting paragraph 2 (¢}
thereof, and inserting in lieu the fol-
lowing paragraph:—

2. (¢) One member to be nomin-
ated by the Central Council of War
Service Land Settlers’ Associations
Incorporated.

MR, I. W. MANNING (Harvey) [4.48]:

I have been associated with the activities.

of the R.8.L. since I joined that organisa-
tion in 1942, and I have been most im-
pressed by its breadth of activity, and the
manner in which it has looked after the
interests of all ex-service personnel. In
this particular case, the Leader of the
Country Party seeks to amend the repre-
sentation on the War Service Land Settle-
ment Appeal Board on which today the
R.S.L. has a representative. The repre-
sentative comes from the land committee
of the R.S.L.

This land committee is composed largely
of active farmers, or ex-farmers, some of
whom are ex-service land settlement
farmers. The land commitiee was formed
back in 1921. It has watched very closely
the interests of soldier settlers since that
time, and particularly the ex-service land
seftlers under the present war service land
settlement scheme. I know the representa-
tive on the appeal board personally, and
he has impressed me as being an excellent
man. He is a farmer—a retired farmer, al-
though reasonably young—who has had
wide experience. His representation on
the appeal board has been very earnest
indeed, and he has sought to watch very
closely the interests of the land settler.

I have a number of war service land
settlers in my electorate. I know that in
-the electorate of the hon. member for
Vasse there are also a number of war ser-
vice land settlers; and, speaking for those
two particular areas, I have heard of no
complaints whatsoever about the activities
of the R.5L.s representative on the ap-
peal board. In fact, T would go so far as
to say that, in my association with the
R.S.L, at no time have I heard any com-
plaints against this representative. It has
been stated that Mr. Milne has done an
excellent job indeed.
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Therefore, I am rather surprised that
the Leader of the Country Party is en-
deavouring to make this change by re-
placing the R.S.L.'s representative with a
member to be nominated by the Central
Council of the War Service Land Settlers’
Associations. I would offer opposition to
this move on the ground that members
of that association are obviously very
largely concerned with only one section
of farming.

The dairy farmer under the war service
land settlement scheme would not be happy
with that representation. The representa-
tive of the R.S.L. on the committee has
been very well aware of the problems as-
sociated with every section of farming, as
well as the prohlems of the ex-service land
settler in particular. Any problems which
have come hefore the appeal board have
been assisted by the reasonably qualified
gpinion he has been able to give to the

oard.

I view with some concern the fact that
there is a suggestion that the R.S.L. re-
presentative should be replaced by a man
from the other organisation. I think we
should take into consideration the stand-
ing of the R.3.L. in the community. It
is a very large and influential organisa-
tion, and it has attained this status over
the years hecause of its activities through-
out the community in general. I feel it
would be very wrong to replace its repre-
sentative by one from a lesser orsganisa-
tion which is not so representative of the
war service land settlers. The weight of
opjinion that such a man would bring
with him would not have the value of that
of the representative of the R.S.L. because
of the standing and status of the R.SL.
throughout the community.

I see no real reason for the change.
The ex-servicemen—so far as I can as-
certain, and so far as my personal
knowledge goes—have been adequately
represented on the appeal board. There-
fore, on that score I can see no reason
for a change. T consider that the R.S.L.
is a far more suitable body to appoint a
representative to the War Service Land
Settlement Appeal Board.

Therefore, at this stage I must oppose
the motion submitted by the Leader of
the Country Party to replace the R.S.L.
representative on the War Service Land
Settlement Appeal Board with a member
of the Central Council of the War Service
Land Settlers' Associations.

MR. POTTER (Subiaco) [4.55]: Like
the hon, member for Harvey, I oppose
this motion. I have, over some 10 years,
been a member of the local sub-branch
of the R.B.L.; and I have had occasion
at {imes to make representations on he-
half of several members of the land com-
mittee. I have also had an intimate
connection with the R.8.L. and can assure
hon. members in this House that whether
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& person is eligible or otherwise to be a
member of the league, he can, and does,
get every assistance, particularly in regard
to land settlement.

In opposing this motion, I would like
again to point out to the House that my
colleague, the hon, member for Gascoyne,
very adequately covered all the factors
with regard to the activities of the R.S.L.
concerning soldier land settlement. It was
pointed out that on the land committee
of the R.S.L, there were 11 members, nine
of whomm were or had been practical
farmers. Some gained their experience
under the old soldier land settlement
scheme, and others are active farmers at
the present time.

Therefore, I submit that this representa-
tion, together with its annual congresses,
which discuss land settlement matters,
should adeguately cover all that has to
be done, and this hody can speak from
experience. As the hon. member for
Harvey has pointed out, the committee
was formed in 1921. It has functioned

well and has placed representations be- .

fore both the State and Commonwealth
Governments which, to a large degree,
have made the functioning of the war
service land settlement scheme possible.

There is another feature about this:
the War Service Land Settlers' Associa-
tion—incorporated, I understand—has not
a permanhent secretary in the city. The
secretary is an accountant who travels
around the country, and therefore is not
as easily accessible as is the officer in
charge of land settlement, who is at
Anzac House, He is available between the
hours of 9 am. and 5 p.m. at any time
for any purpose, and I submit that the
RS.L. should be represented on this
appeal board. After all said and done, X
think there have only been four appeals to
date, and the R.S.L. has done a worth-
while job. I suggest it would hardly be
advisable to make a change at the present
moment, bearing in mind that the R.S.L.
can make representation on an Australia-
wide basis to the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment as well as to the State Govern-
ments. Therefore I oppose the motion.

THE HON. A. F. WATTS (Stirling—in
reply) [5.01: I am amaged, in the first
instance, that I have not received the cour-
tesy of a reply from the Minister for
Agriculture.

Mr. Eelly: I have already spoken on the
matter.

Mr. WATTS: The Minister has not
spoken on this subject.

Mr. Kelly: I have,

Mr, WATTS: The Minister must have
spoken at a tilme when I was not aware
that he had spoken.

Mr. Kelly: I am not allowed to speak
twice on the same matter.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. WATTS: I am sorry if I have made
a mistake, and I am sorry that I did not
hear the Minister.

Mr. Court: I understood that the hon.
member for Gascoyne spoke, but not the
Minister,

Mr. WATTS: That is what I understood.
Mr. Kelly: I did speak.

Mr. WATTS: I understood the hon.
member for (GGascoyne spoke and that the
debate was then adjourned, and that
nobody had spoken since until this after-
noon. If I have made a mistake, I
withdraw what I said, but I was certainly
under that impression. I think the Min-
ister will find he has said nothing on this
subject, and therefore I am not able to
reply to any views that he might have ex-
pressed.

Mr. Kelly: I am almost certain that I
spoke on the motion. I was well opposed
to it, anyway.

Mr. WATTS: I shall allow the matter
to drop in an aura of uncertainty and
shall proceed to say something on the
remarks made by other speakers, I
thought I made it clear, when moving the
motion, that there was no suggestion of
there being anything in my mind against
the R.SL. I pointed out as carefully as I
could that the War Service Land Settlers’
Association was a separate organisation,
created by war service land settlers, and
that its membership included a number of
persons who could be and were members of
the R.SL. and a number of persons who
could not be members of the RSL. al-
though they were qualified to accept assis-
tance under the War Service Land Settle-
ment Act.

I want to disabuse the mind of the hon.
member for Harvey, and anyone elsp who
thinks like him, that the motion is in any
way directed against the interests of the
R.S.L. It is founded on the same helief as
that which I mentioned when I introduced
the motion, which is to be found in the
Government Employees (Promotions Appeal
Board) Act where each separate organisa-
tion or union that is affected in Govern-
ment employment, is entitled to appoint
its representative to the appeal board.

The War Service Land Settlers’ Associa-
tion has a large membership. During the
last 10 days I have attended meetings of
two branches of the assoeciation, and both
of the meetings were extremely well
attended, I have, on more than one occa-
sion—on two occaslons I think—attended
meetings of the Central Council of War
Service Land Settlers’ Associations. I have
attended these meetings mainly because, as
is well known to most hon. members, I have
in my electoral district some hundreds of
war service land settlers in the several
project areas that have been established
east and west of the Great Southern rafl-
way. In consequence, I am reasonably well
aware of the sentiments of the majority
of these people.
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Here apgain, I repeat they have nothing
against the R.S.L., as such; but the major-
ity of them, I believe—and I have heen so
informed—desire to have their own repre-
sentative on the appeal board in the same
way as, I venture to suggest, the trade
unions want a representative of their own
on such bodies as the promotions appeal
boards that I referred to earlier; and I
suggest they are similarly entitled to that
representation, if they want it.

The Minister knows that, over a consid-
erable peripd, he has had requests frem the
War Service Land Settlers’ Association, for
this representation. He will recollect that
in February last, he received a deputation,
from the War Service Land Settlers’ As-
sociation, which I attended and which was
introduced by my colleague, the hon. mem-
ber for Katanning, and the deputation
made the request to him, among other re-
quests. The Minister will also know, I
think, that on a previous occasion the same
request was made by these people to his
predecessor, but up to date It has not been
granted by the Government; nor has it
yet heen granted or refused by the Minis-
ter so far as the debate in the House is
concerned, as far as I am aware,

This is not a matter of complaint against
the R.S.L., or anyone else. It is a matter
of what s a reasonable course to pursue.
These people have set up an organisation
which they call the “War Service Land
Settlers’ Associations Incorporated”, which
has a considerable membership, Some of
its members cannot be members of the
R.S.L.; but some of them can be, and are,
They have, officially, made a request to
the Minister and to his predecessor; and,
having had the reguest refused—or at
least not granted—they have made the re-
quest to me, and I have here a letter dated
the 31st July, 1958. This letter is signed
by the President of the Central Council
of the War Service Land Settlers’ Associa-
tions, and he says—

Many thanks for your letter and
copy of regulations governing the
appointment of the War Service Land
Settlement Appeal Board.

While the powers of the appeal
board are so limited as to be of very
Iittle value to settlers, we would,
-nevertheless, be grateful for direct
representation of settlers on that
board. We feel that it might be a
step towards our main objective of
an elected representative of settlers on
the Land Settlement Board.

In a further paragraph he goes on to
EAY—

Our request has always been that
any member of any board or tribunal
purporting to represent the settlers
should be directly elected by the
settlers and not nominated by the
Minister.

1041

That is what these people are asking
for, and it is a reasonable request. It
is not made in derogation of anyone, but
in support of the sentiment that they
want a representative because they are
a separate, incorporated hody with a sub-
stantial membership, particularly in the
project areas,

I suggest that in the same way as the
House has agreed, time and again, to rep-
resentation heing granted to the nominees
of various bodies—trade untons and others
—to tribunals which have to deal with
problems affecting their rights, so it is a
reasonable proposition that this organisa-
tion should bhe allowed it0 nominate &
person to this board.

After all, the board is one which can
affect no-one else but a war service land
settler, and primarily a war service land
settler who is going to bhe evicted, or his
lease is going to be terminated. Which-
ever phrase hon, members prefer, the re-
sult is much the same. The board can-
not affect anyone else. It has nothing to
do with the general membership of any
other organisation. It can deal only with
the question of whether a person shall
have his lease terminated, or be evicted;
and that person must be a war service
land settler who may not be a member
of the R.S.L., although he may be.

Mr, I. W. Manning: The R.S.L. repre-
sents these settlers on the appeal board.

Mr. WATTS: The War Service Land
Settlers’ Assoclation—as I have already
sald and say again—desires g represen-
tative of its own organisation on this
board, and I say it is entitled to have
one. Therefore I hope the House will
agree to carry the motion.

Personal Explanation.

The HON, 1. F. KELLY: I wish to
apologise to the Leader of the Country
Party, as I was fully convinced that I
had spoken on this motion. I had an
elaborate set of notes, which I thought
I had used, so I must have confused it
with the other similar matter. I recall
feeling on Wednesday evening last that
I had dispensed with all the motions and
had only to sit and listen. I repeat that
I apologise to the Leader of the Country
Party; but in any case my answer would
have been a very definite “No.”

Question put and negatived.

Mr. Nalder: The settlers have not many
friends, apparently.

BILLS (2)—RETURNED.
1, Vermin Act Amendment.

2, College Street Closure.
Without amendment,
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INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

Second Reading.

b Debate resumed from the 10th Septem-
er.

THE HON. J. B, SLEEMAN (Fremantie)
[513]: I do not think the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition could really have
thought he could get a measure such as
this through this Chamber. I cannot
believe that he ever imagined this House
would pass the Bill. His main point, when
introducing the measure, seemed to be the
Hursey case in Tasmania; yet he should
know that, under the rules registered in
the Commonwealth Arbitration Court, a
non-unionist on the waterfront automatic-
ally disqualifies himself by a refusal to pay
union dues, and cannot he on the official

roster for work. That is the law of the -

land, and once these people became un-
finanecial they could no longer be rostered.

Mr. Court: Did you read the amend-
ment?
Mr. SLEEMAN: In regard to the

Hursey case the Deputy Leader of the
Opnosition said—

I have studied quite a lot of the
Hursey case and much more than has
been reported in “The West Austra-
lian” and the other papers in Aus-
tralia, because when I was in the east
recently I made it my business to seek
some real down-to-earth information
on the background of the case.

I do not think he made many inquiries;
at all events he never looked in the
right place, although it was not hard to
find. He did not have to go to the
Waterside Workers® Federation, but only
to the shipping people or the stevedoring
industry authorities; and they could have
told him the facts. As a matier of fact,
the waterside workers have been great
friends of the Hurseys, and it is a rotten
thing that they should have been put to
the cost of thousands of pounds in the
action that has been taken in Tasmania
recenfly. I have here the facts in regard
to the Hurseys and will read them to the
House. They are as follows:—

Hursey was injured in the Ilate
‘forties aboard the Union S.8. Co’s
Talune. The Federation helped him
with his compensation claims.

He got a total of £300 in weekly
payments, then a final settlement of
£400.

The Union S.5. Co.’s legal adviser in
this case was Mr. R. Wright, now
Senator Wright of the Liberal Party,
and legal adviser to F. Hursey.

Hursey was on the invalid pension
for some time.

In May, 1955, a letter from Hobart
Branch to Federal office of the WW.F.
reported that the stopwork meeting of

[ASSEMBLY.]

May 4 had declared that “failing a
favourable reply” to Federal office
negotiations on Hursey's behalf, there
\lvaould be a further stoppage on May

Only by giving a strike ultimatum to
the Board and employers was the Fed-
eaation able to get Hursey re-register-
ed.

Thus Hobart wharfies were prepared
to sacrifice their own bread and butter
to get Hursey back on the wharf.

The stevedoring industry authorities and
the shipping people said that Hursey was
not fit to work on the wharf; but the
waterside workers demanded that he be
reinstated and that was how he came to
get back on the wharf. To continue—

When readmitted a member is
normally required to pay all back
levies and union dues.

The Federation waived all levies and
Branch dues—Hursey only had to pay
for his Federal ticket.

Hursey suffered an injury on the Hobart
watlerfront in May, 1949, and was off on
compensation for some years. As I say,
when he wanted to get back, he was only
able to do so when the waterside workers
demanded that he be reinstated.

Mr, May: They did a lot more than that
for him.

Mr. SLEEMAN:
members opposite.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: All this has no
real bearing on the matter,

Mr. SLEEMAN: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition said that nobody should be
penalised for being unfinancial in the
union, but I do not know how he has the
cheek to put that up here, where not long
ago he put up the reverse case. If it is
right for a member of his union it is wrong
for any other union, according to him. He
must think we have very bad memorles
and that we have already forgotten the
row he kicked up against a member of his
union who was excluded, and they de-
manded that he be sacked—

Mr. Court: That has nothing to do with
the case.

Mr, SLEEMAN: I will quote from page
66 of Hansard for 1955—

Mr. Court: This is a question of a com-
pulsory political levy,

Mr. SLEEMAN: On page 66 of Hansard
for 1955 the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion asked the Minister a queston in re-
gard to the case to which I have referred.
It did not matter to him what was done to
the member of his union, and the member
in question was excluded by his union for
not paying his dues,

Mr. Court: Tell us the background of
the case.

This is enough for
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Mr. SLEEMAN: On the 10th August,
1955, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
without notice, asked the Minister for Jus-
tice—

With reference to the answer given
to my earlier guestion, is he aware
that —, referred to as a member of the
Land Agents’ Supervisory Committee,
is no longer a member of the Institute
of Chartered Accountants—

You will note that the hon. member has
said there that he is no longer a member.
How was he discharged from that insti-
tute? He had been excluded in November,
1954, in the same manner as Hursey was
excluded, namely, for non-payment of
dues.

Mr. Court: You can't put that one up!

Mr. SLEEMAN: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition said that he was excluded
in November, 1954, for the non-payment of
his dues. Continuing to quote this ques-
tion that was asked by the Deputy Leader
of the Oppostiion—

—having been excluded in November,
1954, and the Registrar of Companies
was so advised on the 25th November,
1954, and the Under Secretary for Law
advised on the 7th December, 195647

They acied very guickly, did they not, Mr.
Speaker? They advised the Under Secre-
tary for Law on the 7th December, 1954.
They were not satisfled with notifying the
Registrar of Companies; they also went
along to the Under Secretary for Law and
notified him that this person had been
excluded from the Institute of Chartered
Accountants,

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: DBut he is still
earning his living as an accountant.

Mr. Court: He is stiill allowed to prac-
tice: he is not debarred from earning his
living.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I will now tell the House
all about the Hurseys, by quoting the fol-
lowing newspaper extract:—

Why did Hursey leave the Labour
Party and join the D.L.P.—a political
offshoot of the Industrial Group and
electoral ally of the Liberal Party?

The version in Pix, Sydney pictorial
journal, on the basis of its interview
with F, Hursey for its July 12 issue,
is:

The union spreads the words in
Hobart that the Hursey trouble
really started when the A.L.P. re-
fused his nomination to stand as
a Labour candidate at a State
election.
So from that, hon. members can see that
Hursey was after something. He was pre-
pared to be a good and loyal member of
the union if he could get into Parliament
and represent his union there. The news-
paper extract continues as follows:—

The union says that this pigued
him, that he saw in the DLP. a
chance to “get even”,

1043

Mr. Hursey admits that the A.L.P.
refused to endorse him, but denies he
was aggrieved—Hursey was auto-
matically shelved from the A.LP.
when he joined the D.L.P, in August,
1956.

He tried {0 win Franklin State seat
as D.L.P. candidate in 1956, but was
heavily defeated.

Realising that the AL.P. would not have
him, he thought he would stand as &
candidate for the DLP. So there is the
history of the Hursey cause. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition knew all this,
but he tried to put over the rough stuff.
He knew that he had objected to a mem-
ber of his union being employved because
that member had become unfinancial in
his organisation, and so he was excluded.
When Hursey failed to pay his union dues
he, too, was excluded. ‘Therefore, I do
not think we should trouble ourselves with
this measure for two minutes. We should
put it where it belongs—out the window!

MR. HALL (Albany) [5241: I rise to
speak on this Bill because I have heen
associated with an industrial organisation
for 30 years. T am amazed at the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition introducing a
measure such as this into the House. For
many years I was associated with a firm-
which had an unparalleled industrial.
history in the textile field in this State,
and it also enjoyed the same distinction
throughout the Commonwealth. During
the complete history of our union there
has probably been only one dispute, and
this excellent record has been achieved
only as a result of co-operation between
the union and the managements of the
firm both in the Federal and State
spheres. Any dissension In the industrial
set-up was easily dissipated because the
management had direct approach to that
unjon. If there was no leader to control
the workers there would therefore be no-
one to see if one was in trouble.

The objects of the union, to which its
members suhscribe, are as follows:—

(a) to watch over, improve, foster and
grotect the interests of its mem-
ers;

(b) to improve the social and economic
position of its members by all law-
ful means;

I think "lawful means” includes industrial
action, which we are allowed to use. Con-
tinuing——

{c) to render pecuniary and other
assistance in repelllng any in-
fringement or attempted infringe-
ment of its members’ rights and
privileges;
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That is what the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition is endeavouring to do. The
rules contihue—

{f) to acquire direct representation of
Labour in Federal and State Par-
liaments;

(g) to establish and maintain Labour
journals;

That would represent propaganda, but we
subscribe to that so that we may defend
our interests.

I will now quote to the House an ex-
tract from the final speech made by the
late Rt. Hon. J. B. Chifley, which reads
as follows:—

I will be surprised if trade unions
are not prepared to stand for per-
sonal liberties. On the matter of
coercion my mind goes back to earlier
governments who suppressed unions
and used free labour, and who were
swept out of office,—

I repeat that phrase “swept out of office”,
a8 I believe that is what will happen to
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition if
he persists with this Bill. Continuing the
quote—

—as I believe this Government will be.
No government by coercion, by con-
victing and sending men to gaol for
dndustrial offences, is going to produce
;anything but strikes nor will it cure
the evils people may sufTer.

‘Mr. Wild: Did not Chifley put the

rtroops into the coalmines?

Mr. HALL: He may have done; but I
:am sure that if he did so, it was necessary.
!However, I think we are digressing from
‘the point in question. If the late Mr.
+ Chifley did anything like that, I am sure
“that he did so in the interests of the
«country.

I will now refer to another aspect;
namely, unions and their political rights.
I hope the Deputy Leader of the QOpposi-
+ion has his pencil ready to make a note
of this quotation. It is as follows:—

Labour's political enemies are now
toying with the idea of clamping down
on the Trade Union's political activi-
ties. It is argued that tens of
thousands of wunionists vote anti-
Labour, therefore unions should he
non-political. Such reasoning is a
superficial appraisal of Trade Union
political thought and the effect of
union registration and access {o in-
dustrial courts.

I agree with those remarks, and I sub-
mit that this Bill is not worthy of being
introduced into this House.

MR. PERKINS (Roe) {5.281: I do not
think any hon. member on the Govern-
ment side of the House has made out a
very convincing case agalnst some of the
provisions in this measure. For instance,
the previous speaker sought to justify the

[ASSEMBLY.]

existence of trade unions. No hon. mem-
ber on this side of the House has tried to
make out a case to show that trade unions
are undesirable. Such organisations are
used by workers in the same way as uhions
of producers and unions of many other
interested people In different spheres.
Such a trend is the accepted way of life
in the Eritish Commonwealth.

I do not think any Government would be
50 rash as to atiempt to suppress the legl-
timate activities of any union. I am sure
that all hon. members on this side of the
House consider—I certainly do—that trade
unions have a very necessary part to play
in the type of economy which has devel-
oped during this century. I hope we will
continue to hear trade union members
voicing their legitimate requirements; and,
by co-operation with organisations of em-
ployers, they can not only improve the
standards of employment, but also make
employment in industry more efficient.
This would beneflt ot only themselves but
also the whole community.

Mr., May: Do you think they should be
financial members of the union?

