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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

DEMISE OF HIS MAJESTY KING
GEORGE VI.; ACCESSION OF HER
MAJESTY QUEEN ELIZABETH H.

Message in Reply.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have received the
following Message from His Excellency
the Governor:-

The Governor has the honour to
advise the Legislative Assembly of
Western Australia that he has re-
ceived the following acknowledgment
by the Assistant Private Secretary to
the Queen to the resolutions of con-
dolence and congratulation passed by
the Legislative Assembly of the Par-
liament of Western Australia:-

Her Majesty desires me to convey
through you her warm and sincere
thanks to the members of the Legis-
lative Assembly in the Parliament
of the State of Western Australia
for their resolutions of condolence
and congratulations, which have af-
forded Her Majesty the utmost en-
couragement and support and which
she very greatly appreciates.

CHAIRMEN (TEMPORARY) OF
COMMITTEES.

Mr. SPEAKER: I desire to announce
that I have appointed Mr. Hill, Mr. Rodo-
reda, and Mr. Yates to be temporary
Chairmen of Committees for the session.

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE.
Report Presented.

Mr. Perkins brought up the report of
the Standing Orders Committee.

Ordered: That the report be printed
and its consideration made an Order of
the flay for the next sitting.
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QUESTIONS.

DAIRYING INDUSTRY.
(a) As to Proposals for Commonwealth

Assistance.
Mr. BOVELL asked the Premier:
(1) In view of the reported statement

by the Federal Minister for Commerce
and Agriculture In "The West Australian"
of the 24th July, that Many Western Aus-
tralian dairy farmers in the southern end
of the State's established dairying areas
had a real Problem because the area
cleared and laid down to pasture was in-
adequate to run a dairy herd of economic
size, have proposals been submitted to
the Commonwealth Government for It-
nance to assist existing dairy farmers to
clear additional land?

(2) If so, what are these proposals?
(3) If not, will immediate action be

taken to secure financial assistance and
an announcement made of the Govern-
ment's proposals without delay?

The PREMIER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) To assist dairy farmers to in-

crease cleared areas up to 150 acres.
(b) Farmers to pay £10 per acre for

clearing or part clearing.
(c) Loans for clearing would be repay-

able over 16 Years, being interest free for
three years; interest only for next three
years at 41 Per cent: capital and interest
over next 10 Years. Repayment could be
made earlier if desired.

(d) This Proposal is limited to back-
ward dairy farms in heavily timbered
areas.

(3) Answered by (1) and (2).

(b) As to Suggestions for Improvement.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister

for Lands:
(1) On what date did the dairying sec-

tion of the Farmers' Union submit to the
Government recommendations for im-
proving the industry?

(2) When did the Government supply
the Farmers' Union with its comments on
the suggestions?

(3) Were any of the suggestions Put for-
ward considered by the Government to be
~worthy of being put into practice?

(4) In what directions does the Gov-
ernment intend to take advantage of the
offer of the Federal Minister for Commerce
and Agriculture (Mr. McEwen) to advise
the Commonwealth on suggestions ad-
vanced by the State for the improvement
.of the dairying industry?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) The 18th July, 1951.
(2) The 12th September, 1951.
4(3) Yes.

(4) When It became apparent that the
restriction on loan funds would prevent
the Government putting into effect the
Proposed scheme for improving the dairy-
ing industry, the Prime Minister was ad-
vised of the proposals and a request made
for finance for the purchase of equip-
ment and other financial commitments.
The Proposals were further discussed with
the Minister for Commerce and Agricul-
ture during his recent visit and are under
consideration.

(c) As to Obviating flutter Shortage.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN. asked the Minister
for Lands:

What steps does the Government propose
to take with a view to avoiding a repeti-
tion next year of a butter shortage such
as occurred this year and appears to be
inevitable next year, unless remedial action
is taken?

The MINISTER replied:
(5) Western Australia normally imports

butter during the summer months, but
owing to drought conditions in the East-
ern States last summer, supplies were un-
obtainable.