Mr. PERKINS: 1 believe they should
support the unions.

Mr. May: Then you disagree with the
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr. PERKINS: I did not hear the
Leader of the Opposition say that mem-
bers of trade unions should not support
the unions financially. There was some
argument about persens in a particular
fleld of employment being forced to be-
long to a particular union. Let me give
an illustration. In the farming communi-
ity, even though many of the hon. mem-
bers on this side are active members of
the Farmers’ Union, primary producers are
not forced to join a union. None of us
contends that a producer who refuses to
join the Farmers’ Union should be de-
barred from engaging in agriculture. But
we do our best to encourage every producer
to belong to that producers’ organisation.
I am not suggesting that a different
method be adopted by the trade union
movement.

Much of the argument from the opposite
side of the House has been directed to-
wards justifying the place of the trade
union in our economy. I repeat that the
trade unions have a very important part
to play; and provided they act in a re-
sponsible manner, they c¢an raise the effi-
ciency of industry.

I might quote one instance which comes
to mind. It relates to recent developments
concerning long service leave. We saw the
spectacle of the trade union movement be-
ing far ahead of the Labour Party organis-
ation, and being much more efficient in
dealing with the employers in the obtain-
ing of improved conditions of employment.
In that instance the A.C.T.U. dealt with
the employers’ organisation and agreed on
certain standards of long service leave
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which have since been accepted by this
Parifament. Previously the Labour Party
was very far out of touch with the trade
union movement when it rejected the pro-
posal offered in this House.

Mr. Potter: Your crystal must have
been very cloudy.
Mr. PERKINS: Some of the hon. mem-

bers on the Government side do not seem
to like the instance I am quoting, but their
interjections will not alter the truth. Al-
though we agree that the trade unions play
a very necessary part in the community—
and certainly in any community which is
outside of the Communist-dominated
countries—it does not necessarily follow
that any portion of their funds should be
used for political purposes in the support
of the Labour Party or any other organisa-
tion,

Mr. Potter:
determine,

Mr. PERKINS: I do not think that even
the hon, members on the Government side
will try to prove that every member of
every trade union supports the Labour
Party. If hon. members opposite were to
be truthful, they weuld agree that a con-
siderable number of trade union members
support the Country Party or the Liberal
Party. Does that not justify the provision
in the RBill befare us which states that the
funds of trade unions should not be used
to support one political organisation when
some of their members believe that their
best interests would be served hy ancther
political organisation?

Mr. Andrew: Don't you believe that the
majority should rule?

Mr, Sleeman: I don't believe that one.

The SPEAKER: Interjections should be
made one at a time. The hon. member
may proceed.

Mr. PERKINS: 1 believe that union
funds should be expended for legitimate
union purposes and not for political pur-
poses, which may or may not he in accord-
ance with the ideas of some members of
trade unions. I heard an interjection that
the majority should rule. In & great many
cases that is perfectly true, but obviously

that docirine can be carried too far. It
should be the objective of all of us to give
as much freedom to the individual as
possible, in the voicing of his views and in
deciding the way in which his contribution
to union funds should be used.

Hon. members on the Government side
cannot possibly make out a case to support
the contention that it is vitally necessary
for some portion of trade union funds to
be used to support the Labour Party in
particular, That being the case, the hon.
members on the Government side who have
spoken against this measure have not been
very logical. I hope that this House will
at least pass the second reading of the
Bill. If some of the provisions in the Bill

That is for the unions to
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are not considered to be entirely satisfac-
tory, no doubt an opportunity would be
given to bring forward amendments,

Mr. Hawke: Take the tongue out of
your cheek!

Mr. PERKINS: I hope the second read-
ing will he passed.

MR. ROSS HUTCHINSON (Cottesloe)
i5.36]: I support this measure and fee]
that the Denputy Leader of the Opposition
should be commended for bringing it be-
fore this House and the principles con-
tained therein before the public of West-
ern Australia.

Like the hon. member for Roe, I feel
that Government speakers, from the Min-
ister downwards, have skated round the
real purposes behind the introduction of
this legislation. They have spoken in great
detail about the work of trade unions
and the like, without getting down to the
twoe vital peints contained in the Bill. The
two purposes are: firstly, to prevent vic-
timisation of workers who have conscien-
tious beliefs regarding union membership;
and, secondly, to:. prevent compulsory
levies on workers for political purposes.
Surely an impartial examination of both.
those purposes would reveal that each.
of them should be used in the interests:
of fair play and of simple human rights..

With regard to the first purpose—that
is, vietimisation of workers—this Bill only
extends a prineciple which is already in
the pareni Act. The principle is that it
is widely known that in the parent Act
no employee or employer should be pen-
alised or victimised because he belongs to
& union or an association. Many of us
are familiar with this portion of the Aect
—1I think it is Section 135—which refers
in explicit terms to the principle T have
outlined, and no-one could object to that
principle,

The provision in the Bill before us only
widens that established principle. It does

so in this manner by providing as fol-
lows:—

. That there should be no vietimisa-
tion and no prejudice shown to a
worker or person who does not belong
to a union or erganisation.

Surely if 1t is fair for the one it should
be fair for the other! I submit that is
Australian fair play,

Touching on this particular point I
would remind the House that Mr. Justice
Nevile, when referring to the dismissal of
the two Duich employees at the State
Brlck Works, said that in this particular
instance, the case did not amount to &
lockout, but—using the words of Mr.
Justice Nevile, “it might amount to
victimisation.” This part of the Bill should
be accepted at least by any Impartial
observer,
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I would remind the House that in his
judgment relating to the case of the iwo
Dutchmen, Mr., Justice Nevile said—

Any conditions of employment de-
signed to ensure that all workers in
& given establishment or industry are
members of the appropriate union,
should contain an exception in favour
of those workers who may be pre-
cluded by genuine religlous beliefs,
from joining any union,

Mr. Rowberry: There is nothing like
that in the Bill,

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I am not re-
ferring to the Bill for the moment. I was
referring to the remarks of Mr. Justice
Nevile that there should be an exception
in favour of those workers who may be
precluded by genuine religious beliefs from
joining any union. The point I make is
that on this very principle the President
of the Arbitration Court is in agreement
with what is contained in the Bill.

As was pointed out by previous speakers
on this side of the House, it can be as-
sumed that most hon. members opposite
believe in the principle of conscientious
beliefs, as it is applled to the exemption
of persons from fighting for their coun-
try. Why cannot the same principle be
applied in respect of conscientious beliefs
to persons who do not believe in joining
trade unions?

Mr, Potter: The conscientious objectors
have still to serve in the forces in some
capacity.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: If it is fair
~enough to apply the principle in respect
~of military service, it is also fair to apply
it in the ease of union membership.

Mr. May: Do you think it is fair for
: such people to take advantage of the bene-
_fits which are obtained by the unions
“without having to belong to them?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: That has no
real bearing on the question, because a
great body of unionists do make con-
tributions.

Mr. May: For their benefit as well as
that of the minority.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: If hon. mem-
bers opposite were to agree to the changes
enumerated in the Bill, then the same
principle which applies to conscientious
objectors in the military forces would apply
to members of trade unions.

Mr. Potter: The conscientious objector
still has to serve in the armed forces.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: And the con-
scientious objectors in the union will still
serve the country in the capacity of
warkers. One can see a big cleavage taking
place in respect of this matter because hon.
members opposite will only be fair on a
narrow basis, but will not be fair on a
broad basis.
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Mr. Rowberry: What is consclentious
objection?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The hon.
member has had an opportunity of making
his speech, and he succeeded in making a
compiete hash of it. I do not intend that
he should make a complete hash of my
speech. I contend there is a paralle]
between the prineiple relating to service to
one's country in time of war, and the prin-
ciple relating to one's service to the
country in time of peace.

Mr. Johnson: There is a difference
between service and killing. You seem to
be stuck for words.

Mr, ROSS HUTCHINSON: I do not think
the hon. member knows what he is talking
about. He makes a complete donkey of
himself when he does interject,

Mr. Hawke: What a nice educated boy
the hon. member for Cottesloe is!

Mr. Wild: He is telling you a few truths,
and it hurts,

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I do not know
what the Premier has to talk about, because
when I asked him a straight-out question
the other evening he evaded it. The
Premier enjoys very much interjections
from his own side of the House, and he
enjoys making interjections himself, but
he resents any harsh treatment that might
be meted out by Opposition members.

Mr. Hawke: I enjoy the hon. member,
This is the greattst entertainment which
has been provided, and there is no amuse-
ment tax.

Mr. Graham: I know how much the
Premier enjoys him, too.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The Hon.
Minister for Transport makes himself a
galah at times, too.

Mr. Graham: Keep going!

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! Let us
get back to the business before the Chair.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Thank you,
Sir. With regard to a man serving his
country in times of war, and in times of
peace, I think that conscientious belief
should apply fairly in both cases, But
there is a deep cleavage between those
people who have expressed themselves on
that side of the House, and I cannot, for
one maoment, reason out why there should
be a difference. Ngbody from that side has
been able to put forward any convincing
argument at all that there should be a
difference.

Mr. May: You wouldn't listen!

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I think it is
entirely wrong for a man to be deprived of
the means of making his living and to be
sacked because he conscientiously believes
he should not belong to a union. It has
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been expressed by various speakers and by
interjections that this sort of thing would
lead to a break-up of the unions.

Mr. Rowberry: It would.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: 1 cannot
agree with that. The hon. member for
Warren should dry up for a while. He
and the hon. member for Collle have
intimated by interjection that this would
in all probability lead to a break-up of
unions. But that is not so, and the
assertion denies the good sense of workers
generally. It says nothing for the loyalty
of workers to a union and the good work
unions have done over the years. It is
absolutely ridiculous to suppose that all
unionists would follow suit if some such
exemption were granted.

Mr. Johnson: Are you looking for a way
of not joining the Teachers' Union after
the next election?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I do nof
think the hon. member need have any
fears on my account.

Mr. Graham: Wishful thinking!
Mr. W. Hegney: No fears; but hopes!

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The second
purpose of the Bill is to prevent a worker
being compelled to pay levies for political
purposes. I cannot understand why any-
body on the opposite side of the House
should support the view that everyone
should be compelled to pay compulsory
levies for political purposes.

Mr. Potter: They are not. They have
freedom of choice,
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Let us not

object to this principle in the Bill. The
Hursey case has been explained and has
been bandied about; and it is an example
of what could happen. The- relevant
amendment in this Bill provides, among
other things, that no person shall be com-
pelled to contribute to a political fund
or be prejudiced in his employment or his
membership of, or his admission to, an
industrial unign because he does not, or
will not contribute to such a fund. This
is soundly based; and I cannot understand
why it should not be s0, and be accepted
as a prineciple. It has been mentioned
that there must be a great many unionists
who do not vote for Lahour; and that is
perfectly true. If it were true, for example,
that all unionists—or workers—voted for
Labour, then there would not be any but
State Labour Governments and Federal
Labour Governmehts in perpetuity.

Mr. W. Hegney: How do you work that
out?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: We all know
that there are a great number of people,
fortunately, who believe that the Labour
Party does not represent, in every way,
the best interests of the workers; and some
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people feel that the Country Party, or the
Liberal Party, best expresses their par-
ticular political views.

With regard to this point of compulsory
levies for political purposes, I should again
remind the House that the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition in our State Parliament
has the solid support of the Deputy
Leader of the Federal Opposition—that is,
the Hon. Mr. Calwell. He sald, &8s has
been pointed ocut by the Leader of the
Opposition here, that he was opposed to
compulsory levies for political purposes
and was merely in favour of voluntary
levies,

Mr. Toms: Did he have before him an
amendment such as is in this Bill, when
he said that?

Mr. W. Hegney: Can you state any
case in which a union has imposed a
political levy in this State?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I cannot
think of one, But that has no bearing on
the principle that we are trying to estab-
lish in this Bill. We are trying to ensure
freedom—something that the Minister for
Lahour does not appreciate and does not
seem to want to appreciate.

Mr. Potter: That Is what we are fight-
ing for,

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: If the hon.
member for Subiaco believes that, he
should not be on that side of the House.

Mr. Potter: Of course he should!

Mr., ROSS HUTCHINSON: Because
over there he is fighting for socialism, and
every membher on that side is fighting for
socialism—is pledged to fight for it.

Mr. Graham: You capitalistic stooge!

Mr. Johnson: What is the matter with
that?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: There is a
great deal the matter with it. The
socialistic objective is the one thing that
they do not like heing reminded ahout.
Hon. members opposite are not endeavour-
ing to achieve socialism in a week, a month
or even & year or two, but to achieve it by
stealth, bit by bit; and that is how free-
doms are whittled away, Therefore I say
that the hon. member for Subiaco is not
fighting for freedom but for socialism.

Mr. Potter: And, by virtue of that fact,
greater freedom for the individual.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: With regard
to this matter of compulsory levies, how
does the public feel?

Several hon. members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! This is a
Legislative Assembly, not a place of
hilarity!

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: It is obvious
that the Premier and his minions do not
like any talk about socialistn and freedom.
He acts as the chief clown over there and
ralses laughs for the rest of his boys. With
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regard to this matter of compulsory levies,
I am going to point out for general in-
terest, how the public feels with regard
to this particular point, by quoting the
result of a Gallup Poll.

Mr. O°'Brien: You would win in a can-
ter.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: In the issue
of the Australian Gallup Polls of July-
August, 1958, under the heading of “Poli-
tical Levies by Unions Unjust” was stated
the following:—

Trade unions are not entitled to
expel members for not paying politi-
cal levies, a big majority said in an
Australia-wide Gallup poll in June.

The question was:

If a member of a trade union re-
fuses to pay a levy on members for
a political party, do you think the
union should, or should not, have the
right to expel him?

Of the 2,000 people interviewed
nearly half said they or their hus-
bands were members of trade unions.
The 2,000 people answered:

No right to expel—61 p.c.
Entitled to expel—18 p.c.
No opinion—21 p.c.

Mr. W. Hegney: That would be the
Hutchinsons.

Mr, ROSS HUTCHINSON: To con-
tinue—

The vote of 61 p.c. against expelling
unionists for non-payment of political
levies came from:

74 p.c. of L.C.P. voters,
52 p.c. of Labour voters, and
61 p.c. of unionists or their wives.

The article then gave some comments
made by the people who were interviewed,
as follows:—
Usual comments were:
Unions aren't for political pur-
poses,
Members should be allowed their
own opinions, and
Contributions should be volun-
tary.
And the concluding paragraph states—

On the other hand, the minority
argued that political parties must be
maintained, and that union members
should abide by their rules and their
leaders.

I have quoted this article because it is
worthy of note and is indicative of how
the public feels with regard to this very
important matter. I feel that when work-
ers are compelled to pay levies for politi-
cal purposes, they must then realise—as
indeed the whole of Australia must realise
—that they no longer have any personal
political freedom. They actually become,
in fact, mere political pawns,
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I support this Bjll because I believe that
it will help to ensure a worker’'s political
freedom and allow him to make his own
personal political decisions.

THE HON. A, R, G. HAWKE (Premier
-Northam) ([5.57): ‘There are two main
provisions in this Bill, as I understand it.

Mr, Heal: It is a bit hard to understand.

Mr. HAWKE: That would depend, of
course, on whether the Bill was studied as
it is worded and the backeround to it
studied, and the motives which might have
prompted it. In addition, it would be nec-
essary to look into the future to try to see
how the legislation might work,

We have heard a great deal about the
conscientious objection to joining a trade
union. I would have a great deal of re-
spect for men who conscientiously objected
to join a trade union, if they followed thelr
conseience a bit further—provided their
conscience was working consistently—and
did not try to grab, as it were, jobs in high-
1y proteected occupations—in highly protec-
ted industries, in so far as wages and work-
ing conditions are concerned.

In the particular instance which has
been paraded before us during this debate
—namely, the instance whieh occurred at
the State Brick Works at Byford—we know
that the industry down there is a very
hiehly protected industry so far as trade
union wages and trade union working con-
ditions are concerned. Therefore, it seems
to me that the men down there—who, after
joining the union in order to get their
jobs a2nd remaining in them for some per-
iod of time, then found that they could not
conscientiously continve in the union—
should have resigned their jobs in that
highly protected industry—highly protec-
ted industrially; and should have sought
employment in other places where trade
union protection does not exist; where the
wages and the industrial conditions have
not been built up through the years as a
résult of trade union effort and sacrifice.

Mr, Court: There is no preference clause
at the brick works is there?

Mr. HAWKE: As far as I know there is
8 preference clause at the brick works—or
was—until some time ago. If the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition wishes to talk
about compulsory unionism in his reply, I
suggest he take us into his confidence as
to what happened at the Liberal Party
conference in Queensland in recent weeks.

Mr. Court: I will tell you about that
one, too.

Mr. HAWKE: That will be very inter-
esting because, briefly, the last conference
of the Liberal Party in Queensland re-
moved from the platform of the party in
that State the compulsory unionism clause
or plank, After the conference a sufficient
number of requisitions were received to
call g special conference of the Liheral
Party in Queenisland to debate this special
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issue. The speecial conference was held
last week-end, and, according to a news
item over the A.B.C. the conference de-
cided to reinstate the plank of compulsory
unionism in the Liberal Party platform in
Queensland,

As far as I know, nothing has appeared
in any of our newspapers in regard to this
important political development in affairs
of the Liberal Party in Queensland, but T
am sure the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion would be a full bottle on the whole
thing; therefore, it would be very inter-
esting to all of us to hear from him just
what the going hackwards and forwards
of the issue in Queensland is all about,

I was very interested to hear the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, when introduc-
ing the Bill, and in quoting either from a
letter written by these conscientious objec~
tors or from a statement by the President
of the Arbitration Court, refer to the
reasons given by these men for refusing to
continue their membership In the appro-
priate unfon. As I temember it, the
statement was to the effect that these
particular men had become increasingly
religious and were certain they had be-
come Christians. They felt in some way
or other that they were prejudicing them-
selves by remaining members of the union,
and by continuing to associate with mem-
bers of the union, some of whom were not
Christians. Surely that is a peculiar out-
look and attitude! I do not want to enter
into a discussion on the matter, but I
merely mention it to show that the reason-
ing of these particular individuals is
peculiar to say the least.

Mr. Wild: Would the Premier not agree
that religion is a thing in & man's own
private life that comes over him by educa-
tion—education religiously?

Mr. HAWKE: I would not altogether
agree with that; I would rather think that
the suggestion made by the hon. member
for Dale simplifles the whole matier tre-
mendously. However, it is not necessary
to go into g1l the aspects, angles and facets
of the matter, because it is not before us
for discussion. I say very definitely that
no person who conscientiously objects to
joining & union should have the nerve to
expect to remain in an occupation or an
industry where the wages and working con-
ditions, and all the rest of it, have been
built up very largely through the years as
a result of trade union effort.

Mr. Court: Where do you expect them
to work?

Mr. HAWEKE: They should work in
occupations which are not protected
industrially.

Mr. Court: But all our industries are
protected industrially by the Arbitration
Court.

Mr. HAWEE: No they are not!
Mr. Court: They are!
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Mr. HAWEKE: They are not; and I am
surprised to hear the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition say that! There are plenty of
occupations—

Mr. Court: What is the significance of
the basic wage?

Mr. HAWKE: —in this State which are
not protected by Arbitration Court awards.

Mr. Court: They are still protected by
the basic wage provisions of the law.

Mr. HAWKE: Llet these conscientious
objectors to joining a trade union go into
occupations which are not covered by trade
union awards but which are, to some
extent, covered perhaps by the Factories
and Shops Act or some similar legislation
which guarantees them certain minimum
wages and conditions. Let them go there,
but for heaven’s sake let us not have this
industrial and political hypocrisy which
puts forward the contention or assertion
that a man should be allowed conscien-
tiously to refuse to join a union: but, at
the same time, should bhe allowed to get
all the benefits, all the concessions, and
all the privileges which the trade union
movement over the years has established
and proteected!

Mr. Ross Hulchinson: You disregard the
desires and qualificatlons of these in-
dividuals by telling them to do that.

Mr. HAWKE: I disregard nothing.
Mr. Ross Hutchinsen: You do.

Mr. HAWKE: I stand firmly on the
principle that if their conscientious objec-
tion to joining the union is genuine and
complete, the logical thing for them to do
is to seek employment in flelds where no
trade union is operating.

Mr. Ross Huichinson: And where they
may not be qualified; that is what you are
saying.

Mr. HAWEKE: There are so many occupa-
tions in Western Australia--such a variety
of them—not covered by trade union
awards, that they would have no difficulty
in fitting themselves into one or other of
those occupations.

Mr, Court: If your party’s political and
organisational aims are followed to their
conclusion there would be no such
industries.

Mr. HAWKE: Why not?

Mr. Court: Because Trades Hall has, as
one of its objectives, outside the political
sphere, to have all industries organised
under the trade union movement. Where
do these people go to work then?

Mr. HAWKE: How many Years ahead
does the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
think it will be before that objective is
fully achieved?

Mr. Court: What does it matter whether
it is 10 or 100 years hence? That is thr
ultimate, P 1
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Mr. HAWKE: Let us deal with that
situation when and if it ever comes to
Pass.

Mr. Court: You are going to persecute
these people in the meantime.

Mr. HAWKE: Nobody would he per-
secuted; but I refuse to allow men con-
scientiously to object to joining unions and
at the same time want to fake every-
thing which those unions have won for
them through many years of struggle and
sacrifice. It is all very well for the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, and the hon,
member for Cottesloe, to try to lead hon.
members of this House to believe that they
are almost bursting with desire to protect
and safeguard the trade unions, and to
recognise their great work and value. I
think anybody who has had any practical
industrial experience, or for that matter
very much political experience in this State,
will know just how much reliance to place
upon assertions of that kKind.

Now I want to deal for a few moments
with the other portion of the Bill, which
covers the question of contributions by
trade unions for political purposes. Very
smoothly, the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position, when introducing the Bill, told us
that the provisions on this issue would
apply equally to the industrial organisa-
tions of emplayers as they would to the
industrial organisations of employees.

Mr. Court: That is so.

Mr. HAWKE: I am very glad to have
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s
confirmation of that; but I am interested
to see that he smiles very knowingly when
he confirms what I have said, He knows,
as well as anybody else in this House, and
better than some, that although super-
ficially that appears to be the case, in
reality it is not the case at all. If this Biil
were to become law it would apply most
unequally, and therefore most unfairly and
most unjustly as between the two sets of
industrial organisations.

Bverybody, and particularly the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, knows that In-
dustrial organisations of employers would
not need to make political contributions to
any political! party. The hon. member
knows that because he realises that the in-
dividual members of an industrial organ-
isation of employers are for the most part
financially capable of making substantial
individual contributions to the political
party which they might wish to support.

Mr. Graham: And get a taxation deduc-
tion on the grounds of advertising.

Mr. Court: They do not; they are break-
ing the law if they do.

Mr. HAWKE: Therefore, clearly and ob-
viously, industrial unions of employers
would not make Dpolitical contributions;
there would be no need for them to be
made except perhaps on very special oc-
casions and in special circumstences. The
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individual employers would make their own
individual contribytions, and they would
generally meet the situation.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: On a purely vol-
unfary basis,

Mr. HAWKE: They would certainly make
thejr individual contributions on a purely
voluntary hasis. But the fact that they
could, and the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position hopes would, as individual em-
ployers make substantial contributions,
would obviate the necessity for their
organisation as such to make any contri-
bution at all.

In regard to the industrial organisations
of employees, the situation is entirely dif-
ferent. The individual trade unionists
could not make worth-while contributions
to the party which they might wish to sup-
port; but together, as an organisation of
individuals—as a trade union—they could
make g worth-while contribution to the
political organisation which they might
wish to support financially to cover an
election, or for some other purpose.

Mr. Court: And we do not propose to
stop them.

Mr. HAWKE: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition does not propose to stop them;
but he proposes to try to establish suf-
ficient lezal obstruction to make it ex-
tremely difficult.

Mr. Court: No.

Mr. HAWKE: What is more, the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition proposes to try
to establish a legal situation which would
give rise to the creation of dissension, bit-
terness, and all the rest of it within in-
dividual trade wunions. He would create
a dissident minority, but would give that
minority the right to create, as it were,
two vastly differing groups within a union,
one of them very small in number, and the
other very large in number; and by that
method he would hope in the long run, if
not in the short run, to weaken the trade
unions as such and to bring about disunity,
and ultimately destroy the bargaining
power which the trade unions individually
and collectively have in the industrial field
today.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.amn.

MR. ANDREW
Mr. Chairman—

The SPEAKER: You mean "“Mr. Speak-
er.”

Mr. ANDREW: I beg yvour pardon, Sir,
I am so used to addressing a c¢hairman,
that I have found myself doing so on
this occasion. I would like to say quite
early that I listened with interest to what
the hon. member for Roe said, concerning
the speakers on the Government side hav-
ing made a very poor case when speaking
to this Bill. We could retort and say that

(Victoria Park) ([7.301:
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the hon. members on the Opposition side
have made an extremely poor case; but
that would not get us anywhere.

We must deal with this matter on its
merits, and on facis. I was also rather
astounded at some of the hon. member's
remarks concerning the fact that he felt
that unions should not have to contribute
to the Labour Party, because some of them
supported the Opposition party. I won-
dered then whether the member for Roe
had ever heard how the Labour Party
came to be formed. The Labour Party
was formed by the unions. It was formed
by the unions because they could not get
justice as industrial organisations. They
had far toco much to overcome in the way
of pressure from those in power. Those in
power employed every device possible to
defeat the workers. So the unions formed
their political party, and so the Labour
Party was founded—it was founded he-
cause of the injustices and wrongs done
to the people in those days. I wonder
whether the hon. member for Roe had
ever heard of that.

Mr. Perkins: My word!

Mr. ANDREW: The hon. member for
Albany said that he was rather amazed at
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition hav-
ing brought forward this BHill. I am more
than amazed. I wonder at his effrontery
in introducing such a measure; since if
he had any regard for the well-being of
the people of Western Australia-——who are
mainly workers—he would not have
brought this Bill forward, because its
passage would cause a great deal of indus-
trial upset and unrest: so much so, that
I d¢ not know what would be the ultimate
ouficome,

Mr. Court: That is only your opinion.

Mr. ANDREW: As far as possible we
need harmonious relations to exist in the
industrial field today. This Bill in no way
helps that along. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition justifies his measure on
two counts, Firstly, he said it is legisla-
tion against victimisation in relation to
religious heliefs; and secondly, it is to
render illegal compulsory levies for politi-
cal purposes. The two cases he quoted in
support of his first contention were those
of Louis Thorne and the Dutchmen at
Byford; and in support of his second
argument, he referred to the Hursey case.
Let us look at the case cohcerning Louis
Thorne who was dismissed from employ-
ment at Fremantle gaol.

This man belonged to the gacl officers’
union, and had done so from the time it
was formed. He also beionged to some
religious organisation for a longer period
than that. When speaking on this matter
in the Legislative Counecil the Minister for
Local Government said that Thorne had
belonged to this particular organisation
for 20 years. Yet suddenly he got the
idea that It was not quite right for him
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to associate with his fellows in a union.
I cannot understand why a man who be-
longed to a union for over 29 years should
suddenly think it wrong to do so. As I
said, he belonged to the religious organisa-
tion for a longer period than that. So
what actually happened has never hbeen
stated. We do not know why he changed
his mind and resigned.

Mr. Court: Isn't it a man’s private
business?

Mr. ANDREW: Actually that man was'a
member of the union, and part of it; and
that union had entered into an agreement
with the employers which was registered
in the Arbitration Court. A part of that
agreement stated that the employees
should beleng to a union. Thorne himself
resigned from that agreement; so, in
effect, he actually sacked himself.

Mr. Court: No, he did not; he was
wrongfully dismissed.

Mr. ANDREW: He sacked himself; and
nothing that the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition might say can alter that fact.
The fact that he resigned from the union
put him outside of that agreement to
which he was a party.

Mr. Court: You are saying that Mr. Jus-
tice Nevile was wrong.

Mr. ANDREW: I did not bring in Mr,
Justice Nevile at all. The Deputy Leader
of the Obpposition sald that Mr. Jusiice
Nevile never doubted his bona fides. That
issue was not before the couri. The issue
was whether he was wrongfully dismissed.

Mr. Court: I gave you verbatim what
Mr. Justice Nevile said.

Mr. ANDREW: I hope this will be a solo
and not a duet. We now come to the
two Dutchmen at Byford. They also be-
longed to a umnion for, I think, five years.
Suddenly, however, they got ideas that it
was not right for them to helong to a
union, and they resigned. Having done so,
they put themselves out of a job. In re-
gard to that matter, I would like to say
that those Dutchmen enjoyed the benefits
and working conditions which that union
had secured for them. They were prepared
to accept those conditions, but suddenly de-
cided they would not contribute to the
organisation which had obtained those
conditions for them.

Nohody with a fair mind would con-
sider that a man who is not prepared to
accept his responsibility in repard te a
union should enjoy the benefits which
accrue to union membership. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition made a state-
ment that one of those Dutchmen was
prepared to pay his money to some
charitable organisation; but of course that
has too many loopholes, inasmuech as he
could pay to the St. John Ambulance,
Children's Hospital, or any other charii-
able organisation, for three or six months,



1052

and then conveniently forget all about it.
He would still, however, enjoy the benefits
derived from the membership.

Mr. Rowberry: He would still be a
member of the union to which he objected.

Mr. ANDREW: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition makes the statement that
these people have a right to their
conscientious beliefs. He even gquoted an
instance, and drew a paralle] in relation
to conscientious objectors heing relieved
from wartime or military obligations.
That is true to some degree, but the hon.
member did not fill in the blank spaces,
The hon. member for Nedlands knows as
well as I do that a conscientious objector
appears before a court and proves s bona
fides—he must prove he is a conscientious
objector. Having done so he is not com-
pletely relieved of his obligation to serve
his country, but is generally placed in a
non-combatant unit. He is still called
upon to shoulder his responsibilities,

Mr. Court: In a manner accepiable to
him.
Mr. ANDREW: The Deputy Leader of

the Opposition gives that as a reason why
these people should be relieved of all their
responsibility to their particular union and
their fellow men.

Mr. Court: It is in a manner accept-
able to him. It is just that he does not
want to kill, That is the difference.

Mr. ANDREW: As I have said, I am
trying to make a solo of this speech, and
the hon. member is making it a duet. I
wonder whether the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition would say that a conscientious
objector should always be given that free-
dom to which his conscience objects. I
am sure that we all object conscientiously
to the paying of income tax, but that does
not get us very far. We must accept our
responsibilities. I do not see why these
people should be relieved of their responsi-
pilities because they conscientiously object
to their particular union and their fellow
men. The conscientious objector who ob-
jects to military service does so because
of his belief in the Commandment, “Thou
Shalt Not Kill.” In such a case he has
right on his side, because the Testament
tells us so. They are merely obeying one
of the Commandments. But nowhere in
the Bible do we find, “Thou shalt not
belong to a union of your fellow men.”

Mr. Court: That is a masterpiece of
sub-standard logic.

Mr. ANDREW: They say that because
of their Christian beliefs they do not
belong to a union. I do not know a great
deal about their pariicular beliefs, but I
know it is more Christianlike to pay one's
contribution and accept one's responsi-
bility than to accept the benefits without
the attendant obligations., That is what
these people are trying to do and yet the
hon. member for Nedlands has introduced

this Bill.
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The second purpose of the Bill brought
forward by the hon. member is to render
illegal compulsory levies to particular
parties. e says he wants that to be
fair and square. But let us see some of
the subclauses he has written into this
Biill. Paragraph (a) of proposed new Sub-
section (1) of Section 32A says that no
funds of an industrial union shall be
applied except in accordance with the
rules of the industrial union. We do not
object to that. Paragraph (b) of the
proposed new section, however, says that
these funds shall not be charged directly
or indirectly in support of any political
object except where such application or
charge is approved by a majority of the
members of the industrial union.

It would be utterly impracticable for a
union to get a majority of its members to
vote on these things. A lot of expense
would be involved—indeed, the expense
im:olved would probably be more than the
union’s contribution to the Labour fund. As
far as I can see, that is the object of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

Paragraph (¢) of the proposed new Sub-
section (1) of Section 32A says that these
funds shall not be applied except where
such application or charge 1s made wholly
from or on & political fund of the industrial
union. The Bill then goes on to describe
what “political. object” includes, We find
that it includes anything done to assist
a candidate for any election, or any poli-
tical party assisting a candidate or candi-
dates for an election. It also includes the
holding of meetings, or the publishing by
any means of any matter written or verbal
in support of a ecandidate for an election;
and the maintenance of any person who
is a candidate for any election or who is
a2, member of Parliament: and nothing is
done in regard to the enrolment of electors.
There is no question about it that the
Deputy Leader of the Oppositiecn knows
if he got this Bill through—though there
is no hope of that—it would stifle the
Labour Party in obtaining funds from the
trade union movement in this State.

Mr. Court: That is an extravagant re-
mark.

Mr. ANDREW: When the hon. member
is replying, perhaps he can tell me how
a union could possibly conduct a ballot
throughout the State, which might cost
£300 to £400—I am speaking of the big-
gest union, the AW.U.—In order to give
£100 or £200 to the ALP. It would
be completely foolish to spend hundreds
of pounds in conducting an election in
regard to that matter. An election might
be taken and a ballot paper be sent out
asking, “Are you in favour or not?”, and
the majority of those papers might not
come back. Sometimes only 30 or 40 per
cent. of the papers sent out come back and
even a majority, which would be required
by the Bill would not vote.
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Last month I heard of a union which
sent out ballot papers to all of its members
and 70 were returned. Therefore, it would
stifle any chance of the unions giving
money to the ALP.; and the unions and
the A.L.P. are more or less one body work-
ing for mankind.

Mr. Court: Would you support the pro-
position with some amendment to meet
your objection?

Mr. ANDREW: The only amendment
which would remove my objection would
be the rejection of the Bill,

Mr. Court: That is not an amendment.

Mr. Jamieson: A very good amendment.

Mr. ANDREW: There is & point which
1 nearly overlooked. We have heard a
lot about the Hursey case, which is about
on a par with the Petrov case. The Petrov
case is the most disgraceful_ episode in the
political history of Australia.

Sir Ross McLarty: In your opinion.

Mr. Hearman: Dr, Evatt made it dis-
graceful.

Mr. ANDREW: So did the Federal Gov-
ernment under Menzies.

Mr. Court: Why do you say the Petrov
case was disgraceful?

Mr. ANDREW: Detective-Inspector
Richards took £5,000 in a satchel and got
Petrov on the other side of the room.
Petrov has since proved that he is a drunk-
ard who has to be kept by the Federal
Government; yet he was offered £5,000 by
Detective-Inspector Richards to come over
and blow the gaff, as the saying is, and
do the work Menzies wanted him to do.

Mr, Court: You know whose story you
are advocating?

Mr. ANDREW: Detective-Inspector
Richards, when giving evidence before
the court—

Mr. Roberts: This will be good,

Mr. ANDREW: The hon. member for
Bunbury does not believe it; but if he
likes he can look up the evidence, and
he will find that it is correct. Detective-
Inspector Richards giving evidence before
the court, was asked if Petrov signed the
statement that night. Detective-Inspector
Richards said he had £5,000 in the satchel
when he negotiated with Petrov, and sald
that the statement was not signed that
night. They had several interviews he-
fore Petrov came across to the other side.

Mr. Court: What have the Hurseys got
to do with Petrov?

Mr. ANDREW: Since then Petrov was
found with his trousers down on the coast
of Queensiand, and he was drunk at the
time.

Mr. Graham: What has Hursey to do
with this Bill?

Mr, ANDREW: Another who has got In-

to trouble since is Dr. Bialoguski, the go
between. They were a pair of bright
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beauties! That is the sort of thing the
Liberal Party has fo do to win an
election; which it did. The Hursey case
is pretty much the same thing. The
hon, member for Fremantle gave some
history of the Hursey case; and I regard
the Hurseys as a pair of poor specimens.
A lot of statements have been made in
the Press, but so much is left out that
the ordinary person in the street does not
get the full story. If the man in the
street knew the full story he would have
a different opinion, Messrs. F. and D.
Hursey, father and son, ceased to be mem-
bers of the Waterside Workers' Federa-
tion, Hobart branch, in January last he-
cause they did not pay any union dues
whatsoever for the year 1957.

_Mr. Court: Keep it up, because I will
give the answer to that soon. The more
fuel for the fire the better we like it.

Mr. ANDREW: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition gave some, but it was
pretty weak.

Mr. Roberts: No-one would believe you
but yourself.

Mr. ANDREW: A paper I have here
states—

On 3rd Pebruary, 1958, Hobart
watersiders declined to work with the
Hurseys, not because of their failure
to pay a 10s. levy, struck in accord-
ance with union rules, but because
the Hurseys paid no union dues at
all for 1957.

Federal Rule 7 of the Waterside
‘Workers’ Federation says that any
member who for 12 months begin-
ning in January of each year has
“failed to pay any contributions, fees,
fines, levies or dues as and when they
become payable in that year under
the rules . . . shall at the end of such
12 months cease to be a member of
the organisation.”

Members have 12 months to pay their dues,
and the Hurseys failed to pay theirs. That
is why they made themselves non-union-
ists. To continue—

The Federation rules are registered
in the Commonwealth Arbitration
Court, and were accepted by the
Hurseys when they took the usual
Federation pledge on being admitted
to membership,

When they were admitted to member-
ship of the organisation they should have
spoken up, but they accepted the condi-
tions and registered rules of the organisa-
tion. Later on, hecause of certain cir-
cumstances, and because they allowed
themselves to be used, they refused to
pay contributions; this put them outside
the union.

Mr. I. W, Manning: You have not read
the article in the AL.P. paper.
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Mr. ANDREW:. The hon. member can
read it. The article continues—

The Port Order covering the en-
gagement of labor for Hobart pro-
vides that no non-unionist shall be
sent to work while unionists are avail-
able,

The Australian Stevedoring Indus-
try Authority, an instrumentality—

I will leave that out.
Mr. Roberts: Read it all
Mr. ANDREW: All right. It continues—

—of the Menzies Government, is
legally obliged to carry out this order,
but has violated it by placing the
Hurseys first on the work roster,
ahead of unionists.

Here is something which most people do
not know because the Press does not give
a fair and impartial account of what hap-
pens.

Mr. Court: What publication are you
reading?

Mr. ANDREW: From the Waterside
Workers’ Federation statement put up in
connection with this case; and I would
rather believe it than the hon. member’s
stories.

Mr. Roberts: Who is the sectetary of
it?

Mr. ANDREW: It goes on o say—

Both the Hurseys were present when
a Hobart W.W.F. stopwork meeting
on October 2, 1956, unanimously de-
cided on a 10s. levy for the Austra-
lian Lahbour Party.

In other words, the Hurseys voted for
the 10s. levy because at these meetings
one is generally asked, “Are you in favour
or against?” If a person is against he
should indicate that that is so.

The Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: Not to those
people.

Mr. ANDREW: At that meetlhg no-
body voted against it, so the Hurseys
must have been for it. The Waterside
Workers’ Federation enforced the levy
under its rules, which are registered in the
Arbitration Court. Of 950 waterside workers
of varying shades of opinion, 948 henoured
their union decision, The exceptions were
the Hurseys. I think it makes interesting
reading. The Hurseys did not tender the
money for their union dues. The pam-
phlet continues—

In August, 1957, F. Hursey was in-
vited to pay his union contributions
for that vear, amounting to £8, exclud-
ing the levy. Hursey said he would
have to consult his solicitors.

In September, 1957, F. Hursey was
again approached by the Hobart
Branch Secretary, but he replied that
he was still awaiting advice from his
solicitors.

[ASSEMBLY.]}

In October, 1857, F. Hursey visited
the Hobart Branch office and said
that he would pay only £7 17s. 6d.
When asked why, he replied that, on
the advice of his solicitors, he would
conly pay £7 17s. 6d., because the other
2/6 was the amount of the affiliation
fee to the AL.P., to which he objected.
When told there was no affiliation fee
of 2/6 included in the union con-
tributions of £3, F. Hursey still replied
that he would pay £7 17s. 6d. But he
did not at any time tender the money.

When the Branch Secretary said
the contributions due by him were
£8, which excluded the 10/- levy, F.
Hursey left the Branch office and did
not go near it again for the re--
mainder of 1957.

The Hurseys simply refused to pay their
union dues, apart from the levy that was
struck; and they put themselves outside
the union.

The hon. member for Fremantle spoke
about P. Hursey receiving an injury and
the fact that the union stood by him and
won back his registration with the Steve-
doring Industry so that he could get work
again on the waterfront. However, what
did he do? He turned the union down
a few years later.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
bases his second amendment to the In-
dustrial Arbitration Act, in econnection
with compulsory levies and contributions
by unionists, on the Hursey case. If he has
not anything better than that on which to
base it, he should turn the game up,
because the information I have just given
can be confirmed. These people are not
worthy of any consideration whatsoever,
Society as it is constructed today, in the
form of parliaments and associations of
people, is called democracy; and when
a majority of people carry a decision, it
is binding on the whole. Otherwise, we
would have the position where the minor-
ity could cause chaos. That is what the
position will be if we help people like the
Hurseys and others mentioned by the hon.
member for Fremantle—Mr. Thorne, and
the two Dutchmen at Byford.

I consider that the grounds upon which
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
justified his bringing forward this Bill are
very flimsy, and not worthy of considera-
golll‘l I will certainly vote against the

111,

MR. LAPHAM (North Perth) [7.48): I
do not intend {o speak at any great length
on this measure, but feel that as so many
hon. members have expressed themselves,
I should make my position quite clear.
I oppose the Bill. Had the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition given any reflection to
this matter, he would never have intro-
duced such a Bill into this House.

Mr, Sleeman: It is a good bit of propa-
ganda.
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Mr. Brady: I wonder!

Mr. LAPHAM: I am not prepared to say
it is propaganda. I think that perhaps he
might have been motivated by some
worthier cause. At the same time, this
Bill is not doing him or his party credit,
because it strikes at the very funda-
mentals of & trade union, and at demo-
cracy. It is interfering with the domestic
arrangements of trade unions—the normal
domestic arrangements; the normal ar-
rangements where a trade union may de-
cide it needs some assistance in some other
way, and 5o decides to support a particular
individual in order that it may be articu-
late. After all, no trade union or member
of a trade union can succeed in gaining
better conditions, or a voice in industry,
unless he is articulate or has someone to
speak for him. ‘“The Trade Unionist in
Britain”—a publication issued in 1952—
has this to say—

Most persons who Join a trade
union, however, are probably not
moved entirely or even mainly by

odirect self-interest or by detalled

appraisal of benefits which they will
receive. They have a general feeling
that unity is strength and that by
joining together they can make a bet-
ter case on issues that affect them-
selves and their workmadtes.

In effect they join so that they may im-
plement their decisions. It would be
completely impossible for them to imple-
ment any decision unless they had some
voice in the community. Consequently
they decided, quite early in the history of
trade unionism, that it was quite neces-
sary to have some political voice. There-
fore they supported a number of candi-
dates, and the Australian Labour Party
was born. Since that time there has been
a natural growth and expansion in trade
unionism. This indicates, of course, that
richt will always prevail. This has been
brought about by the combined views of
trade unionists and the ALP.—the body
that speaks for the trade unionists,
politically.

Anyone who gives thought to the matter
will realise that the absence of any alert
political consciousness can be a great
danger to any body, especially a trade
union. If the Bill, which seeks to deprive
trade unionists of political representation,
were to become law, it would mean thab
the very basis of trade unionism would be
defeated. There would be a slowing down
of trade unionism, and decay would set in
pbecause trade unionists would not have
political representation.

Mr. Court: That does not follow at all.

Mr. LAPHAM: It does follow. Without
a volce, no organisation can carry on.
The hon. member is indicating to trade
unionists that they cannot have political
representation.

Mr. Court: Nothing of the sort!
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Mr. LAPHAM: The hon. member is.
Mr. Court: You have misread the Bill.

Mr. LAPHAM: I have not. In the
measure, the hon. member is indicating
that certain funds only should be set aside
for political purposes. He is making the
position extremely difficult. He says that
a few individuals, cut of many thousands
who are trade unionists, are a minority.
He fallaclously calls a minority three out
of about 100,000,

Mr. Court: Don’t you believe in the
rights of minorities?

Mr. LAPHAM: Three out of 100,000 is
not a minority. If it were a decent minor-
ity, I would agree that it had some rights.

Mr. Court: They are not the only ones
in the State. They are the ones who have
bhecome public.

Mr. LAPHAM: They are individualists
like the Hurseys who are devold of every
moral code, in my opinion. I put them on
the same classification as I would a shop-
lifter. They are prepared to accept some-
thing for which they have not pald. They
are not prepared to pay for the conditions
of a trade unionist, yet they want those
conditions. They do not wish to belong
to a trade union; and according to them
they have a moral or religious conscience.
They do not want to have anything to
do with man-made conditions, yet they
accept all other man-made conditions,
even to the extent of turning on an electric
light or a water tap.

Mr., Court: You are denying a minority
their right to their personal religlous views.

Mr. LAPHAM: A minority does not
exist. It is ridiculous to call three out of
100,000 a minority.

Mr, Court: What are they?
certainly not a majority.

Mr. LAPHAM: We will always find
cranks in every community; and I will put
them down as cranks, and cranks only.
This proposed minority is used purely as
a camouflage to attempt to shackle trade
union members by seriously interfering
with the internal structure of trade unions.