Greater demands are being made an-
nually upon milk for manufacturing and
wholemnilk requirements and it will be
necessary to import at least 50,000 boxes of
butter next summer.

Increased production on existing farms
and the development of additional areas
are the only ultimate remedies.

(it) As to Factors Considered.
Mr. HOAR asked the Minister for

Lands:
In view of the offer of the Federal

mister for Commerce and Agriculture
(Mr. MeEwen) to advise the Common-
wealth on any suggestions the State cared
to submit to help Western Australian
dairy farmers, has he-

(1) Taken advantage of this offer;
if so, what are the suggestions
submitted?

(2) Do these suggestions take Into
account the fact that the pas-
turage of a great majority of the
State's dairy farms is of unecono-
mic size, and that this is the main
problem facing the industry?

(3) If so, does he accept the fact
that the east of clearing In the
heavy timber areas of the lower
South-West is beyond the capa-
city of many?

(4) If so. what action does he pro-
pose to relieve farmers of some
of this burden as a means of
encouragement to greater pro-
duction?
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The MINISTER replied:
(1) The following proposals have been

submitted to the Prime Minister:-
(a) To assist dairy farmers to increase

cleared areas up to 150 acres.
(b) Farmers to pay £10 per acre for

clearing or part clearing.
(c) loans for clearing to be repay-

able over 16 Years, being-
interest free for three years;
interest only, for next three

Years at 4Q Per cent.:
capital and interest over next

10 Years; repayment could be
made earlier if desired.

(d) Assistance to be limited to back-
ward dairy farms in heavily tim-
bered areas.

(2) Yes.
(3) Yes.
(4) Answered by No. 1.

HOUSING.
(a) As to Accommodation for Evicted

Families.
I-on. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister

for Housing:
(1) Has the Government now decided

that two-unit families who are evicted
cannot qualify for assistance from the
State Housing Commission?

(2) To what extent does the Govern-
ment intend to recede from the Position
which the Chief Secretary said it had
taken up in November last when he as-
sured the House that the Government
would keep abreast of the housing re-
quirements of evictees and had made up
its mind to have suffcient cottages ready
to house all evicted persons?

(3) In what month and year were ap-
plications lodged which have now been
reached on the priority list and in con-
nection with which houses are now being
made available?

(4) How many applicants whose names
were on the Priority list but who were
not the subject of eviction orders have
been provided with accommodation by
the State Housing Commission since the
beginning of December, 1951?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) No. Each case considered on its

merits.
(2) Only to the extent outlined in my

statement Published in "The West Aus-
tralian" of 12/7/52. The Government has
kept abreast of the housing requirements
of evictees and has provided 507 hous-
ing units to such evicted families since
July, 1951.

(3) The allocation of homes from the
priority list is governed by the district
in which applicants can be placed con-
venient to their employment and the type
of houses required to meet their family

needs. Furthermore, a percentage of the
rental houses is made available to speci-
ally emergent cases irrespective of posi-
tion on priority list. In some districts
dates extend back to April, 1947, but
dates vary for reasons outlined above.

(4) Four hundred and seventy-four.

(b,) As to Commonwealthl-St ate Homes.
Applications.

Mr. NEEDHAM asked the Minister for
Housing:

What was the number of applications
for Commonwealth-State tenancies out-
standing on the 30th June, 1952?

The MINISTER replied:
The number of applications for Com-

monwealth-State rental homes recorded
on the 30th June, 1952, but not neces-
sadly current, was 12,044.

Inspections carried out to date indicate
that only approximately one-third of this
number would qualify for consideration
as hardship cases.

Prior to allocation the Commission
carries out a check inspection. Recent
check inspections indicate changed cir-
cumstances no longer necessitate alloca-
tion in approximately 50 per cent, of
those on the priority list.

(c) As to Rentals for State Homes.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister

for Housing:
(1) What is the amount per week of the

highest rent which is being charged to ten-
ants of the State Housing Commission's
houses?

(2) Where are the houses with the
highest rentals situated?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) (E3 13s. per week.
(2) Derby.