Mr. Wild: You must disagree with your
Federal Leader (Dr, Evatt). He was pre-
pared to concede this.

Mr. LAPHAM: Was he?
Mr. Wild: Yes, he was.

Mr. LAPHAM: I have my own views.
I was not aware that Dr. Evatt had made
any mention of this Bill. In all probability,
if Dr. Evatt were here and studied the Bill,
he would voice the same opinion as I am
now expressing.

Mr. Coprt: He expressed a preference
{)%:1'_ cfonsclentious belief; not only religious

ief.

Mr. LAPHAM: I would agree with that,
but I do not think the belief is conscien-
tious, I am satisfied that in the Hursey

They are
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case it is not conscientious. They belong
to the DLP.—Disgruntled Little People!
That is all they are. I am also of the
opinion that they have been cultivated by
the Liberal Party.

Mr. Wild: This week's funny story.

Mr. LAPHAM: As the hon. membher
for Victoria Park indicated, the Opposi-
tion used the Petrov rabbit on the last
occasion and now it wants to use the Hur-
seys as another rabbit. We will find the
truth about the whole matter. I strongly
protest about this measure. I do not think
it is right for the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition to bring down a Bill that strikes
at the fundamentals of trade unionism.
Over the years we have had the best pos-
sible harmony in the trade unions. They
have assisted in the development of the
State and have done a lot of good for
the community generally. We have gone
from a poor condition in life to a reason-
ably decent standard. This has all been
brought about by trade unionism. Any-
thing that strikes at the fundamentals of
trade unionism is entirely wrong. I oppose
the Bill,

MR. POTTER (Subiaco) [8.3]: I oppose
the measure. The Opposition is mouthing
a lot about the right of individuals. I
point out that the trade union movement
came into existence because the majority
of the people had no rights; and as s
result, the workers had no rights. This
occurred because of the reactionary forces
that were in existence throughout the world
at the time—particularly in Australia.

If we look back over the political history
of Australia, we find that the Labour move-
ment came into being because the majority
of the people had no rights. Today the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition seeks to
amend a measure which has been largely
brought about, as so many of our Acts
have been, through the efforts of the repre-
sentatives of the trade union movement.
I speak of the political party—the Austra-
lian Labour Party.

There is no compulsion in regard to
political levies, No more compulsion exists
in trade unions than, as the hon. member
for North Perth said, exists in any other
democratic institution. No organisation is
more democratically constituted than is the
Australian trade union movement. Trade
unionists decide by majority-vote whether
they will make a political levy or whether
they will become affiliated with the Aus.
tralian Labour Party. Not every union is
so affiliated.

No more compulsion is exercised here
than is exercised when the Liberal Party
goes around to the shopkeepers in Subiaco
seeking a donation of £1,000 in order to
defeat the Labour member for the district.
This was done before his seat was hardly
warm. Thank goodness those people in
Subiaco are fairly well enlightered. Indeed.

[ASSEMELY.]

quite & number of representatives of hig
business are quite enlightened. They
realise that through the Labour movement
—the trade union movement—in the
Houses of Parliament in this country, and
also in England, America and elsewhere,
they have been able to establish the con-
ditions which they have sought, from time
to time. The trade unionists have achieved
certain conditions such as standards of
living, basic wage, long service leave, sick
leave and the like. The enlighiened manu-
facturers and representatives of big busi-
ness in our community realise the necessity
of having a high home-consumption price
for their goods. By this means they have
been able, at least, to be assured of a home
market.

There can be no more compulsion in
regard to the Liberal Party trying to push
the small traders or manufacturers, in my
district, for funds in order to defeat me,
as the Labour candidate, than there is In
the trade unionist subscribing to political
purposes.

Mr. Court: You are speaking In fawour
of the Bill.

Mr. Heal: Did they get a quid?

Mr. POTTER: Yes, I gave them a quid
to show there was no animosity. I think
phey are struggling for funds. I resent the
implications in the Bill. I consider it has
been brought down for political purposes
and to sow dissension among the populace,
particularly the workers, and to create
industrial disharmony.

In relation to the conscientious objection
clause, T must say that no one is compelled
to join a union. A man’s religious beliefs
may prevent him from subscribing to a
union, yet he subseribes to everything else,
including the laws of the country. I say
that the laws of the unions are internal
laws, .and can be protected only by the
unionists. As a party closely affiliated
with the trade unions, we would not have
the temerity to do what the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition secks to do. As the
mouthpieces of the industrial unions, we
believe in individual freedom and we main-
tain that the people have greater individ-
ual freedom today than ever before.

The hon. member for Cottesloe tried
earlier in the evening to put me off the
track. If I thought he could assimilate it,
I would give him a treatise on political
economy and the various forms of govern-
ment, so that he would not get up in this
House from time to time and make foolish
statements. The introduction of this
measure will show the public how neces-
sary it is that there should be social and
political studies in our schools, when a
representative of our teachers can get up
and make such ill-informed statements,
demonstrating an ignorance of our political
set-up.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson:
referring?

To what are you
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Mr. POTTER: To the hon. member’s
ideas about socialism. Does he know how
many types of socialism there are?

Mr. Ross Huichinson: Are you not
pledged to fight for socialism?

Mr. POTTER: Yes; and aren't you in-
directly pledged to fight for it?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: No,

Mr. POTTER: O©f course you are, be-
cause yours is a reactionary party. Under
the present economic conditions the Lib-
eral Party cannot do other than flght for
a kind of socialism, There are a great
number of types of socialism. There are
as many types of socialism as of love, and
I could tell the hon, member for Cottesloe
more about that. However, ours is a pol-
icy of gradualism and we hase our philos-
ophy on the teachings of the New Testa-
ment. We are endeavouring to do, in a
material way, what the churches are try-
ing to do in a spiritual way.

Sir Ross McLarty: What rot!

Mr. POTTER: It i{s not. If hon. mem-
bers opposite study the political history
and development of this country, they will
find that by virtue of the legislation we
heve brought down and the pressure ap-
plied by the trade union movement, the
people today have greater religious and
individual freedom than ever before in the
history of civilisation.

Mr, I, W. Manning:
her supporting the Bill?

Mr. POTTER: Of course I am! I mean
that I am opposing the Bill. I was just
trying members out, to see whether they
were awake. I say, without equivocation,
that there is no compuilsion in the trade
union movement in regard to subscribing
to political funds; nor in relation to people
having to belong to trade unions if they
have some real objection to it. However,
I would like to see the reaction of the
members of any organisation to one of
their number who would not subscribe to
its funds.

I have seen about 1,000 men go on strike
on one occasion, because one of their num-
ber would not belong to the union, They
persevered with him for ahout three
months and eventually got him to attend
a meeting, at which his was the only dis-
sentient voice, and after that they went on
strike. That man, of course, did not get
a joh within that union or elsewhere in the-
town concerned.

I have endeavoured to illustrate that the
unions do not seek compulsory levies, be-
cause such matters are governed by &
najority decision, as are most things under
our democratic order of society. If we
claim to be democratic we must oppose this
measure, because it seeks to destroy the
things which we hold very dear. I oppose
the Bill.

Is the hon. mem-
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MR. LAWRENCE (South Fremantle)
[8.22]1: I wish to bring to the notice of
hon. members the fact that, when any
measure is brought before this House, there
is a reason for its introduction; and on
this occasion one wonders whether the
measure with which we are dealing was
brought down for political reasons, or
simply in an endeavour to split the unions
asunder, by creating discontent among
their members. I look at the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and he is looking
me stralght in the eve. I am not fright-
ened to look him in the eye and I do not
even have to put on my new glasses in
order to do it.

I would like to know why the hon.
member did not introduce this Bill before
the Hursey case, the Thorne case and that
dealing with the Dutchmen at the State
Brick Works occurred?

Mr, Court: I do not know,

Mr. LAWRENCE: Of course not! Al-
though the hen. member has brought be-
fore this House the permicious and malic-
ious Bill with which we are dealing, he has
not said that he has subscribed, not once
but many times, to two different political
organisations. If my memory serves me
rightly, he was a member of the Musi-
ciansg’ Union and paid his fees like a gentle-
man—not that he is one, I guess; or per-
haps I should break it down a bit and
say, “a gentleman at times.”

Mr, Court: I bhelieve in unions.

Mr. LAWRENCE: The hon, member did
pay his dues as a good unionist and part
of the fees he paid, through the affiliation
of that union with the AL.P, went to
help in the fight for the Australian Labour
Party to win the election—

Mr. Court: You should check your facts.
Mr. LAWRENCE: Deny 1, 1f you want

Mr. May: Don't tell me you were a con-
scientious abjector!

Mr. LAWRENCE: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is a member of a further
union, the Liberal-Country Party, and he
cannot tell me that he does not subscribe
to the funds of that party for a political
purpose.

Mr, Court: Purely voluntarily.

Mr, LAWRENCE: Let any hon. member
on that side of the House who does not
subscribe raise his hand.

Mr. Court: We may all subscribe be-
cause we want to.

Mr. LAWRENCE: The hon. member also
said that Mr. Justice Nevile made certain
remarks about the Thorne case; but has
it been pointed out to the House that His
Honour also stated that he had no juris-
diction or right to hear the case?

Mr. Court: He still made those state-
ments,
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Mr. LAWRENCE: He made no statement
except that he had no jurisdiction to hear
the case. The rest of it was nof admissible
evidence as far as this House is concerned.

Mr. Court: What I read ouft in this
House -were his own words.

Mr. LAWRENCE: They were not admis-
sible here.

Mr. Court: Surely he can express his
opinion!

Mr. LAWRENCE: Let him do so outside
the court. That was not admissible, be-
cause it was misleading.

Mr. Court: He made his position clear
on two occasions.

Mr. LAWRENCE: The hon. member also
suggested that pressure was brought to
bear on the Government—that was most
misleading—to support the unions in re-
gard to the dismissal of this man who
would not join a union and pay certain
fees. That is a slander on the Govern-
ment, because this is the best Government
we have ever had; as the people have
already shown at the last election, and as
they will confirm at the next election—

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Wait and see!
Mr. LAWRENCE: We will!

Mr. Court: The Minister admitted pub-
licly that he had to succumb to union
pressure.

Mr. LAWRENCE: He did not say he suc-
cumbed o it. The bhon. member repeatedly
tries to mislead this House by using the
wrong word and I often wonder whether
he understands the English language.
When the hon. member for North Perth
spoke, the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion interjected, asking whether that hon.
member believed in the rights of minori-
ties. What did he mean by that? What
a stupid question to ask! In a union a
vote is taken and the majority rules—

Mr. Court: Don't you respect the rights
of minorities?

Mr. LAWRENCE: No.

Mr. Court: Then you have changed your
mind.

Mr. LAWRENCE: No. When they have
subseribed to a constitution they must
stand by it. I think the hon. member has
in mind that the Opposition today is in a
minority, and in view of the hypocrisy with
which it is carrying on and the foolish
Bills it is introducing, I believe it wilt be
even further in & minority in the future.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Talk sense!

Mr. LAWRENCE: If there are any more
stupid inferjections by the hon. member
for Cottesloe, I will deal with him!

Mr. Sleeman: Inside or outside?

Mr. LAWRENCE: That is the interjec-
tion that has been made, Mr. Speaker; and
may 1 through you refer the hon. member

[(ASSEMELY.]

to page 5 of tonight's issue of the “Daily
News”. The article I have before me is
headed-—

This Odd World.
Bow Bow Wow Wow.

And underneath, it reads as follows:—

Moscow: The successful grafting of
a second head on to a dog—with both
heads eating and barking—took place
in Moscow taday.

If the Premier were present in the Cham-
ber tonight I might ask him for further
moneys to be allocated for the purpose of
obtaining a third head with the object of
that third head doing some thinking,

Mr. Ross Hutchinson; Talk some sense!

Mr. LAWRENCE: 1Is thiz a deliberate
move to interfere with the rights of unions
to make their own rules and draft their
own constitutions? The members of the
Liberal Party and the Country Party en-
joy that right, the Teachers’ Union are
allowed to exercise it, and also many other
organisations; so why should anyone have
the right to interfere with the majority of
the members who are responsible for the
drafting of these constitutions and who
stand by the rules of their organisations?
Or, s this Bill an attempt to drive a wedge
between the ranks of the unions for the
purpose of assisting varigus employers?
That seems to have been the object in the
Hursey case.

I have read what the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition said and there is no doubt
that in referring to the Hursey case he is
wide of the mark. He knows nothing of
the activities of the Waterside Workers’
Union. He may have read a few figures
that appeared in the reports of the W.W.F.,
but as far as the workings of the union
are concerned he knows nothing. There-
fore, it seems to me that this Bill was de-
signed to give various employers an ad-
vantage over their employees. However,
that is something which will not be toler-
ated by the majorily of fair-minded people
in this State. At some future t{ime the
Leader of the Opposition—

Mr. Johnson: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr. LAWRENCE: Well, the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition; but he should
not be that, even. TUnfortunately, how-
ever, I have no right to vote on that issue.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition must
realise that the introduction of this Bill
and the debate on if will be made public;
and it will have, I am sure, an adverse
effect on the result of his campaign in
the next election.

Mr. Court: I will take the risk.

Mr. LAWRENCE: The hon. member is
taking a grave risk. After all is said
and done, the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition is a responsible man and he has a
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wife and family to keep, and I would not
like to see him finishing up as a “hookey”
an the waterfront.

Mr. Watts: He would make a good
“hookey".

Mr. LAWRENCE: He is not a bad sort
of a chap, and he might qualify, In his
contribution to the debate, the Premier
pointed out certain phases which had
some bearing on this matter, One was
the religious aspect. Could it be that this
is some move to introduce the DL.P. into
the matter, which organisation, as every-
one is aware, is one which is controlled by
a religious body or hodies?

Mr. Sleeman: Hursey brought it in.

Mr. Court: I suggest that we leave the
sectarian issue out of it.

Mr. LAWRENCE: T will leave out what
I consider should be left out. I will not
be told by the hon. member for Nedlands
what to leave out.

Mr, Court: You introduced it!

' Mr. LAWRENCE: I am entitled to.

Mr. Court: All right! We deliberately
kept it out.

Mr. LAWRENCE: Is the hon. member
for Nedlands all right now? I wish the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition would
settle down; otherwise T will have to ring
up a certain friend of mine to obtain a
few cages in which I may have to place
certain chatterers. Every individual
is entitled to his religious beliefs; but in
no circumstances should the question of
religious beliefs be permitted to creep into
any organisation, whether it be Labour,
Liberal or Communist, as it did in the
Hursey case.

Nevertheless, this Bill, if passed, would
tend to introduce the question of religious
beliefs inte union organisations. There
is no doubt about that, because it is
designed to fortify and hold up mongrels—
I call them mongrels—such as the Hurseys.
I say that because I know their case from
A to Z. People such as the Hurseys want
all the benefits that have been buili up
by trade unionists with stint and effort
over many years, but they do not want to
support the unions financially, In my
opinion, such people should never be per-
mitted to become members of any trade
union.

I do not believe that the Hurseys are
in their right senses. They say it is not
Christianlike to perform certain duties.
Perhaps that is their belief; but like the
gaoler who was dismissed from his posi-
tion as warder, which he had held for 28
years, it took them a long time to find
out what their consciences permitted them
to do.

If we are to refer to the word
“conscience”, what about the conscientious
objectors of whom so much was heard
during the war? They would not join the
services and fire a rifle. They agreed to
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perform other duties which might not be
as dangerous as those they would have
performed if they had heen in the firing
line. However, they got their just deserts.

As the Premier pointed out, such people
as have been referred to in the debate
can obtain other employment where they
would not have to become members of a
union; nor would they have to subscribe
to any religious belief or to the rules laid
down by any political party. If the rules
and conditions of any trade union—which
have been built up after much hard work
over many years—are good enough for the
majority, they should be good enough for
the minority.

As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
has become very quiet I would like him
to tell me on what authority he obtained
the right to inftroduce this contentious
Bill.

Mr. Rass Hutchinson:
hott. member.

Mr. LAWRENCE: 1 did not ask the
hon, member for Cottesloe. Just be quiet!

Mr. Court: As the right of any hon.
member, just as you have the right to
introduce a Bill if it does not make any
demand on the Treasury.

Mr. LAWRENCE: That is not the ques-
tion I asked. My question is: What
authority has the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition—

Mr. Watts: His own authority.

Mr, LAWRENCE: I realise that; but the
Leader of the Country Party is a man who
can size a question up very quickly, He is
a sensible man. It would be well for the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition to re-
member that the policy laid down by his
party was reiected by the people at the
last genera)l election, and it will be rejected
again when the public hears of all this
pifie and of the unfair legislation which
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is
trying to introduce into this House, So
let him beware!

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Our policy was
rejected last time on the policy laid down
by the Commonwealth.

Mr. LAWRENCE: When the hon. mem-
ber for Nedlands was introducing this Bill
he admitted that he came from a Labour
family and claimed to know all about
Labour policy. However, as a result of
his introducing this measure, I am con-
vinced that he knows nothing about Labour
policy. He seems to me to be quite a
personable chap in a way; but appar-
ently he is too obstinate—even though
he stems from a Labour family—to realise,
after listening to the debates in this
House and witnessing the actions of the
mighty Government that is in office in
this State today, that he should let his
mingd be searched by his conscience and

The right of any
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come over to this side of the House as a
good Labour man. We are prepared to
accept him on that condition,

Mr, Court: What about that constitu-
tion of yours? You frightened the Min-
ister for Transport when you said that,
because he dropped his book.

Mr. LAWRENCE: If the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition continues to sponsor this
measure, I would say that his action—if he
be g true Labour man as he tries to suggest
he 1s—is that of a renegade. Therefore, I
will have to give some thought abouf the
matter of accenting him back to the fold
of a decent party.

In conclusion, I would point out that the
Hursey case has been highlighted; and it
is interesting to note that on the 3rd
February, 1958, at Port Hobart, members of
my federation—of which I am proud to
be a financial member—found themselves
in the position—hecause the Hurseys would
not pay certain moneys in accordance with
the rules of the union—that they could
not work alongside them. This, I think,
would be the worst insult that could ever
be imposed on one worker by another, no
matter what his trade may be. It was
not because of the 10s. levy that was struck,
but it was on account of the fact that the
Hurseys would not pay their dues.

Mr, Court: Why would not the W.W.P.
rub out all the other unfinancial members
al the same time? Why did they pick only
on the Hurseys?

Mr. LAWRENCE: Because the Hurseys
blatantly refused to pay their dues.

. Mr, Court: They refused to pay only
the levy.

Mr. LAWRENCE: They did not, because
at the time this happened, the Hurseys
were unfinancial.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: So were many
others.

Mr. LAWRENCE: That i1s true; and if
the hon, member for Cottesloe would brush
the cobwebs off his brain he would realise
that many members of the Waterside
Workers’ Federation are on compensation.
Throughout the year, the average number
of men who are absent from work on com-
pensation is 45 per day. In addition, they
have seven holidays per annum, so that
would leave 358 days in a year. At a result,
men on compensation over a long period
are not expected to pay their fees whilst
they are off work, and they become un-
financigl.

Those men are not called on to pay up.
If the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
cares to take advantage of this offer, 1
am prepared to take him down to the
offices of the Waterside Workers’ Federa-
tion at Premantle and he ean inspect the
books to find out how many unflnancial
members there are, outside of the injured
workers.

[ASSEMBLY.)

The Hurseys refused to pay their dues,
yet Hursey Junior drove to work every
morning in a Humber Hawk car. I can
produce photographs of that.

Mr. Court: It is not worth £200.

Mr. LAWRENCE: Who valued it at
£200°?

Mr. Court: Have you seen the photo-
graphs?

Mr. LAWRENCE: I have. If the hon.
member wishes I shall bring them along
tomorrow for his perusal.

Mr. Court: You would be battling to
try to trade in that car.

Mr. LAWRENCE: One cannot tell the
value from the photographs.

The SPEAKER: I do not think we
should discuss the value of second-hand
cars in this debate.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I am suggesting this
is a new car. I would ask hon. members
opposite: Who kept the Hurseys during
the period from the 3rd February to the
present time? From where did they get
their money to live when they were not
in employment on the waterfront?

Mr. Court: Some people thought they
should have & go and he treated fairly,
and they contributed money.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I shal]l tell the hon.
member who put in, if he wants to know.
The DLP. with the aid of the Liberal
Party made the donation.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is not so.

Mr. LAWRENCE: How would the hon.
member know?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You are right in
one case and wrong in the other.

Mr. LAWRENCE: We have gone to the
trouble to find out.

Mr. Court: It has been publicly stated
where the money came from. There was
g list of donations; and I think one of
the hon. members opposite read it out.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I say the funds came
from the D.L.P. and the Liberal Party.

Mr. Court: Not from the Liberal Party.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I am saying they did
come from that party. Let me examine
the position fram this angle. I hold great
pride in being a member of the Waterside
Workers' Federation, Fremantle Branch;
and these are matters which have not
been publicised. A levy was put on the
Fremantle Branch of the Waterside
Workers' Federation of 1s. per week for
52 weeks of the year. It was required as
a contribution to the Blind School. At
the end of the year the federation paid
into the Blind School—and receipts can
be shown—approximately £6,000. That
was the amount derived from the levy.
Did any of the employees on the Fre-
mantle wharves—whether they were on
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compensation, in full employment or part
employment—refuse to pay the levy be-
cause it was outside the union dues?

Mr., Court: That was not a political
levy.

Mr., LAWRENCE: I am not saying it
was. That situation could arise under the
stupid and obnoxious Bill before us.

Mr, Court: It cannot.

Mr. Roberts: It is a charitable levy.

Mr. LAWRENCE: What if it was? The
Bill could apply to charitable levies. The
hon. member should go bhack to sleep.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You are wrong
in that assertion.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I am not wrong.
Under the principle contained in the Bill
it will be possible for people like the
Hurseys to say, “We will not pay the levy,
;vhet.her it be a charitable or political
ev.y.l'l

Mr. Court: There is a bigz difference
between the two.

Mr, LAWRENCE; There is none af all;
because, in the hon, member's own union,
he is doing that very thing. He knows it;
and the public knows it too. That is the
reason why the Opposition is not in power.
At the rate the Opposition is moving it
will not he in power for a very long time
to come. I am sorry—

Sir Ross McLarty: That you spoke.

Mr. LAWRENCE: —that I had fto go
on for so long. I have not had the oc-
casion to speak for some time in this
House. I hope that my remarks will be
accepted in the spirit in which they have
been uttered. There are two reasons why
I have not made other contributions here
In recent times. The first is that I had
special leave; and the second is that when
one is on the Government side, and there
is such a mighty Government in office, one
does not get much opportunity to speak.
With those few remarks I express my
strongest opposition to this measure.

MR. JAMIESON (Beeloo) [850]: I do
not wish to extend this debate much
longer, except to point out to the House
that the Bill introduced by the hon.
member for Nedlands contains two funda-
mentals which are most objectionable to
me and to all my colleagues. The Bill
is aimed at cutting the life-blood of the
Labour Party in this State.

Mr. Court: It is not.

Mr. JAMIESON: That is the first in-
tention.

Mr. Court: I{ is not,

Mr. JAMIESON: I do not blame the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition for
attempting to get away with such a mea-
sure, The second object of the Bill is
to provide an escape to disgruntled union-
ists for not belonging to the industrial
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union to which they should belong. If
the hon. member is successful in getting
this Bill passed, there is no doubt that
complete confusion in the Australian
Labour Party will result in respect of
the raising of funds and the payment of
membership dues.

Although some of the contributions to
this debate have been wide and varied, and
have drifted a long way from the sub-
ject of the Blll, they were justified because
of the two reasons I have just glven. In
my opinion the Bill stands condemned
from the point of view of every Labour
man. I hope that it will be dealt with
rapidly and we will hear no more of it, I
oppose the second reading.

MR, COURT (Nedlands—in reply)
[8.52]1: I thank hon. members who have
made contributions to this debate, although
I cannot thank Government members for
their very generous support of the mesa-
sure! On the contrary, hon. members on
the Government side of the House have
expressed their great dislike for this Bill.

In its attitude the Government—and
through the Government, the ALP. of
Western Australis—has expressed a brutal
and unqualified opposition to conscientious
beliefs. It absolutely amazed me that at
no stage during this rather extraordinary
debate has there been any concession by
the Government in respect of conscientious
belief in trade unionism. Opposition was
started by the hon. Minister for Labour.
It was carried on right through:; and, of
course, the Premier put the seal on this
question, because he would not relent in
any way in respect of concientious be-
lief in trade wunionism.

Mr. Graham: This reminds me of your
attitude in the land agents’ case. You
wanted a man to be sacked because he
ceased to he a member of the institute of
which you are a member.

Mr. COURT: I want to deal with that
point, because it has been brought up no
fewer than six times during this debate.
There Is a very effective answer, and I
shall not be put off by the Minister.

Mr, Graham: See that you give the
reason; otherwise you stand charged as
8 hypocrite!

Mr. COURT: I shall deal with each point
raised,

Mr. Graham: You will jump on any band
wagegon going.

Sir Ross McLarty: Why doesn't the
Minister keep quiet?

Mr. Graham: Who is the
Pinjarra abusing?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. Roberts: The Minister for Transport
should not show himself in his true
colours,

squire of
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Mr. COURT: Obviously the Minister for
Transport does not like this measure, He
is always dishing out the rousgh stuff in
this House and does not like it when the
?pposltion is on top and he has to take
t.

Mr. Graham: Anything which the Press
will deal with you will rush into following
up.

Mr. COURT: It is not worth my while
to deal with that point. There are times
when the Government has to listen to
the hon. members on this side.

Mr. Graham: You chased Constable
Hardy all over the place because the
Press played up that matter. Now that
the Press has played up the Hursey affair,
you decide to follow it up.

Mr. COURT: There is more than that
involved in the Hursey case. A principle
is involved.

Mr. Graham: After all these years the
principle suddenly emerges. Of course,
there would be no politics in it!

Mr. COURT: The Government has in
a very brutal way demonstrated that it
stands by the doctrine of compulsion.

Mr, May: It stands by preference to
unionists.

Mr., COURT: I is not preference to
unionists which is being practised by the
Government. It is compulsion. Hon.
members opposite do not care a damn for
the feelings of the workers. Some people
hold conscientious beliefs in these matters,
It is time that this Parliament thrashed
out the matter so that such people should
be given a chance to practise their par-
ticular beliefs.

Mr, May: How would you and your
party know anything about the workers?

Mr, COURT: We know a great deal
more than some hon. members opposite.

Mr. Graham: You are attacking them
and denying them rights every day of
the week by not giving effect to certain
legislation.

Mr. COURT: It is apparent that the
Minister is desperate for something to say.
The workers of Australia have never had
such a satisfactory set-up as is pro-
vided by the Commanwealth Government,
and that is a Liberal-Country Party Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Graham: You are mistaken.

Mr, COURT: Does the Minister not think
the ACT.U. would admit, if it were free
to do so, that it has not had a Minister
like Mr. Holt in dealing with industrial
matters.

Mr. Graham:
Minister like him.

Mr. COURT: The A.C.T.U. is very satis-
fied wth him, Were it not for left-wing
direction, they would still be carrying on
consultations with him,

No-one wants another

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. CGraham: The unions are doing a
good job here. Why do you want to dis-
turb them?

Mr. COURT: I am trying to answer the
points that have been raised in the de-
bate. The Minister did not speak on this
measure. To listen to him one would think
that he was the only one who spoke. I
would remind him that he did not rise
to speak., I thought with all the books be-
fore him he would make one of his vit-
riolic speeches,

Mr. Graham: It was my intention to
do that.

Mr. COURT: If I do not proceed with
my speech, time will catech up with me
and I might naot get an extension of time
in view of the Minister’s mood.

The SPEAKER: I cannot allow any ex-
tension.

Mr, COURT: If the Government were
to stop and think for one moment it would
realise that its opposition to this Bill will
leave a scar on its political record which
time will never erase.

Mr. May: Why are you worried about
that? That would be the least of your
worries.

Mr, COURT: I am worried about this
State.

Mr, May: You are talking about the
Government.

Mr. COURT: This is a Government of
the hon. member's party, and at this par-
ticular point of time that Government has
the opportunity to say to the people, "We
are not the same rough and tough extreme
left wing, Communist-dominated Labour
Party as are our confreres in the Eastern
States.”

Mr. May: The people know that.

Mr. COURT: Nothing of the sort. This
was a golden oppeortunity for the Govern-
ment to say that it was not branded with
that description. Through the uncom-
promising attitude of hon, members op-
posite, as exemplified by the Premier, the
Government of this State has told the
people that it is just as rough and tough
and as uncompromising as the left wing,
Communist-dominated section of the party
in the Eastern States.

Mr. Graham: You are a champion at
this.

Mr. COURT: This is the fundamental
issue: the question of personal freedom,
Members opposite preach personal free-
dom from time to time. We have heard
them getting up on the soap boxes and
speaking about personal liberties and social
justice; yet the very first time they are
confronted with a real proposition, what
do they do?

Mr. Johnson: ¥You would not know prin-
cipal from interest.
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Mr. COURT: I ask members opposite
this: Where are these humanitarian prin-
ciples—to use the Minister for Labour's
own words, over which he made such great
play—on which the Australian Labour
Party is built up? The first time this
matter is put to the test before Parlia-
ment, the beliefs of hon. members opposite
collapse completely. This is a test of
humanitarian prineiples.

Mr. Graham: This is not the first time
that we have known union scabs.

Mr. COURT: This is a question of prin-
ciple. I{ does not relate to union scabs.

Mr. Graham: There always seems to be
a halo placed around the heads of people
who are false to their trade unions,

Mr. COURT: If I might deal in turn
with several contributions which have
been made during this debate, out of
courtesy to the speakers who made them,
and if the Minister for Transport will
pause while I extend that courtesy, in
spite of the unkind things he said, he can
come in at the end with renewed vigour.
I shall look forward to that.

The speech of the Minister for Labour
was most disappointing. One would ex-
pect that a person with his experience of
industrial matters and his knowledge of
industrial law would have dealt with this
Bill on a fairly objective basis. Even the
references he made to the Industrial
Arbitration Act were irrelevant, which will
be realised from a study of his speech.
There is no relevancy at all between the
section he quoted and the principles that
this Bill seeks to achieve; and so we can-
not deal with his speech on the merits
of any particular argument put forward
because there was no real argument sub-
mitted based on the practice of industrial
arbitration in the State. He has com-
pletely overloaked the growing tide of dis-
content that is being felt throughout
Australia relating to what this Bill seeks
to remedy.

Mr. May interjected.

Mr, COURT: Of course, the hon.
member for Collie overlooks the fact that
in recent dayvs the New South Wales Gov-
ernment has made known its intention
of having another look at this question of
compulsion because it is not what it
thought it would he. The New South
Wales Government is a part of the Labour
Party. Or are hon. members opposite dis-
owning the New South Wales Labour
Party?

The Minister for Labour treated the
Thorne case and the Dutchmen’s case as
though they were of no consequence what-
soever., The main purpose behind this
Bill is to overcome the local situation—
not the Hobart case, but the local one
under our very nose—and he knows as
well as we do on this side of the House
that Thorne was dismissed wrongfully. It
was acknowledged in the court. Then the
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Minister, much to our amazement on this
side of the House, tries to tell us that an
individual worker has certain rights before
the Arbitration Court. I think I went to
great pains when presenting this Bill to
explain why an individual cannot be heard
by the court.

Mr. Rowberry: Why didn't you bring the
Bill up at that time?

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon, mema-
ber is out of his seat and must not inter-
ject!

Mr. COURT: I would like to tidy up one
or two particulars regarding this Bill.
First of all, the Minister was inclined to
imply that we had side-stepped the ques-
tion of preference by not bringing down
an amendment. I explained there is no
need. In the Industrial Arbitration Act
there is power for the Court to grant
preference. Furthermore, the President of
the Court, and at least one other member,
have indicated on two occasions that they
will not condone preference clauses with-
out provisions being made for conscientious
beliefs therein. There is no need to clutter
up the stafute book with an amendment on
preference.

The Minister was inclined to make play
on the fact that this was intended to split
the AL.P, in two. What I suggest can be
gathered from this fallacious remark is
that without compulsion the organisation
has no possibility whatever of surviving.
No good Lahour man should accept that
from the Minister at all.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson:
true.

Mr. COURT: 1 would nof like to think
the A.L.P, is so weak that it could not sur-
vive without compulsion.

Mr, Graham: Could you stand as a
Liberal member if you were not a member
of the Liberal Party?

Mr, COURT: 1 could not stand as an
endorsed candidate, but I could stand.
Nothing stops me, and I could be elected
if the public wanted me.

Mr, Graham: In other words, if you did
not pay your membership fee you would
lose your job as Deputy Leader of the
Opposition,

Mr. COURT: That is because of—

Mr, Graham: Compulsory membership
or you lose your job!

Mr. COURT: Nothing of the sort! There
are two hon. members who sit in this

Chamber who are not members of any
party.

Mr. Jamieson:
to your job?

Mr, Graham: By the people, but not by
the Liberal Party.

Mr. COURT: They are stilli in their
jobs. The Minister's argument is 5o weak.

That could be

Would they be elected
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Mr. Graham: You could not be Deputy
Leader of the Qpposition if you did not pay
Your subscriptions to the Liberal Party.

An hon. member: Nor Deputy Leader of
the Labour Party.

Mr. COURT: 1 would not want to be.
I certainly have no ambition to be Deputy
Leader of the Labour Party.

Mr. Graham: You have no chance!

Mr. COURT: I know I have no chance;
but I alse have no ambition that way.

Mr. Graham: Your job depends on
whether you pay your sub.
Mr. COURT: The Minister tried to

weave a tale around this story of “is or is
not”, and he made great play of the fight
that has been going on over the years to
establish the rights of people to belong to
trade unions. I laid emphasis in my orig-
inal presentation of the Bill that this pro-
vision to avoid victimisation because an
employee or an employer belongs to an in-
dustrial union, has been a plank in the
Pplatforms of the three parties represented
in this Chamber. We believe in it, but at
the same time we are irying to write in
an extension of that principle.

The Minister, whilst he was on his soap-
box over this particular measure, over-
looked that he has {o thank the Legislative
Council, which he is so anxious to malign
from time to time, for the fact that the
provisions already in our law were put
there with the full consent and co-opera-
tion of the Legislative Council. On the
question of the Hursey case, on which the
Minister touched, I would like to make a
few ohservations which are pertinent not
only to his speech but to several other
speeches that were made,

One of the most amazing things is the
fact that so many unfinancial members on
the Hobart waterside were able to continue
in their employment although vicious
action was taken against these particular
gentlemen—Hursey senior and junior.
"They were singled out. If the same action
had been taken against all unfinancial
members there would have been some logic
in it; but others were unfinancial for
equally long periods and no action was
taken against them.

It {s important that I should record one
particular point: that the Hurseys did, in
fact, tender their normal unlon econtri-
bution. This piece of evidence cannot be
dented; for if a search of the records of the
court were made, it would be found in their
statement of claim, which was made on the
6th November, 1957. They stated that not
only would they pay, but offered them—

Mr Jamieson: They had not paid up to
that time.

Mr. COURT: They had offered to pay.
Mr. Jamieson: But bad not paid.

Mr. COURT: The WW.UF. would not
take it from them.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Heal: The same as your party would
not take it from the hon. member for Mt,
Lawley, and the hon. member for South
Perth.

Mr, COURT: If some of the facts are
wanted-—but I do not want to get too in-
volved because this could go on for a long
time—here is the evidence of the secretary
of the Hcbart branch of the Waterside
Workers' Federation (Mr. Cyril Percy
Herbert Pelham). He said—

On 1lith October he posied notices
that the ALP. levy was now due.
Later Francis Hursey asked how much
he owed and was told “£8 contribution
and 10s. levy.” Hursey then said he
wauld pay the £8 but not the levy.

Remember this is not Hursey speaking, but
Pelham! It was verbatim evidence before
the court. Pelham added—

I told him “Don’t blame me, Frank,
I don’t make the rules. I only have to
carry them out.” and Hursey replied
“I don't blame you.”

There was a straight-out offer by Hursey
to pay his contribution. It has been
established—and we do not want to go over
the evidence in detail, actual evidence given
in the court—that these people tendered
their contribution—but not the political
levy—not once, but several times before
and after the court case commenced. They
could not do any more than tender the
MONEY.

Mr. Sleeman: They did not pay it when
asked to.

Mr. COURT: They may have refused on
ocecasions to pay because they had to see
their solicitor. But any man involved in
a court case is given time to seek legal
advice. That i5s not unusual, The hon.
member for Fremantle knows that in the
Police Court, from time to time, people
refuse to make a statement because they
might incriminate themselves. They want
to seek advice and are entitled under our
laws to have that protection.

Mr. Jamieson: Did they offer to pay with
the genuine intention of paying?

Mr. COURT: Surely the hon. member is
not going to dispute the offer they made to
the court! It 1s heyond dispute. They
offered it and were quite prepared to pay.

Mr. Jamieson: After they were expelled.

Mr, COURT: When they went to court.
Giood heavens, several times they offered
to pay this particular contribution!

Mr. Lapham: And several times they
didn't do so.

Mr. COURT: Of course. But only be-
cause at that time there was litigation
pending. Returning to the Minister's
speech, if we followed his argument of
compuisory unlonism to its ultimate con-
clusion we weould finish up with the state
of affajrs whereby a person who was a
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member of say, a religious order, could
not undertake employment unless he was
a member of & union; and unless receiv-
ing full union wages, he could not teach,
nurse, conduct missions, or follow what-
ever his particular calling in life might
he. There must be an ultimate end i{o all
these things, if the Government {s uncom-
promising in its attitude towards con-
seientious belief and towards compulsory
political levies,

Mr. Sleeman: Did you say that these
people tendered their money and it was not
accepted?

Mr. COURT: Yes.
Mr. Sleeman: I don’t belleve that's true.

Mr. COURT: The union would not accept
it without the levy. They had tendered
the fee, in spite of what might be in that
Communist publication. Because of inter-
jections I have only got as far as the speech
by the hon. member for Warren. He gave
us the Sermon on the Mount—or part of
ft—and I think how inappropriate—

Mr. Jamieson: And also quoted from
“Pix."” 1s that a Communist paper?

Mr. COURT: The "Pix” argument com-
pletely hroke down the case he was trying
to build up. Surely if this hon. member
wants to bring in the Sermon on the Mount
—and it i5 the greatest sermon of
all time—he must concede that that par-
ticular sermon of all sermons would con-
cede the right to real Christian conviction.
Surely it would! These people—the Dutch-
men and Thorne in this State—have a
deep-seated religious and Christian con-
viction. Whether we agree with it or not
is not important.

Mr. Graham: It has to be proved.

Mr. COURT: They have a genuine con-
viction.

Mr, Graham: It is against my principles
to pay income tax. That does not absolve
me from doing so.

Mr. COURT: That is ancother proposi-
tion altogether., Coming on to the speech
of the hon. member for Leederville: He
spent the first part attacking the hon.
member for Dale, who rather helpfully
brought ferward the views of some very
senior members of the Federal Labour
movement, particularly Dr. Evatt, who
made one of his best speeches when he
completely fell in line with the Federal
Liberal Minister in accepting the principle
of conseclentious bellef. I just make this
point before passing on from his speech:
that Dr. Evatt acknowledged not only con-
scientious religicus belief, but the need for
conseientious hellefs other than religious
beliefs; and his was ga very frank,
forthright statement on that particular
occasion.

I now proceed to the speech of the hon.
member for Fremantle, He concentrated
largely on the Hursey case and treated
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the case of the Dutchmen and Thorne
as being of very little consequence; when
in our mind, of course, the two local cases
are very important, because there are
others to come. There are pther members
in this community who have the same
religious convictions: and who, with the
efluxion of time, are going to present
the same situation to this Government as
have the Dutchmen and Thorne. 1 was
amazed at the hon. member for Fremantle
not taking some part to defend Warder
Thorne, because he was a man who was
wrongfully dismissed, Regardless of the
religious side and regardless of con-
scientious belief, he was wrongfully dis-
missed at law.

Mr. Heal: Who told you that?

Mr. COURT: It has been acknowledged
by the President of the Arbitration Court.

Mr. Heal: It did not go before the
court.
Mr. COURT: Just to simplify this,

might I make this point: Warder Louis
Thorne appealed to the court for some
protection and the judge did a most extra-
ordinary thing to try to help this man;
and he expressed great sympathy for him.
He did something that a judge does not
usually do; he expressed his views on the
particular case although he could not
hear it,

Mr. Hesal:
court.

Mr, COURT: Yes.
Mr. Heal: No. You tell the truth!

Mr. COURT: One of the other two
members of the court, Mr. Christian, in
& subsequent judgment, when it was quite
competent for him to express his views,
confirmed Judge Nevile's approach to the
Thorne case, and to the Dutchmen’s case,

Mr. Heal: It did not go to the court,

Mr. COURT: 1 read the actual judg-
ment. I do not want the hon. member
to try to sidetrack me on that, because I
read it out to the Chamber,

Mr. Heal: It is & wrong inference.

Mr. COURT: The hon. member for
Fremantle made much play on the help
given by the waterside workers in Hobart
to the Hursevs years ag0. That is not
denied. That sort of thing goes on from
time to time in unions and other bodies,
and has done throughout the ages, and we
hope that it will continue.

Mr. SBleeman: They were very good to
them.

Mr. COURT: They were.
Mr. Sleeman: That was the gratitude
they showed.

Mr. COURT: 3But if the hon. member
does & kindness for somebhody today, surely
he does not expect that person to feel

It was not the view of the
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under an obligation to him for the rest
of his days! Circumstances change so
quickly. I mentioned earlier in the
evening, in reply to the proposition put
forward by members on the other side,
that if T had a bit of an affair with
some young girl at 15 years of age, be-
cause she was nice to take around, would
they expect me to marry her and put up
with her for the rest of my days just
because she was nice at that time? That
is how silly the thing could get.

Mr. Heal: You could not blame the
Labour Party for that!

Mr. COURT: I just wanted to make
that point. Surely from the mere fact that
the waterside workers helped the Hurseys
on one gccasion—probably hecause it is a
practice that they have in those parts—
it does not follow that the Hurseys are to
be forever indebted to the union bhecause
of it! They could be grateful for it, but
they do not have to sacrifice a principle
because of it. One does not buy a man
body and soul because one does some
kindness for him! Surely he does not
I}'ave to surrender his principles because of
it!

Mr, Sleeman: But it is only lately that
they got these principles. They did not
have them before.

Mr. COURT: What the hon. member is
saying in effect is that if a man is a
Communist most of his life he can never
change his opinions.

Mr, Sleeman: He can come Over.

Mr. COURT: Surely he should be able
to change his mind. Surely any man who
has a deep faith in something can change
his mind.

Mr. Sleeman: I know of some Labour
men who have become Liberals.

Mr. Evans: For a price.

Mr. COURT: I know that the Minister
for Transport is wanting me to deal with
a case of alleged compulsory unionism on
my part. Let me make this point clear:
That case is in no way comparable, be-
cause we have a statute of Parliament
which says that a man shall have certain
qualifications to do a certain job. The
man in the case mentioned, through un-
professional conduct and eventually
through the non-payment of dues, found
himself put out of that particular body.
At the same time a Government instru-
mentality, in the Tax Agents’ Board,
cancelled his licence to lodge tax returns.
That had nothing to do with a private body,
and it was not because of any ill feeling
but because of an unprofessional act.
That man disqualified himself under the
law.

-Let me also make this point to the Min-

ister before he interjects, as I know he
is waiting to do; There is no compulsion

[ASSEMBLY.]

about belonging to an institute of ae-
countants before a man can practice public
accountancy. There are more non-mem-
bers of the Institute of Accountants prac-
tising accountancy in Waestern Australia
than there are members.

Mr. Graham: And no person in Western
Australia is compelled to belong to any
union.

Mr. COURT: If they do not want a job
and they do not mind starving they need
not join! :

Mr. Graham: Just as you got rid of
Hansen for the reason that he had ceased
to be a member of that union.

Mr, COURT: It was because he was out-
side the law.

Mr. Graham: Because he was not in the
Institute of Accountants.

Mr. COURT: He was outside the law.

Mr. Graham: Qutside the law because
he was not a member of your union.

Mr. COURT': Let me make this point, if
the Minister will allow me to make the
point, seeing that he is in such a bad mood
tonight: A person does not have to be a
member of the Institute of Chartered Ac-
countants, or the Ausiralian Society of
Accountants, or the Chartered Institute of
Secretaries to practise as a commercial
accountan{ in this State. There is no com-
pulsory unionism.

Mr. Sleeman: But you tried to sack him
because he did not belong to it.

Mr. COURT: It was for an entirely dif-
ferent reason altogether. The man was
outside the law.

Mr. Sleeman: You reported him twice
in order to get him the sack, simply be-
cause he did not belong to the society.

Mr. COURT: Let me make the position
clear. The Registrar of Companies, who
is a Government employee, insists that the
institute advise him promptly, and in fact
immediately, when any member is excluded
for any reason whatever. It was not he-
cause the institute wanted to deo it, but
a matter of commonsense and co-opera-
tion between the institute and the Regis-
trar of Companies, a Government officer.

Mr. Sleeman: You think you were jus-
tified in getting him the sack because he
did not belong to the institute?