(d) As to Austrian Prefabricated Homes.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister

for Housing:
(1) What is the amount per week of

the rent which is charged to tenants of
the Austrian prefabricated houses at Wil-
lagee?

( 2) What is the size of the Austrian
prefabricated houses?

(3) What is the total number of
Austrian prefabricated houses for which
components have been purchased?

(4) Has all the material for these
houses arrived In Western Australia? If
not, how many complete sets of compon-
ents have been received?

(5) How many Austrian prefabricated
houses have been erected?

(6) What was the average landed cost
of a complete set of components for each
house?

27
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(7) What was the average cost of erect-
ing each house?

(8) What is the total cost to date for
preventive measures against sirex wasp
infestation of the components of the
Austrian prefabricated houses?

(9) Is this expense loaded on to the
cost of the houses, with a consequent in-
crease in the rent charged to tenants?

(10) Has payment been made to the
vendors for all Austrian Prefabricated
houses in connection with which contracts
have been made? If not, what is the
amount of the State's outstanding liability?

(11) If there is any liability outstand-
ing on the purchase of these houses, what
amount will have to be met out of the
loan funds which have been allocated for
this financial year?

(12) Has the point ever been raised in
connection with these houses that certain
costs or charges were excessive or fictitious
and payment should be withheld?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) £3 2s. per week but if family income

is only equivalent to the basic wage the
weekly rental would be £2 6s, 6d.
(2) Eight hundred and thirty-five square
feet.

(3) Nine hundred, including 150 for the
W.A.G.R.

(4) Yes, except downpipes and gutter-
ing for 450 houses and door and window
fittings for 350 houses.

(5) Completed and occupied, 49; under
construction, 292.

(6) Estimated £1,216.
(7) Esimated cost erected on site, in-

cluding fencing and paths, £2,593.
(8) £12,277.
(9) The charge has not been loaded on

to the cost of the houses. The mattr has
been taken up with the Commonwealth
Government.

(10) No; outstanding liability estimated
at £41,103, including the items mentioned
in the answer to Question (6) and 5 per
cent. retention under the contract.

(11) £41,163 referred to in answer to
Question (12). plus estimate of accounts
not yet rendered for freight and handling
£9,000.

(12) When it was found necessary to
arrange importation of houses it was
realised that costs of imported houses
would exceed costs of houses erected with
locally-produced materials and to that end
the Commonwealth Government has ap-
proved of a subsidy of £300 per house
against the increased cost.

te) As to Application of K. L. Smith.
Mr. BRADY (without notice) asked the

Minister for Housing:
As K. L. Smith. his wife and two child-

ren, are living in a caravan at Bellevue
and have had an application in the

department for a tenancy house since
1948. will the Minister look into this mat-
ter to see whether the applicant is re-
ceiving fair consideration from the Hous-
ing Commission?

The MINISTER replied:
If the hon. member will state his case

to Mr. Butler, who looks after the interests
of Parliamentary members, it will receive
consideration.

Mr. BRADY: As the case of IC, L. Smith
has already been before Mr. Butler. will
the Minister now make inquiries as I have
requested?

The MINISTER: Yes.

LOAN FUNDS.
(a) As to Government's Undertakings at

Kwinana.

Hon. J1. T. TONKIN asked the Premier:
(1) Did he make any special and separ-

ate request at the Loan Council meetings
this year for financial assistance to en-
able the Government to carry out its
undertakings in connection wit the
establishment of an oil refinery at Kwin-
ana?

(2) Has the Government made any
special reqv.est to the Commonwealth Gov-
erment, otherwise than through the Loan
Council. for financial assistance In con-
nection with the Kwinana refinery?

(3) If any special request has been made.
what has been the result?

(4) What was the amount of loan money
requested by the Government of Western
Australia at the Loan Council meeting
in May last?

(5) What was the total sum of loan
money finally allotted to Western Aus-
tralia for this financial year exclusive
of the £4,000,000 for which the State
Electricity Commission and the Rural
& Industries Bank were given the right
to borrow?