Mr. COURT: The gentleman concerned
was quite free to practise anywhere in this
State if people wanted to employ him. If
the hon. member for Fremantle had been
on this side, and the same man was re-
tained in his position supervising the work
of others, after he had done what this
man did, the hon. member would have been
raising eain because an unqualified man
was being emploved. I will have to go
briefly over the remainder of the speeches.
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Mr. Graham: Just before you get off
that point, are you going to introduce a
Bill to remove the compulsory member-
ship provisions from the Land Agents Act?

Mr. COURT: It is not my job to do that.

Mr. Graham: But in order to be consist-
ent with the present measure you should
do that,

Mr. COURT: Let the Minister introduce
& Bill and see how he goes with it.

Mr. Graham: Answer yes or no.

Mr. COURT: T am not golng to introduce
a Bill.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: If the Minister
and the Government pass this Bill he will
introguce a Bill such as the Minister sug-
gested.

Mr. COURT: That is not a bad proposi-
tion which the hon. member for Cottesloe
has put forward—"Pass this one and we
will agree to the other one.”

Mr. Graham: You are the man with the
ideas,

Mr. COURT: The hon. member for Roe
spoke in support of the Bill and put for-
ward what I consider to be wvery sound
arguments against compulsory political
levies. The fact that he drew fire from
the Government back benches was indica-
tive that he was on the bull's eye.

Mr. Hawke: On the bull!

Mr. COURT: The hon. member for Cot-
tesloe ai least attempted to get down to the
vital principles in the Bill, principles which
have been lost sight of on the Government
side during this debate. Hon. members
opposite have not discussed the principles
which this Bill seeks to introduce. We
have had some of the most deliberate soap-
box stuff, of an offensive nature, that I
have ever heard. Obviously it was in-
tended for certain journals, or to be passed
on in suitable places. They will be able
to say, “Look how we opposed this Bill
which was introduced by the hon. member
for Nedlands.” The hon. member for
Cottesloe tried to get down to the funda-
mental principles of the measure; that was
obvious from the fire he drew when he tried
to discuss those vital principles which the
Bill intends to introduce.

Mr. Johnson: You cover up more than
a plasterer does.

Mr. COURT: The Premier came in with
his big guns on behzlf of the Government
and made 1t very clear, right from the
start, that the Government would not have
a bar of consclentious beliefs, apart al-
together from the fact that it would not
have a bar of the Bill. He did not deal
with the fact that the Dutchmen sought
no financial advantage whatsoever. They
made a bona fide offer to contribute the
equivalent of thelr union dues to any
warthy charity that was to be nominated,
and the Red Cross and similar organisa-
tions were suggested,

reaot
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Mr. Graham: But they refused to help
the trade union which had helped them
to obtaln- all the conditions and privileges
which they were prepared to enjoy.

Mr. COURT: Of course, one could fol-
low that trend of thought through from
generation to generation. The people who
preceded us are dead: but I am sure, if
they were alive, they would not want to
keep on harping on what they had done for
us. It was their contribution towards
posterity at that time. The members on
the other side of the House are about 35
years behind the times In their approach
to the problem.

Mr. Graham: It is a pity what you
would do to the workers of this State if
ther were not strong unions,

Mr. COURT: As part of our policy, we,
as members of the Liberal Party, accept
the principle of recognising democratically
conirolled trade unions.

Mr. Graham: I can remember when
you wanted to peg wages In the same way
as you pegged prices, and everything else.

Mr. COURT: The Minister is intro-
ducing irrelevancies that have nothing to
do with the Bill.

Mr. Graham: I am right on the ball!

Mr. COURT: Nevertheless, I am not
going to enter into a full-scale debate on
price control and rent control.

Mr. Graham: You might be able to put
this sort of talk over the young Liberals,
but you ean't put it over us!

Mr. COURT: The Premier disputed the
fact that there is no preference in the
award controlling the workers at the State
Brick Works. I can assure him that there
is no preference clause in that award and
that is what I took the Government to task
about. When it was found that these
people genuinely held to their conscientious
beliefs, all that needed to be said was, “We
acknowledge this genuine conscientious
belief,” and there would have heen no
trouble. When that was established—

Mr. Rowhberry: It was not established.

Mr. COURT: It was established by the
court, Mr, Justice Nevile established that
these men were genuine in their beliefs;
and surely the hon. member would ac-
cept his judement. The position was
slightly different in the case of Warder
Louis Thorne. There was a preference
clause in his award,; but even in that case
the preference clause had no effect because
once he joined the union he was not bound
by the preference clause to continue as a
member, and for that reason he was wrong-
fully dismissed.

The Premier touched on the point of
the Queensland Liberals, who hit the news
on Saturday or Sunday in regard to com-
pulsory unionism. I cannot answer in de-
tail as to how they came to bring this
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particular clause into their policy. How-
ever, I know—I see the Premier is smil-
ing with a knowing smile—{hat .it was &
casualty of the bad old days in Queens-
land when this move was made as a
desperate attempt to overcome the pro-
blem that was confronting the unions in
Queensland as a result of Communist in-
filtration. It was hoped that through this
compulsory unionism and compulsory vot-
ing that the trade unions would be able to
overcome this Communist infiltration into
their unions.

Mr. Graham: Compulsory unionism has
been a plank of the Queensland Labor
Party for years and years.

Mr. COURT: Let me make it clear that
I do not subscribe to their ideas and I
hope it is not protruded into any other
State of Australia,

Mr. Graham: All you need is a sausage
king to advocate it and you would grab
it with both hands like your somersault
on the bus transaction,

Mr. COURT: On the question of com-
pulsory political levies—which the Premier
glossed over—we feel on rather sure
ground with this proposition, because it
will bear repeating that Mr. Calwell made
no bones about it. He was opposed to com-
pulsory political levy and I think history
will record that we were right in trying
to introduce on to the statute book legis-
tion which would prevent compulsory poli-
tical levies. I will make this point clear
once more. There is no provision in this
Bill {0 prevent political levies. If it is
only the method of implementing the pro-
vision of the Bill to prevent compulsory
political levies that members on the other
side of the House object to, why do they not
support the second reading of the Bill with
a view to amending it in Committee? On
the contrary, they have just offered a
flat “No.” They are not prepared to take
a chance of giving anyone the option of
making a contribution.

Mr, Jamiesen: You will never make a
compulsory contribution of your life blood.

Mr. COURT: I do not know what the
hon. member for Beeloo means by “life
blood." I can only presume that he
means finance; and if the hon. member's
movement is not strong enough to at-
tract sufficient finance and members,
heaven help it! It has been going for a
long time and it should be able to. The
hon. member for North Perth rather
amazed me because usually he takes a
rather moderate line. To our amazement,
however, he came out with a strong pro-
Evatt line of argument in one part of his
speech, but in the other part Dr. Evatt
deserted him because he showed himself
to be wholeheartedly in favour of con-
scientious belief.

I was more surprised when the hon,
member uttered words to the efiect that
the Dutchmen and Louis Thorne were void
of moral value. Can anyone countenance
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that particular remark? Here were three
men who were prepared to be martyrs to
a cause hecause of their deep-rooted re-
ligious convictions. If that is not a sense
of moral values, I do not know what is.

Mr. Lapham: But they still wanted to
accept trade union rights and privileges
without paying for them and there is no
motal value in doing that.

Mr. COURT: The hon. member for
North Perth used the words, “Void of
moral values.” The word *“void” means,
in this sense, that they were completely
without any moral values. However, if
those men were prepared to suffer in the
way that they did for what they believed
in, T am quite sure that they were not
void of moral values.

Mr. Lapham: They were prepared to he
held up by their union and the Hurseys
were in the same category,

Mr, COURT: Let hon. members put
themselves in the position of the Hurseys.

Mr. Lawrence: Oh! One would not stoap
to such a low level!

Mr. Sleeman: We do not want to be in
that position!

Mr. COURT: Just a moment! Let hon.
members put themselves in the position of
the Hurseys.

Mr. Lawrence: You might be able to, but
we could not.

Mr. COURT: Let the imagination of hon.
members run riot for 2 moment and place
themselves in the position of the Hurseys.
Let them imagine that they hold a strong
anti-Communist conviction and that they
are told to pay a compulsory levy into a
unicn, part of which they know is to be
used to implement the Communists' policy.
Which of the hon. members opposite would
not revolt against that? Would the Min-
ister for Labour be happy if he knew that
a portion of his contribution was going to
the Communist party?

Mr. Lawrence: We would rather it go
there than to the Liberal Party the way
you are carrying on,

Mr. Roberts;: Will the Minister for
Transport endorse that remark?

Mr, COURT: 1 would like to quote just
a short extract from “The Mercury” of
Friday, the 22nd August, 1958. This is a
Hobart newspaper and it publishes in full,
almost verbatim, the parliamentary pro-
ceedings and court cases. I am sure that
hon, members will be pleased to know that,
The extract reads as follows:—

Mr. Wright asked Healy—

That is Healy the Communist.

Mr. Graham: Is this Wright a Liberal
member of Parliament?

Mr. COURT: Senator Wright, who was
acting for the Hurseys.

Several members interjected.
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Mr. COURT: There was, at one time,
talk of a Western Australian Labour Pre-
mier being pilloried and being accused of
all sorts of things. What did he do? Did
he go to a prominent Labour man to con-
duct his defence? No, he went to a blue-
blooded Liberal solicitor, and he got out
of trouble.

Mr. Lawrence: That is why we chucked
him out.

Mr, COURT: Fortunately, that is the
way the law works in this country. I will
again attempt to quote this newspaper
article. It reads—

Mr, Wright asked Healy—

Mr. Graham: Senator Wright!

Mr. COURT: —
—if the political aspirations of the
Australian * Communist Party were
identical with Soviet Russian Com-
munism.

Healy: It depends on how you put
that.

Do you believe the Australian Com-
munist Party ideology is the same as
Soviet Russian ideology?—

The Australian party operates ac-
cording to the political situation here.

A very truthful remark, I would suggest—

Healy admitted that three executive

officers of the W.W.F—Mr, E. Roach

{the assistant general secretary), Mr.

M. Wallington (the Federal organ-

iser), and himsélf—were members of
the Communist Party.

Questioned on whether they con-
trolled the union, Healy said, ‘'there
are four of us with executive power—
Roach, Wallington, myself, and the
president (Mr. J. C. Beitz).

Healy szid the federation—

;I:hat is the Waterside Workers’ Federa-
fon—
had paid £1,500 to the Communist
Party for communist political pur-
poses in the past 10 years.

Mr. Lawrence: How would he know?

Mr. COURT: It is Mr. Healy speaking,
and he must be right. I put it to hon,
members on the other side of the House:
How would they feel if they were being
forced—not doing it voluntarily, but being
forced—to make a contribution to a politi-
cal levy part of which they knew was going
straight into the political funds of the
Communist party? In fact one year the
amount was £1,500.

Mr. Lawrence: That is absolute trash.
Mr. COURT: It is Mr. Healy's evidence.

Mr. Lawrence: I happen to be a member
of the federation and I Know.

Mr. COURT: I think I would accept
this evidence given on affirmation by Mr.
Healy in this court.
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Point of Order.

Mr. Lawrence: On a point of order, Mr.
Speaker, I believe the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is misleading the House.
The hon. member is quoting from a paper,
and I think we are entitled to know the
name of the paper from which he is read-
ing and who sign their names to it.

The Speaker; I doubt if there is a
point of order involved; but if the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition wishes to do so
he may quote the source from which he
is reading, and name the paper. But there
is no point of order involved.

Mr. Lawrence: Whilst it may be a news-
paper it could have been printed by the
hon. member himself.

The Speaker: There is no point of
order and the hon. member will kindly
resume his seat. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition may proceed.

Debate Resumed.

Mr. COURT: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The newspaper from which I have quoted
is the “Mercury,” a Hobart paper, dated
the 22nd August, 1958. It is a factual
extract from a reputable paper.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member's
time has expired.
Mr. WILD: I move—
That the hon. member's time be
extended.

The SPEAKER: I migh{ point out that
Standing Order No. 107 says that an hon.
member in reply will have a period not
exceeding 45 minutes. That time has ex-

_pired, and 1 will now put the question.

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

Ayes—13
Mr, Coutt Mr, Owen
Mr. Crommelin Mr. Perkins
Mr. Hearman Mr. Roberts
Mr. Hutchinson Mr. Watts
Mr. W, Manhning Mr. Wild
Sir Ross McLarty Mr. I. Mannilnhg
Mr. Nalder { Teller.}
MNoes—-22
Mr. Andrew Mr. Lawrence
Mr. Evans Mr. Marshall
Mr, Gaffy Mr. Motir
Mr. Graham Mr. O'Brien
Mr. Hall Mr. Potter
Mr. Hawke Mr. Rhatlgan
Mr, Heal Mr. Rowberry
Mr, Jamieson Mr. Sewell
Mr. Johnson Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Kelly Mr. Toms
Mr. Lapham Mr. May
(Teller.)

Majority against—a8.
Question thus negatived,
Bill defeated.
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BANK HOLIDAYS ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 17th Sep~
tember.

MR. LAPHAM (North Perth) [9.43): 1
rise to support this Bill. It is a little
unfortunate that this measure has been
before this House on so many occasions.
On speaking to a number of bank officials
over the week-end concerning this matter
I found they were inclined to be apologetic
to myself and other hon. members for the
fact that the Bill has had to come before
this House again.

Hon. members must realise that it is a
little unfortunate for bank officers,
inasmuch as they cannot be granted Satur-
day closing—that is, a flve-day week—
except by Parliament carrying legislation
to amend the Bills of Exchange Act. As a
consequence the bank officers, who desire
the closing of banks on a Saturday morn-
ing, feel that this matter should be brought
before the House once again in the hope
that there might be a change of heart
among members; especially in view of the
fact that those members have had a con-
siderable time in which to investigate the
position, and ascertain, perhaps, the views
of the members of the Liberal Party and
those of the Country Party in the other
States of the Commonwealth.

It is rather unfortunate that the
Arbitration Court cannot deal with this
matter. If it were to grant a five-day
week to the normal trading banks, the con-
cession would not be applicable to the
Commonwealth Bank. That being the case,
it would be most unfair for the court to
award that condition of employment as it
would apply to one section of the industry
and not to another.

In my opinion the hon. member for Lee-
derville was justified in introducing this
Bill once again because there is no other
avenue open to the bank officers to rectify
what they consider to be a wrong. The
hon, member for Harvey indicated the
other evening, when spesaking in this
debate, that in conversation with a number
of bank officers, he was informed that they
were prepared to accept additional
remuneration in lieu of closing on Saturday
mornings. By interjection I disagreed with
him because I have gone out of my way to
contact many bank officers, and I was
firmly of the opinion that they were
adamant in their request for a five-day
week and for Saturday closing of banks,
and that they would not consider addi-
tional remuneration in Heu of Saturday
closing.

In proof of that assertion I quote from
the minutes of the Bank Officials’ Associa-
tion. In 1948 at the annual general meet-
ing, a motlion was carried to the effect that
it be 8 recommendation to the incoming
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committee that it co-operate with any
other organisation interested in the even-
tual achievement of the five-day week. In
1850 a similar motion was carried which
read as follows:—

That it be a direction from this
annual general meeting to the incom-
ing committee that they should take
action towards getting Saturday
closing for banks.

In 1851 a similar rotion was carried, but
in that year the bank officers decided it
would be a fair proposition to hold a postal
ballot of all the members of that organisa-
tion because many of them were posted in
the country. That was conducted in the
latter half of 1951,

In the ballot paper the members were
asked, “Are you in favour®of the five-day
week in the banking industry?”" O©Of the
1325 ballot papers distributed, 1206—which
represented 91 per cent.—were returned.
That is a fair indication of the interest
shown by the bank officers in the ballot.
The number voting for the five-day week
and for the closing of banks on Saturdays
was 1129, representing 94 per cent. of the
total votes cast. In all 72, which repre-
sented six per cent., voted in the negative.
and 9 voted informally. That is a good
indication that the bank officers want a
five-day week, and they want Saturdays -
off. They do not want to receive payment
in Heu of Saturday closing.

The membership of that association was
1,625 which represented 70 per ecent. of all
bank staffs in this State. There is a total
of 2,345 persons working in banks here.
Non-members of the association represent
approximately 85 per cent. of the junior
and female staffs. It is quite understand-
able that juniors and females are not so
interested in the career side of banking as
the more mature males.

The Commonwealth Bank Officers' As-
sociation was also behind this move by the
bank officers. When the former submitted
evidence before the Select Committee in-
guiring into Saturday closing of bhanks,
they indicated that they had 870 members.
The evidence was that for many years
that association had been negotiating with
the management to achieve Saturday clos-
ing. It was also stated that at a com-
mittee meeting of that association held as
late as the 4th February, 1956, a resolu-
tion was carried that the committee re-
iterated the long-standing desire of "that
division and the association to seek a five-
day working week, Monday to Friday in-
clusive, for bank officers, and confirmed the
action already taken in supporting the
Bank Officials’ Association of W.A,

Surely with all this information before
us, all hon. members, including the hon.
member for Harvey, should be convinced
that the bank officers are genuine jn their
desire for Saturday closing of banks, This
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upsurge for the closing of banks on Satur-
days has arisen not only in Western Aus-
tralia but in every State and throughout
the world. That question is under con-
sideration by Liberal as well as Labour
Governments in Australin. The five-day
week for banks operates in Alaska, Algeria,
Argentine, Canada, Ecuador, French West
Indies, Monaco, Panama Canal Zone, Peru,
Tasmania, anid New Zealand.

As 1 said before, in other States of the
Commonwealth this very question is also
under consideration. There 1s a general
trend towards the closing of banks on
Saturday mornings. Almost throughout
the wogrld bank officers are working to-
wards this overdue industrial reform. They
consider this will be a reform based on
equity, and with that I agree. I feel that
it is a commonsense reform because al-
ready so many industries are operating on
a flve-day week basis. The bank officers
are not asking for any reduction in hours;
they are, in effect, asking Parliament to
allow them to give greater service to the
public on five days of the week and in
return they ask to be granted Saturday
closing. They also contend that they can
give a greater economic return to their
employers as a result of Saturday closing
of banks.

Of course that is not so hard to under-
stand when we realise that banks open
for only 14 hours on a Saturday morning.
Under those circumstances few major
transactions are initiated. It is true that
8 normal procedure operates in a bank—
the teller gives change and cashes a cheque
—but after all Is said and done that is only
the shop front of banking; it is not the
true position. It would represent about
one-twentieth of normal banking practice.

Mr, Court: It is a very important side to
the public.

Mr. LAPHAM: I agree it provides a ser-
vice to 8 number of people in the com-
munity, and I agree that while these
banks are ¢pen people will use them more
than is necessary because that is only
natural. If I were going home at 3
o’clock in the morning and found a restau-
rant open I would stop and have a cup of
tea, but if it were not open I would not
care.

It has been asked during this debate,
“"How can an individual who is on a five-
day week carry out this normal banking
activity unless the banks are open on a
Saturday morning?"

Mr, Nelder called atiention to the state
of the House.

Rells rung and a quorum jformed.

Mr. LAPHAM: It is nice to know that
there are now a few extra hon. members

here to listen to me., I had reached the
stage where I was indicating that when
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workers who are now employed on a flve-
day week principle were working five-and-
a-half days they must have found some
way in which to transact their banking
business; and I would say if the banks
closed this coming Saturday those employ-
ees having the luxury of a flve-day week
would find some way over the difficulty and
be able to carry out their banking trans-
actions without a great deal of rearrange-
ment.

Mr. I. W. Manning: What about buses
running on Saturdays?

Mr. LAPHAM: Can the hon. member
show any comparison in the service given
by a bank and that given by a transport
service? There is no comparison. I will
go further. Could he give any compari-
son between the service a bank would give
and that given by an entertainment or a
catering business? There is no comparison
at all.

Mr. Court: The public must come into
it at some point.

Mr. LAPHAM: Of course; but to a
minor degree. A small number use the
banking service on & Saturday morning.

Mr. I. W. Manning: It is not a minor
degree to them.

Mr. LAPHAM: The number is small
when compared with those using transport,
entertainment, and catering services,

Mr. I. W. Manning: The hon. member
knows a lot better than that.

Mr, LAPHAM: I am trying to explain
the position te the hon. member, but he
seems to be particularly dull this evening
or does not want to listen.

Mr. Court: That is the trouble; he is
listening too well.
Mr. LAPHAM: The banking officials

have indicated to me that because of the
fact that they have to provide this 1% hour
service on a Saturday morning it repre-
sents an economic loss t¢ their banking in-
stitution. The reason for this is that very
highly skilled and specialised officers have
little of théir normal work to do and are
carrying out minor duties as a consequence.
This is brought ahout because the time in
which the bank is open is top short a
period for transactions to be initiated, let
alone completed. I think hon. members
would realise that Saturday banking, under
its present restricted time, must of neces-
sity be uneconomic.

Even the managers usually go about
11 a.m. They get out of it smartly. Why?
The manager does not always effect his
business in the office of the bank. It is a
bank manager's duty to mix soclally; and
naturally you will ind him at the race-
course, the golf course or somewhere else
where the tycoons of industry can be
found. He knows full well that there will
be no business on a Saturday morning, be=
cause all other industries are closed.
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Mr. Court: There would be a mighty
squeal if he were not there.

Mr., LAPHAM: I suggest that the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition try to
find out if a bank manager is in his office
at 11 o'clock on a Saturday morning.

Mr. Court: I have to see them for var-
igus reasons on a Saturday.

Mr. LAPHAM: He would find the bank
manager at the golf course.

Mr. Court: We do see them on a Satur-
day.

Mr. LAPHAM: The hon. member may
see them for a short time, but normal
banking business is not carried out on a
Saturday morning on account of the short
period of time the hanks are open.

Mr. I. W. Manning: That is not correct.

Mr. LAPHAM: There are only 1% hours
during which to conduct business and it
would not be possible to initiate a real
discussion in regard to business activity.

Mr. I. W. Manning: You would make an
appointment,

Mr. LAPHAM: Does the hon. member
think a bank manager would make an
appointment on a Saturday morning with
only 1} hours fo deal with a client, and
perhaps others as well? The normal busi-
nessman would not come into town on
a Saturday morning to see a bank manager.

Mr. Court: He would if he wanted
accommodation; he would come in on
Saturday—or Sunday if need be.

Mr. LAPHAM: Ezxecutive officers in
banks make only a nominal appearance,
although they may carry out some minor
duties. It is uneconomic for a hank to open
on a Saturday and have a highly paid
executive officer carrying out minor duties.

Mr. I. W. Manning: I think the banks
would be the best ones to know that.

Mr. LAPHAM: They do know. I have
spoken to bank officers and have obtained
information from them. They are not
lying to me; they are telling the truth.
They have told me some things against
their case as well as things for it.

Mr. I. W. Manning: What did the
associated banks tell you?

Mr. LAPHAM: Before the Select Com-
mittee?

Mr. I. W. Manning: No, any time,

Mr. LAPHAM: I am indicating what I
have been told by the bank officers them-
selves; and I am satisfled that they are
truthful, particularly as I have been to
the banks myself to see what is going on.

Let us take the travel department of
a bank: There is very little to do on a
Saturday moming, and what is done could
be convenlently carried out on any week
day. On the stores, records, and similar
office functions nothing is done that could
not be effected on a week day., They do
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not contact the public in any way at all,
In the correspondence department they
deal only with urgent correspondence.
Only matters of 8 most urgent nature are
dealt with and the rest is pushed aside
until Monday morning. What happens
in the ledger department on a Saturday
morning? They bring Friday’s transactions
up to date, and on the Monday will work
on Saturday morning's transactions.

no difficulty will arise if the banks close
on Saturdays, so far as the ledger depart-
ment is concerned—or any other depart-
ment I have mentioned.

So far as exchanges are concerned, no
exchanges are conducted between the
Perth main banks on Saturday morning.
With regard to the remittance department,
this normally operates for a short period
each day at high pressure, and they are
usually busy on a Saturday morning, This
is one department which would be affected:
but the work could he spread over the
week days. A little rearrangement, and
these people could be given the privileges
that so many other departments enjoy,
by virtue of the flve-day week.

Bills are handled, because the bank is
open, and due to the Bills of Exchange
Act they must handle bills, bu{ the normal
overseas work is almost non-existent. As
wholesale houses, importers, exporters,
shipping companies, and customs agents
are mostly closed, it is obvious that the
work of banks on Saturday morning is very
limited; and I think it is safe to say that
socme very important functions of banking
are entirely absent from Saturday morning
work.

While there could be an overall volume
of work transacted in a bank in the short
space of time it is open, it is not actually
the volume of transactions that should
be considered, because they are not a major
or substantial part of hanking but are only
the granting of certain services which the
people use ag a consequence of the doors
of the bank being open. As a matter of
fact, Mr. Eggleston, a @Queen’s Counsel,
when appearing for the banks before the
Commonwealth Conciliation Commissioner,
made this statement—

In most cases, the availability of
the banks' facilities on Saturday is
perhaps not of importance.

This learned man, appearing for the
banks themselves, indicated that the avail-
ability of the banks on a Saturday morn-
ing was of very little importance, and if
we take that statement as a base—

Mr., Watts: Base statement, anyway.

Mr. LAPHAM: Al right! Then the
bank officers are entitled to have their
claim for a 5-day week agreed to by this
House, After all, we are in the same posi-
tion as the Arbitration Court. The bank
officers cannot put thelr c¢ase before the
Arbitration Court in the normal way be-
cause of the provisions in the Bills of
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Exchange Act. We, a5 a body, should act
in lieu of the Arbitration Court; and we
have the evidence—I am submitting it
now—ifrom Mr. Eggleston, Q.C. who indi-
cated, when appearing for the banks be-
fore the Commonwealth Conciliation Com-
mission, that in most instances the avail-
ability of hank facilities on Saturday
mornings is not perhaps of importance.

Point of Order.

Mr. I. W. Manning: I desire to draw
attention to the state of the House.

The Speaker: Attention was drawn to
the state of the House at 9.59 p.m.
Standing Orders provide that 15 minutes
must expire before attention can again be
drawn to the state of the House.

Debate Resumed.

Mr. LAPHAM: 1In view of the state-
ment made by Mr. Eggleston, I feel that
equity demands that we grant a five-day
week to bank officers and agree to amend
the Bank Holidays Act in the manner
outlined.

Just in case some members are a litile
reluctant to do this because perhaps they
feel it is revolutionary to close the banks on
Saturday morning, I would like to indicate
that a flve-day week in industry is not
unusual. As a matter of fact, it is almost
universal, Evidence submitted before the
Select Committee on hanking indicated
that the Commonwealth departments were
all on a five-day week.

All the Commonwealth departments,
clerical and non-clerical; State Govern-
ment departments, clerical and non-
clerical; manufacturing industries, cleri-
cal and non-clerical; wholesale trade,
clerical and non-clerical; State Electricity
Commission—similar to State Civil Service,
except for essential sections which are
operated under pepalty rates; W.A.G.R., on
the clerical side; Tramways Department,
on the clerical side; Police Department;
the P.M.G.; most stock firms; shibping
companies; the Fremantle Harbour Trust;
Public accountants; trustee companies;
barristers and solicitors; stock exchanges;
importers and exporters; custom agents;
and oil companies—all these close on
Saturday mornings.

Mr. Court: Not all,

Mr. LAPHAM: They might have a few
employees working as a skeleton staff. I
may be wrong in saying they are com-
pletely closed. But surely the hon. mem-
ber would not contradict me if I said the
bulk were closed; and for all practical pur-
poses, they are closed.

Mr. Court: Some consider that service
to the public is the important factor.

Mr. LAPHAM: Ninety-nine per cent. do
not consider service to the public is the im-
portant factor.
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Mr. Court: You are over-estimating
when you say 99 per cent.

Mr. LAPHAM: Well what figure would
the hon., member suggest; 95 per cent?

Mr. Court: There is a substantial pro-
portion who do give a service on the
Saturday morning.

Mr. LAPHAM: Most of these firms are
closed. Sometimes a skeleton staff is on
duty, only to say, “Thank you very much
for calling. Will you give us your name
and address and we will transact the
business on Monday?” A certain courtesy
to the client.

Mr. I. W. Manning:
doing their hanking.

Mr. LAPHAM: Yes, in the 1% hours
available. I think we should be interested
in what the Civil Service Association had
to say about this. It issued a state-
ment to the Select Committee. There are
three pages in fact; but I will read them
because it must go down in Hansard. The
statement is under the signature of N, G.
Hagan and is as follows:—

In August, 1938, a five day week
was introduced into the State Public
Service of Western Australia. The
introduction did not involve any re-
duction in the total of the weekly
working hours as the three hours pre-
viously worked on Saturday mornings
were spread over the five days Monday
to Friday.

That is the system the banks want to
operate under., To continue—

The then Public Service Commis-
sioner (G. W. Simpson) had been an
advocate for the five day week for
some time previous and in his Annual
Report to Parliament in 1936, he
said;—

The adoption of a flve day week
is a matter of policy. It can be
carried out without any increased
expenditure, provided the three
hours lost on Saturday, are spread
over the remaining days of the
week.

Judeging from the experience of the
Federal, New South Wales and Tas-
manian Governments, it can be defin-
itely asserted that under a five day
week efficiency has been maintained,
if not improved, without additional
cost. The flve day week was intro-
duced into the New South Wales
Public Service approximsately 30 years
ago, and the following extracts from
the annual! reports of the New South
Wales Public Service Board are of
interest:—

The five day week was intro-
duced in 1927. So far as can be
seen at present the adoption of
this policy has not resulted in any
loss of efficlency. Where found

They are busy
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necessary to meet public convenij-
ence or the requirements of stat-
utes offices are kept open on
Saturday morning with a stafi
sufficient to meet requirements.
To form an accurate opinion as to
the effect on public convenience,
however, it will be necessary to
obtain opinions from representa-
tive bodies of the public.

1928: During the past 12 months
no representations as to any need
to make additional provisions for
the requirements of the public on
Saturday morning have been re-
ceived by the board.

1929: By adding the time pre-
viously worked on Saturday morn-
ing to the other days of the week
it has been found possible to keep
offices open to the public for half-
an-hour longer each day than was
previously the practice, and this
adds considerably to public con-
venience.

This is the type of thing Western Aus-
tralia should do in regard to the banks,
and we would then get greater service on
the week days, in exchange for granting
the banks the convenience of a full week-
end.

Mr. Watts: There is nothing in the Bill
to say that we will get it.

Mr. LAPHAM: Yes; it gives the addi-
tional holiday on the Saturday.

Mr. Watts: The Bill does not say we
:ill get the extra convenience on week
ays.

Mr. LAPHAM: It indicates that the 40
hours will he spread over the week. If
that is not part of the measure before
the House and the Leader of the Country
Party bases his opposition to the Bill only
on that point, I will approach the hon.
member for Leederville; and I am satis-
fied there will be no difficulty in having
the Bill amended to provide for the bank
officers to work the additional hours over
the five-day week in order to receive the
Saturday morning off.

Mr. Watts: I thought you were telling
us what was in the Bill,

Mr. LAPHAM: To continue—

In July, 1938, when announcing the
introduction of the flve day week in
the Western Australian State Public
Service the then Premier (J. C.
Willcock) said—

It is now proposed that on the
five working days the offices
should be open to the public from
10 a.m. to 3.30 p.m, which is half
an hour longer than usual and
will more than make up for the
loss of Saturdays.

The five day working week is in
operation in the Commonwealth
Publie Service and the Services of
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New South Wales and Tasmania.
In Tasmania it has been in force
since 1935 and no inconvenience
has been caused as a result of
Government offices being closed
on Saturday. In fact, now the
five day week is applied to busi-
ness houses and shops in the city
except places such as cafes.

In New South Wales the scheme
has bheen in operation since 1927
and has proved very satisfactory.
In some sections an increase in
the output of volume of work was
effected as & result of the longer
working hours daily and in others
8 reduction of overtime has re-
sulted. The two full free days
have had a good effect on the
health and spirits of the officers
and have minimised to some ex-
tent the amount of sick leave
taken on account of minor ail-
ments.

It is confidently anticipated
that similar beneficial results will
be achieved by the introduction of
a flve day week into the adminis-
trative offices of the Government
in Western Australia, These
should more than compensate for
any slight inconvenience which
the general public may suffer
during the initial stages of the
change,

Where work is performed on a Sat-
urday, as it is a half day, I feel that
employees’ minds are not as concen-
trated on their work as on ordinary
days, nor are Saturday mornings as
productive as other mornings as tasks
are held over to the following week
where they cannot be completed in
the short time availahble.

This indicates that the arguments
against granting the bank officers a flve-
day week are entirely wrong; because they
are the same as were advanced against
the granting of a five-day week to all
those industries which now have it. Those
industries would never revert to a 5i-day
week, but would steadfastiy stand by the
flve-day week—both worker and manage-
ment—because they know it is a better
arrangement. Once the public bhecome
accustomed to the Saturday morning clos-
ing of banks and rearrange their busi-
ness in some slight degree, I am satisfled
there will be no difficulty experienced, and
everyone will be quite happy as a conse-
quence,

Hon. members opposite have mentioned
the unfortunate worker who has no alter-
native but to deal with the banks on
Saturday morning. It is nice to know that
hon. members opposite are so concerned
with the welfare of the worker, and I will
remind them of this when we are dealing
with measures in relation to industrial
arbitration, workers' compensation, and so
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on. I have consulied many workers and
the Select Committee consuited the general
secretary of the Trades Unions Industrial
Councll—

Mr. I. W. Manning: Whoever he was, he
was briefed by the hon. member for Leeder-
ville.

Mr. LAPHAM: His evidence indicated
that it was the policy of that council that
a five-day week should apply. If a worker
is fortunate enough to have a five-day
week, it is his duty to endeavour to assist
other workers, now on a 54-day week, to
obtain the same privilege. In the circum-
stances, I do not think members opposite
need worry about the unfortunate position
of the worker. He will look after himself,
and he always tries to help his less fortun-
ate mates in matters of this kind.

Mr, I, W, Manning: I always try to look
after the workers.

Mr. LAPHAM: That is nice to know, as
I was not aware of it. It has been said that
if the banks c¢lose on Saturday morning
big businesses will have difficultles with
their takings, and so on. Where there is
additional money to look after, special
provision will have to be made for it; but
it must be realised that picture theatres
and other types of business often have
large amounts of money to deal with when
the banks are not open and have to provide
the necessary safeguards for it.

Mr. I. W, Manning: How do you feel
about the picture-shows working a six-day
week ?

Mr. LAPHAM: Confidentially, so far as
I am concerned—

Mr. Court: There is nothing confidential
about Hansard.

Mr. LAPHAM: Hansard can have it, if
they like. At far as I am concerned, I
believe the picture-shows usually show
American films, which in my view are not
very good for the general education of the
Australian people.

Mr. Court: I can see that you are going
to move for a five-day picture week next.

Mr. LAPHAM: No; I would not do that.
I feel that entertainment is necessary on
the six days of the week, and perhaps
sometimes on the 7th day. But as the hon.
member for Harvey has asked me a ques-
tion, I will tell him, quite candidly, that
I am not very happy with our picture
shows, and I think we could do without &
Iot of them.

The bhookmaker takes quite a lot of
money on Saturdays, so I am told; but the
banks close at 11 o'clock and the races
do not start until the afternoon. He has
to do something with the money he gets;
and so he makes some provision for safe-
guarding it.

Mr. Graham: And so does the publican.
Mr. LAPHAM: That is quite true.
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Mr. Graham: And so does the foothall
league.

Mr, LAPHAM: And the trotting and rac-
ing clubs. There are a number of people
who have to make certain arrangements
about safeguarding their money. They will
not stop operating hecause the banks close
at 11 o’clock on Saturday morning., Does
any hon. member think that because the
banks close at 11 am. on Saturdays
the publican will close his hotel at 11
o'clock because he cannot bank his money?

Mr. Court: Where do the racing people,
and these other people, take their money
after the banks close?

Mr. LAPHAM: The armoured car service
looks after it.

Mr. Court: But where does the armoured
car service take the money to?

Mr. LAPHAM: That service makes
special provisions for looking after the
money. Confldential information in regard
to that was given to me as a member of
the Select Committee and I am not pre-
pared fo discuss it in the House. Buf
there is nothing wrong with the armoured
car service; I can recommend it to the
hon, member’s friends who have too much
nilon%y to handle after the banks have
closed.

Mr. Court: You are trying to shut down
one service and start another.

Mr. LAPHAM: There is no need for it.
There are eXisting facilities to look after
the money.

Mr. Court: You are getting very in-
volved. You are now saying there is no
need for the armoured car service.

Mr. LAPHAM: I am not. If a person
does not want to make use of that service
he can make provision for a safe where
he can keep his cash or cheques. The
hotel proprietor makes provision for look-
ing after the money he collects after the
banks have closed.

Mr. I. W. Manning: How would you feel
about opening on Friday night instead of
Saturday morning?

Mr. LAPHAM: That question does not
arise under this Bill; it is a separate mat-
ter altogether. To be quite candid I would
not have it at all. We have fought for
the eight-hour day principle, and, now
that we have it, I will abide by it. I do
not think it is necessary for the shops or
the banks to be open on Friday night. A
little rearrangement would get us over &all
the difficulties that would be involved in
the banks closing on Saturday mornings,
If I felt that opening on Friday nights
would be the answer to any of the little
problems that might arise, I would agree
with the hon. member; but I am satisfied
that it is not vitally necessary.
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The whole trouble is that too many
people hate to get out of their normal
routine; they hate to change their habits,
and that is one of the difficulties in regard
to the Saturday closing of banks. We are
strugeling all the time trying to induce
peoble to look ahead and be modern in
their outlook and approach. They say,
"“"We cannot get over this. What will we
do on Saturday morning? It is our custom
to do a certain amount of shopping and
«our banking at the same time.” They make
| social gathering of it; and, because some
people want to make it a social outing, a
certain section of our workers is compelled
to put up with the injustice of working a
54-day week,

It is only natural that any Saturday cles-
ing must inconvenience somebody. We
cannot please everybody; but never at any
time do we attempt to legislate for every-
body. We have to legislate for the ma-
jority.

If any hon. member is doubtful about
how he should vote on this measure all
he need do is ask himself a simple ques-
tion and he will get over the problem, if
he finds it is a problem. Let him ask
himself, “Is it vitally necessary that the
banks should remain open on Saturday
morhings?” Let hon. members be fair in
their analysis of this question and do not
let politics come into it, because I do not
think this should be a political issue at
all. As I said before, this House stands
in the position of an arbitration court. It
is arbitrating for people who have not the
right to approach the Arbitration Court
and ask for certain things; as a resulf, we
should view this maiter on the same basis
as an arbitration court would view it and
divorce politics from our minds.

If we ask ourselves, “What {facilities
do the banks offer which could not be
reasonably done without on Saturday
mornings” I think the answer must be
that there are no facilities which cannot be
done without. The facilities provided by
the banks are not comparable with those
covered by transport services, the enter-
tainment and catering people, and so on.
As a result, justice is not being done to
bank officers and they are being compelled
to conform to an unnecessary indusirial
condition. The Saturday opening of banks
is not a great help to the vast majority
of people. .

The SPEAKER: The hon. member's time
has expired.

M®R. COURT (Nedlands) [10311: 1In
the ahsence of the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, I feel I should make some comments
on this Bill, because it was his intention
to speak on this matter. It {s unfortunate
that in spite of what the hon. member
for North Perth has said, about this be-
ing a non-political issue. it has in fact
become very much a political issue.

(ASSEMEBLY.]

Mr. Lapham: Why not get rid of it so
that it will not be?

Mr, COURT: I am going to suggest to
the hon. member, and to the hon. mem-
ber for Leederville, something which I
have suggested before: They want to
take this legislation out of the realms of
politics. 'If the Government were serious
about this measure it would, long before
this, have introduced it as a Government
Bill. But it js still being introduced by
a private member, and we on this side
ma_.ke ne bones about saying that on
this occasion it is done for political pur-
poses.

Mr, Lapham: Would you agree with
the Bill if the Government introduced it?

The SPEAKER: Order! I must ask the
hon. member to allow the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition to proceed with his
speech before he interjects any further.

Mr. COURT: The point I want to make
is this: We have several mainland States
in Australia. Some are governed by Lib-
eral Party Governments and some are gov-
erned by Labour Pariy Governments. In
New South Wales, for instance. the Labour
Party has complete control of the Legis-
lative Council; and, if the Labour Gov-
ernment in that State wants to intro-
duce legislation of this nature, there is
nothing to stop it. For many years
the same state of affairs existed in
Queensland; but there the position was
easier because they had no Legislative
Council to worry about—and they had a
Labour Government for the best part of
30 years.

There has been a succession of Labour
Governments in Victoria, but those Gov-
ernments have never seen fit to intro-
duce a Bill of this kind into their Parlia-
ments. The hon. member for Leederville
made the position between the Bank
Officials’ Association and the Labour Gov-
ernment in New South Wales quite clear.
As far as I know the New South Wales
Government has never lifted a finger to
bring down this type of legislation. The
point I am trying to make is that if we
are not careful we will further develop
in the minds of Eastern States people—
if we pass legislation of this kind—a
belief that this western State is an unusual
State—a State on the extreme boundary
of Australia, a State which is not really
a part of the whole ¢f Australia.

If hon. members opposite feel so
strongly about this it is a simple matier
for them tc do something about it. They
can ask the Premier to make sure that
this matter is discussed as a fully-fledged
item on the Premiers’ Conference agenda.
Hon. members opposite well know that the
Premier has to go periodically to the East-
ern States to confer with all the other
Premiers and the Commonwealth Gov-

ernment.
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I submit that the day the Premiers
discuss this, as a Premiers’ Conference
issue, it ceases to be a political issue. If
the Premiers, in consultation with the
Commonwealth Government, decide that
the hanking laws should be changed on
a Commonwealth basis, or they are go-
ing to introduce similar Bills in each
State, the Saturday «<closing of banks
ceases to be a political issue.

We, on this side of the House, consider
the public is entitled to the service that is
rendered by banks on a Saturday morn-
ing. That was the whole bhurden of the
evidence submitted by the  associated
banks—namely, that there is demand for
the banking services—and while there is
this demand, they want to provide it.
That is a logical and commendable
approach.

It is true that many industries operate
on a five-day week, but in some respects
that, of course, highlights the significance
of Saturday morning banking, because
many of these people who work a full
five-day week only have the Saturday
morning in which to do their banking
business and shopping. Contrary to what
the hon. member for North Perth has
said, there are many business transactions
between the customer and the bank con-
ducted on a Saturday morning for the
simple reason that those who work a
normal five-day week as employees and
who are denied the right {0 come and go
in their employment as they would want
during the Monday to Friday period, can
conduct their business negotiations with
the bank only on Saturday morning.

Mr. Johnson: Don't they have lunch
hours?

Mr. COURT: The hon., member knows
that if one wants to transact his banking
business during his lunch hour and at the
same time have lunch there is a very
slight margin by the time one travels from
one’s place of employment to the bank
and back again.

Mr. Johnson: One would have just as
much time then as one would have on a
Saturday morning when the banks are
open for only an hour and a half.

Mr. COURT: The hon. member knows
quite well that ane is not going in to see
one’s bank manager, while eating one’s
lunch when one is anxious to conduct
some banking business on a Saturday
morning. In such case one would be mak-
ing a speecial trip for business and shopping
purposes. I think it is generally accepted
that the lunch period is a rest period and
it is not the time for one to conduct one's
banking business.

Mr. May: Many people do,

Mr. COURT: Of course many of them
do. But some people do not want to eat
their lunch during their lunch hour, but,
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instead, they want to play cards. Others
would rather play football. That is their
business. But do not let us legislate to
force them to do their banking during
their lunch hour. More ahd more we are
squeezing the public by imposing restrie-
tions upon them. A while ago it was the
restriction on the trading hours of the
service stations, and now it is the hanks.
When a man enters the banking profession
he takes that work up as a career. He
enters the banking profession as distinct
from an ordinary trade with a full know-
ledge of all the special obligations in-
volved. If the Government feels strongly
on the point that banks should close on
a Saturday morning, and wants to lift the
question out of the political arena, it is
only a matter of having it decided once
and for all by the Premiers of the several
States meeting in concert with the Com-
monwealth Government.

It is quifte obvious that the bank clerks
are going to make very little progress in
Australia, so far as all the States are con-
cerned, until there is some concerted
action; and if the Government is sincere
on this issue I suggest that the easy and
proper way—in order to keep Western
Australia in line with the other States—
is to have this matter raised in the proper
place, which is at the Premiers’ Confer-
ence.

Mr. Graham: What difference does it
make if there are different trading hours
in one State as against another?

Mr. COURT: The Minister was not in
the House when I made my observations
on that aspect; but if we are going to do
these odd things we are only going to
accentuate the fact that we are, as a
State, the odd man out.

Mr. Graham: You are suggesting that
no State can be flrst in anything.

Mr., COURT: The Minister is missing
the point altogether. If his Government
feels so stronely about this as a matter
of policy—although it entrusts the Bill to
a private member each year—

Mr, Greham: We do not! We do not
restrict a8 private member in what he
wants to do.

Mr. COURT: The Minister is admitting
thdat the Government does not feel
strongly about this matier; otherwise it
would lay this down as a matter of policy.

Mr, Graham: We feel strongly about a
private member having the right to in-
troduce his own Bill

Mr. COURT: Surely the place for the
Government to raise this matter is at a
Premiers’ Conference in an attempt to
reach agreement with the Commeonwealth
Government!

Mr. Graham: No, in the Western Aus-
tralian Parliament; that is the place!
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Mr. COURT: Banking is essentially a
Commonwealth matter. It is true that
we can alter the trading hours of banks
by a Western Australian Act, but we keep
getting told that the Bills of Exchange Act
which, fundamentally, governs this matter,
can be altered only by the Commonwealth
Government. Therefore, this matter should
bhe taken out of the political arena and
discussed by the Premiers at a Premiers’
Conference on a Commonwealth basis. If
the majority of States decide against the
<¢losure of banks, the banks will remain
open, but if the majority vote against it
the banks will be closed.

Mr. May: Suppose they did close
them, then the argument you put forward
a moment ago would be lost because you
would have peopie rushing about during
their lunch-hour trying to do their bank-
ing business.

Mr. COURT: I made my Dosition quite
clear. I am all for giving service to the
public. History will demonstrate to us
that if we keep on contracting the services
rendered to the public we will find that
we will have to put all these matters in
reverse in the future because the public
demand will be such that they will insist
on service. It is not a question of break-
ing down indusirial conditions. Industrial
eonditions can still be maintained and yet
a better service given to the public. For
instance, in Victoria, the authority has
granted payment of time-and-a-quarter
for bank officers on Saturdays. This is an
acknowledgment that some disability is
being suffered by bank officers by working
on g Saturday morning. However, preced-
ence has still been given towards provid-
ing a service to the general public.

Mr. Johnson: They have not. They
have just acknowledged that they can do
anything but just that.

Mr. Lapham: It is up to the Legislature
to handle it.

Mr. COURT: The New South Wales
Parliament can do it, but Mr. Cahill will
not have a bar of it. Why?

Mr. Johnsen: He has never been asked.

Mr, COURT: Surely the hon. member
for Leederville does not want us to swallow
that! Surely he does not expect us to
accept his argument that because one bank
officer of the Bank Officers’ Association
is at daggers drawn with the Premier
that steps will not be tgken to introduce
legislation to effect closing of banks on a
Saturday morning in New South Wales!
We oppose the Bill and we appeal f{o the
Government to take hold of this matter
and present it at the Premiers' Conference
so that it may be thrashed out there be-
tween the Premiers of all States and the
Commonwealth Government.

On motion by Mr. Gaffy, debate ad-
journed.

[ASSEMBLY.]

LEGAL PRACTITIONERS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2).

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 17th Sep-
tember.

MR. COURT (Nedlands) (10.43]: I am
sorry to have to speak again tonight, but
it is just the turn of events as a result
of my Leader’s disability. As much as I
have sympathy with the objects sought
to be achieved by the hon. member for
Kalgoorlie, I cannot support his Bill, be-
cause I think he is approaching the
problem frem the wrong direction. I say
that in all sincerity and not in any damag-
ing way. because, if the situation in
respect of clerks who declde to seek legal
qualifications through the method of be-
coming articled to a legal practitioner, is
a5 has been explained, the remedy lies in
industrial action rather than in legislative
conciliation. The House has heard the
submission of the hon. member for Kal-
goorlie and the comments of the Minister
who opposed the Bill. We have also heard
the remarks made by the hon. member for
Egemant.le. who feels very strongly on this

ne.

I want to make the point that the sub-
mission which has been made to the House
by the Minister in which a particularly
lengthy statement by the Solicitor-General
is included, is all based on the fact that
this particular profession is seeking, like
all others, to elevate the standard of
qualification. There is a world-wide trend
in professions towards a university degree
qualification, as distinet from service within
a particular office—by that I mean full-
time service in professional offices.

It is an understandable trend, because
of the complexities in the various pro-
fesslons, and the difficulties students are
finding of doing a day's work in a pro-
fessional office, and then having to carry
out their thecoretical or academic studies
outside their normal hours. The profession
with which I am associated has been sub-
ject to an industrial award for very many
vears. Naturally when it was under dis-
cussion there was considerable misgiving
and fear as to what its consequences might
be.

Butb on balance it appears {o have been
a satisfactory solution because the whole
argument about the earning capacity of
an articled clerk, or a clerk—the articled
clerks have of course disappeared with the
introduction of the award—is beyond
question. It is setfled by an industrial
tribunal and therefore the clerk is
employed in this profession in exactly the
same manner as if he were apprenticed to
a trade.

In the case of the legal profession the

situation has developed to a stage when
only about two people are seeking the
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articled clerk system, as distinct from 70-
odd students seeking qualification from the
university. The trend in that direction
will increase because of the Commonwealth
scholarship system for university attend-
ance. It follows that the young men and
women will take advantage of that
system, and the advantages of having a
full-time university education, bearing in
mind that during the university period
there is not the relationship of master and
servant; and also no restriction on their
earning other income, if they want, as
university students. Many of them do
with commendable zeal.

But the whole trend today is towards a
full-time university training, and it has
many advantages. After that they must
do two years’ articles; and that is a very
necessary qualification, so that they have
practical experience on top of their theory.
It is not until one starts to practise a pro-
fession that one realises how little one
knows, particularly when one is confronted
with everyday problems in commercial and
professional life. It would be unthinkable
for a medical man or a legal man to be let
loose on the public to supplement his
theoretical study.

Mr. May: That applies to almost every-
thing.

Mr. COURT: In the case of the appren-
tice, he receives a lower rate of salary
because he 1is receiving training. He
graduates through the proper industrial
system. During the early part of his
apprentice life he is an uneconomic unit in
industry. But industry must accept that if
it is going to train its future work force.
It is not until he passes his third or
fourth year that he becomes an economic
unit. My main reason for opposing the
Eill, apart from the fact that the problem
is an industrial, rather than a legislative
one, Is that we should not do anything to
interfere with the control of the standard
in the profession by the Barristers’ Board.

The board is a responsible body. The
Government does not let it do what it
likes; it is subject to very close scrutiny
from the Government, and is a very re-
sponsible body which, I am certain, in my
experience, has as its aim the elevation
of the profession, and the interests of
those in the profession. All this Bill seeks
to do is to break down a degree of super-
vision in respect to the student. In other
words, we are taking away from the
Barristers' Board the right to say whether
a man shall spend his time in other avoca-
tions to supplement his income and giving
that right to the actual employer himself.

When we examine the position of the
Barristers’ Board, I think we can follow
the Minister's suggestion, and leave the
matter well and truly in the hands of this
bady. From the evidence submitted through
the Solicitor-General it is apparent that
no case has been refused since 1950, where
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a person has applied for permission to
follow other employment. I think it is
sufficient testimony of the fact that the
hoard does consider the matter in a re-
sponsible light and with due regard to the
student.

Mr, Sleeman: They used to say that
the articled clerk could not serve two
masters but now they seem to think he
can. -

Mr. COURT: I think the board has been
helpful in the matter. There are a few
people involved. When this Bill was intro-
duced 1 thought a lot of people were
affected; but I find that there are only a
few. I am firm in my conviction that the
trend will be towards university qualifica-
tion and away from articled clerkship.
When we consider the ever-increasing
complexities of modern professions being
brought about by the changing laws, we
can understand why a student wants to
spend full-time on study at the University,
instead of tryving to fit in some time after
hours, having already done work for an
embployer.

In taking my own prefession as an ex-
ample I would say quite frankly that the
aualifications required in the profession
today are more difficult than those required
when I got my degree. I watch it closely
because I have a great interest in the
student side. I am convinced that I would
have more difficulty today in trying to
qualify, than I did when I secured the
necessary qualifications. One of the diffi-
culties is the complexity of the laws. The
income tax law is more complex; com-
pany law is more complex, and other laws
which are operative in commercial and
professional life have been more complex
because of the advance in modern society.

For that reason we have this trend to-
wards a full-time university training by
way of academic qualiflcation, as distinet
from the actual practical side. If I felt
that a lot of people were being kept out
of the legal profession—a lot of good solid
types of young men and women who wanted
to be barristers, or solicitors, and were be-
ing denied the opportunity because of re-
strictive legislation—I would be the first to
support this Bill. I have come up from the
bottom of my profession, and I know what
it is like to struggle along on & small weekly
wage. In my early days as an oflice boy
and then as an articled clerk, the wage
was a nominal one, and all sorts of means
had to be adopted to supplement one’s
income. If I felt that was the governing
factor stopping people from going into the
profession, I would be in favour of legisla-
tion to remove such a restriction., But it
is not the governing factor.

There are so few people who want to
use this method of articles at the present
time, and I am convinced that the trend
will be increasingly towards the university



1080

system. From the best information avail-
able to me-—and it is not complete—of the
70 students who are working towards their
degree at the University only seven are em-
ployed. In other words, the students are
finding it practicable to exist on scholar-
ship grants, on parental help or other as-
sistance of that nature. Out of the 70
students, two are employed in the Com-
monwealth Crown Solicitor's office, and
one is emploved in the Commonwealth
Bank and he is undertaking that course
part-time at the University.

Mr. Sleeman: What are the other two
doing?

Mr. COURT: I could not find out. Of
course there is no restriction if students are
attending the University because they are
not attached to a legal office in the
ordinary way. Those students can supple-
ment their income. Most University stud-
ents, whether they be taking arts or en-
gineering or other courses, supplement
their income in some manner. In the case
of the engineering students, they try to
become attached to some place for prac-
tical experience during their long-term
vacation. Others intending to seek Gov-
ernment employment find work at the De-
partment of Civil Aviation or the Post-
master-General's Department, into which
they might drift when they have obtained
their degrees.

For those reasons and because I am
convinced that no person is at present
suffering any hardship under the existing
set-up, and because control and supervision
of articled clerks should be left in the
hands of the Barristers’ Board, 1 oppose
the Bill,

MR. WILD (Dale) [10.57]: I cannot
alien my thoughts with the remarks of
my colleague who has just spoken. While
we have been told that the Bill will affect
only four persons, I cannot forget that
a principle is involved. In many cases
students are sent to the University, to
undertake courses, by their parents or
under the rehabilitation rights of ex-ser-
vicemen, and coften they take on jobs with
Co-operative Bulk Handling and similar
firms during the long recess in order to
supplement their income.

I recognise that the Barristers’ Board
is a very responsible authority; but surely
the persons who are licensed by that
board—namely the legal practitioners, on
whom the board has conferred the stamp
of proficiency, must also be loogked upon
as reputable people. If legal practitioners
employ articled clerks, it is reasonable
to assume that those clerks are respectable,
When such a clerk approaches the lawyer
under whom he is serving his articles
and says, “I am having a lean time, Would
you allow me to take on a job at night?”
in such an instance 1 feel sure that the
lawyer will give every assistance.

[ASSEMBLY.]

There is a medical specialist in this
city whom I have known for 20 year:. On
many occassions he has told me of the
great struggle he experienced in getting
through his medical course. On the
first attempt he failed to pass the examina-
tions and his father became so incensed
that he almost ostracised him. This per-
son left Australia for England with a view
to continuing his medical studies. The
jobs which he performed in order to earn
enough to carry on his studies were amaz-
ing. He had to work late into the night
for seven days of the week, doing all types
of work, to keep body and soul together
in order to complete his studies. Today
he is one of the leading specialists in
St. George’s Terrace.

We should give every inducement to
a person who desires to improve his posi-
tion. My colleague mentioned the fact
that there are very few articled clerks.
That may be because of the economic
factor, Many intending articled clerks
could say this, “I will only get £3 or £4
a week when I am articled. How can I
carry on?”’

While I recognise that the Barristers’
Board will be fair in these matters, I can-
not understand why this Bill has been
introduced. I would like to hear what
the hon. member for Kalgoorlie has to
say in this regard. It occurs to me that
someone must have applied to the Bar-
risters’ Board for permission to do oaut-
side work and was rejected. That may
be the reason for the introduction of
this Bill. I am always prepared to help
any man who desires to uplift himself, and
for that reason I support the second
reading of the Bill.

MR. ROSS HUTCHINSON {(Cottesloe)
[11.1): I wan{ t0 make a brief contribu-
tion to this debate. I think I can logically,
reasonably and with justification support
the Bill before us. At present there is an
unfair distinction between what applies to
University students studying law and
articled clerks serving in legal offices, I
do not like to see the existence of any
distinction.

As was pointed out, some fortunate
people, by virtue of Commonwealth
scholarships or by the help of well-tg-do
parents, can attend the University and
secure a legal degree after a number of
years. Then after serving for two years
as articled clerks in a legal office, they
can become karvisters or solicitors.

In the case of articled clerks, frequently
they are unable to make ends meet. Gen-
erally they are possessed of an innate de-
sire to study law and to become qualified
legal practitioners. They find it very diffi-
cult to live on the wages which they earn
as articled clerks. I see no valid reason
why they should ke debarred from seeking
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outside employment, nor why their em-
pleyers should not be consulted for per-
mission for them to seek outside employ-
ment.

Another thought occurs to me in regard
to students undertaking e law course at
the University. Every student must
matriculate hefore he can enter the Uni-
versity. I am not sure of the standard
or the number of subjects which have to
be passed, but I think the subjects include
a foreign language. Young persons in
some instahces may not have matriculated
but may still desire to undertake law
studies. Therefore another avenue for
study should be given to them; that is,
through articled clerkship in a legal office.

Like the hon. member for Dale, 1 con-
sider that one reason why there are so
few articled clerks is the economic
factor. If articled clerks were able to
supplement their incomes more easily than
they are able to do at the present time,
far more people would enter this profes-
sion than do now. It will he interesting
to hear the reply to this debate by the
hon. member for Kalgoorlie; and I think
he will be able to clear up one or two
points.

I helieve there is an unfair distinction
between two sets of people at the present
time, and I would like to see them ironed
out. I think I can, with all justification,
support the Bill.

MR. EVANS (Kalgoorlie—in reply)
[11.6]): I shall be brief in my remarks
in replying to the debate and, in doing
s0, I wish sincerely to thank those hon.
members who have contributed to it. I
intend to answer, as well as I can, the
remarks of the individual speakers, and
then spend a little time in answering the
views of the Solicitor-General, given to
us last week by the Minister.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
mentioned that he could not support this
Bill because he believed it was being
approached in the wrong way, and that
it should be considered an industrial
matter rather than one of legislation. I
thought I had made this point quite
clear in my second reading speech. If
this matter were treated in an industrial
way and a stipulated wage were set down
under the Act, or by regulation, or
arrived at by arbitration, we would find
that this very important source of entry
to the legal profession—that is through
the articled clerk course—would immedi-
ately dry up, because the legal practitioners
today are very loth to take on articled
clerks. When I pass on to the remarks
of the Solicitor-General, I will quote one
section of his letter to the Minister, which
not only quotes my remarks on this point,
but zlso has a bearing on the remarks
made by the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion.
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A legal practitioner today can pay an
office girl—a qualifled stenographer—a
very small wage as compared to what he
would pay & man; and he can obtain
maximum efficiency from that girl. He
can have the girl doing all types of work,

.and after a full period of training can

leave her to her own resources. He can
dictate something to her in legal terms
and she can reproduce them with little
supervision.

In the case of an articled clerk, the
legal practitioner must spend a great deal
of time with him on the rudiments of law.
Therefore, the practitioner is not prepared
to pay a big wage to an articled clerk. I
can understand that. Therefore, I think I
have made my point clear that this matter
cannot be satisfactorily treated in an in-
industrial way by arbitration.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
then went on to say that we should not
do anything to interfere with the control
of the members. I claim that the phrase-
ology of my amendment is such that an
articled clerk will only be allowed to en-
gage in outside employment beyond the
hours that the office of the legal practi-
tioner to whom he is articled is open. That
will be betweeen the hours of 9 a.m. and
5 pm., when the office of the practitioner
is normally open to the public. There-
fore, outside those hours, the articied
clerk will be free to carry on his employ-
ment, such employment to be approved
by his own practitioner. I was interested
to hear one point raised by the hon
member for Dale, and I think it was
a good one: That the Barristers’ Board
is competent and should be the only
aythority to make a decision as to
whether an articled clerk shall be allowed
to engage in a certain form of employ-
ment. I think the hon. member for Dale
hit the nail on the head when he stated
that as the Barristers’ Board was the
statutory body under the Legal Practi-
tioners Act, with some control over every
practising professional man today in the
legal sphere, it must have placed the
stamp of approval and competency on
these men. Therefore, these individual
practitioners should be competent men
and capable of making such a decision as
to whether the articled clerk should he
able to engage in a certain form of em-
ployment.

The hon. member for Cottesloe made
several salient points on this Bill, and I
would like to point out to him that when
I deal with the remarks of the Solicitor-
General I believe he will find some of the
answers which he is seeking. Rather than
deal with the matter twice, I will leave
it for the time being.

The hon. member for Nedlands men-
tioned that he himself was an artipled
clerk in his profession and he received
a nominal wage. Therefore, I would like
to point out to hon. members that the
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wages paid to an articled clerk for the
reason I have mentioned, are nominal. I
know of one clerk in St. George's Terrace
today—I made inquiries after my first
speech on this matter—who is receiving
505. per week,

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

mentioned that there were very few people
engaged or involved in this profession.
Thai is quite correct. He said that those
doing the outside five years' legal course
today numbered only two. That is quite
correci. He mentioned that the number
doing a law degree at the university at
the present time was 70. That is correct.
He did not mention that those doing a
two-year articled course today—those who
have graduated from the University—
number a mere 12. So very few are in-
volved, that I think therein lies a danger.

In my second reading speech I stated
figures which show quite clearly that the
ratio of legal practitioners per 10,000
population in Western Ausfralia today is
extremely low; it is a mere 33. I also
estimated the increase of population by
1960. Assuming that the ratio of 3.3 re-
mains constant—and the ratio over the
years has not remained constant; it has
increased—we will find that in 1960 there
will only be an increase of two legal prac-
titioners based on this year’s figures.

Therefore, comparing the increase of
legal practitioners against the increase of
population—it is estimated there will be
an increase of 25,000—we find that the
ratio of legal practitioners per 10,000 of
population wili decrease to the dangerous
level, I claim, of 2.5. If we compare the
ratios with the latest known fgures which
I have—and I quote from the Western
Australian Annual Law Review, page 25,
1951, in regard to Western Australia and
the other States—we find that in MNew
South Wales in the year 1950, there were
6.9 practitioners; Tasmania, 5.5; Victoria,
54; Queensland, 54; South Australia, 4.6;
and Western Australia, 3.4. Since 1951,
that ratio has decreased.

I claim that there are very few who
are involved; and therein lies the reason
why the profession is not being made
attractive. There must he some reason
why the profession is not attractive; why
voung people are not being attracted to
it. T claim one ¢of the reasons could be
an economic one. That economic question
could affect the students coming from all
rungs of the social ladder because the
feeding, clothing &nd educating of students
is certainly a problem.

Now I would like to deal specifically with
the remarks of the Solicitor-General and
endeavour to answer them to the best of
my ability. He stated that when articled
clerks, or law graduates, having completed
two years of articles, are ready to be called
to the Bar and make their appearance in
the Supreme Court, it is the duty of this

[ASEEMBLY.]

court to satisfy itself that those articled
clerks are fit and proper persons to be
admitted or called to the Bar.

The Solicitor-General mentioned that
the Supreme Court cannot be required to
satisfy itself, but it leaves the satisiaction
to the Barristers’ Board, which is a statu-
tory body set up by the Legal Practitioners
Act. Having received the satisfaction of
the board, the court is quite happy fo ad-
mit or call to the Bar the particular per-
son  concerned. The  Solicitor-General
quotes the following:—

_The board cannot be expected to
discharge the function of satisfying it-
self that the candidate is in all re-
spects, qualified and suitable for
admission, unless he has knowledge of
what outside employment the articled
clerk has had during his period of
articles.

My answer to that is quite clear and
plain. No articled clerk can engage in
outside employment without the written
consent of his practitioner. Such consent
must be flled with the Barristers’ Board
within 14 days of its being given. There-
fore the Barristers’ Board would be ac-
quainted with the nature of the work. I
claim that is a pgospel of pessimism and
doom; and, as far as the character of the
aspiring applicant is concerned, it is cov-
ered by Section 20 of the Act which I do
not intend to seek to amend.

The Solicitor-General then goes on to
state that the board simply gives effect to
what Parliament has prescribed. If this
statement is not magnificent, it is certainly
significant, because the Solicitor-General
goes on to say—

I do not know the views of the Bar-
risters’ Board on the proposed amend-
ment, but the board is a statutory body
which will discharge such functions
and exercise such powers as Parlia-
ment for the time being confers.

If such is the case, and the Solicitor-Gen-
eral is a member of the board, and he does
know the views of the board, should he
bring these views to Parliament? I quote
further—

It is agreed that students are not
paid very much remuneration during
the period of their articles. The mem-
ber for Kalgoorlie mentions that prac-
titioners must devote a certain amount
of time to training their articled
clerks, but

and this is the point which bears out my
argument that practitioners would be loth
to pay a stipulated wage to a clerk. I
quote—
in addition practitioners must bear
in mind the provision of office accom-
modation for articled clerks and the
fact that as soon as the clerk attains
proficiency in any particular branch
of law, it is time to give him training
in other branches with which he is
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unfamiliar. The clerk's practical work
must always be checked and supervis-
ed and there is a certain amount of
waste of time. The member for Kal-
goorlie claims that the salaries of
articled clerks are left entirely to the
discretion of the practitioner concern-
ed,

This is not correct. It is an agreement
between the practitioner and the student.
Such an agreement would make it quite
clear that one of those two are in the hack
seat, and it would not take more than one
guess to say who was in the back seat.
Would practitioners agree to the extension
of this bargaining into the industrial
sphere? Of course the profession would
ery out, “Lord defend us from our friends”,
because there is a stipulated set of figures
which applies in the Supreme Court for
practitioners to follow. It is true that
University students are free to engage in
employment; but articled clerks are not
permitted to do so.

I intend to conclude with these remarks:
The Barristers’ Board claims that it is loth
to grant permission for an articled clerk
to work because such work could inter-
fere with the chances of his passing his
examination, but at the same time they
state there have been four applicants all
of whom were granted permission. I think
the two opposing statements should he ex-
plained; and that some reliable practition-
er—one who knows the capabilities of the
person concerned, and knows the local en-
vironment—would be & much better per-
son to make a sound judgment on such
cases. I commend the Bill to hon. mem-
bers for their consideration.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

House adjourned at 11.24 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT tock the Chair at 2,15
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE.
No. I. This question was postponed.

LOCAL AUTHORITIES.

Details of Special Grants Received,
1957-58.

2. The Hon, F. D. WILLMOTT asked
the Minister for Railways:

(1) (a) How much money was allocated
to local authorities in speecial
grants for the year 1957-58?%
(b) How much of this amount was
expended by—

{i) The local authorities;

(i) the Main Roads Depart-
ment?

(2) What special grants were made to
the undermentioned road boards for the
year 1957-58:

Augusta-Margaret River;
Balingup;
Bridgetown:
Busselton;

Capel;

Collie Coalfields;
Dardanup;
Drakesbrook;
Greenbushes;
Harvey;
Mandurah;
Manjimup;