(6) What amount of the available loan
money is required in connection with the
Kwlnana oil Project this financial year for
all of the State's obligations except the
erection of 330 houses?

The PREMIER replied:

(1) Yes. The Swinana project was
stressed when the State's case for its allo-
cation of loan moneys was being consid-
ered by the Loan Council.

(2) This matter is the subject of nego-
tiation with the Commonwealth,

(3) Answered by (2).
(4) £32,648,000. excluding Common-

wealth-State Housing Agreement,
(5) £15,610,000.
(6) Approximately £1,000,000.
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(b) As to Allotment for Housing.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Premier:
(1) What was the total sum of loan

money requested by Western Australia
through the Loan Council for housing?

(2) What amount was first allotted to
this State?

(3) What additional sum was asked for
by him when he put forward his so-called
"successful last-minute plea" that West-
ern Australia be afforded better treatment
for housing?

(4) What additional amount of money
was actually allotted in response to this
special pleading?

(5) Of the total sum to be made avail-
able for housing, how much will be re-
quired for the erection of the 330 houses
which have to be erected at Kwinana?

(6) Which particular parts of the State
Housing Commission's programme will be
seriously affected by the severe cut in loan
funds?

The PREMIER replied:
(1) (a) £12,983,000 for Commonwealth-

State Housing Agreement.
(b) £3,803,500 for other State housing

projects as part of the general loan pro-
gramme.

(2) (a) £2,110,000 for Commonwealth-
State Housing Agreement.

(b) No specific allocation was made by
the Loan Council for other State housing
projects as these were included in the
State's general loan programme.

(3) £2,000,000.
(4) £2,000,000 for State housing projects

and £790,000 for Commonwealth-State
Housing Agreement.

(5) £817,500.
(6) No part of programme will be seri-

ously affected.
EDUCATION.

(a) As to Accommodation and Staff,
Fremantle Schools.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister
for Education:

(1) What are the present enrolmients at
Fremnantle Boys' and Princess May schools?

(2) How many class-rooms are available
at each school?

(3) How many teachers are oD the staff
at each school?

(4) Is any worsening of the accommo-
dation position at these schools expected
to occur at the beginning of next year?
If so, how is it Proposed to deal with the
situation?

The MNISTER replied:
(1) Fremantle Boys' School .... 686

Princess May School .... 648
(2) Fremantle Boys' School .... 23

Princess May School .... 22
(3) Fremiantle Boys' School .... 27?

Princess May School ... 29

(4) In 1953 it is expected that each
school will increase by approximately one
class. At Princess May School the com-
pletion of the library room now under
construction will free the present librai'y
for use as a class-room. At the North
Fremantle annex of Fremantle Boys'
School, the hall may, if necessary, be used
as aL class-room. At Frenmantle Technical
School two rooms are available for use
by these schools, if necessary.

(b) As to Provision for Wills gee Area
Children.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister
for Education:

(1) What arrangements are to be made
for the education of the children of the
Willagee area, the number of which Is
expected to greatly increase in the near
future?

(2) When Is it proposed to make a start
in providing the necessary accommoda-
tion?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) It Is Proposed to erect two schools

in the Wllagee area. Sites have been
selected by the school sites committee
and are already reserved for school pur-
Poses.

(2) The department Proposes the erec-
tion on one of these sites of a four class-
roomed school as soon as a suitable con-
tract can be arranged.

(c) As to Replacement of Unsatisfactory
Buildings.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister
for Education:

In what Places have outmoded and
unsatisfactory school buildings been re-
Placed with modern structures as a. re-
sult of action taken by the present Gov-
erment as asserted by him at Riverton
on Saturday, the 26th July?

The MINISTER replied:
(a) Buildings erected at Eoyup Brook.

Bruce Rock (except one classroom), Bulls-
brook, Carnamah, Lake Grace, Maida Vale,
Morley Park, Pickering Brook (except one
room), Qualrading, Quindanning, Reid,
Riverton, Tambellup, Flankland River.

(b) Buildings in Progress Baker's Hill,
Bridgetown, Kojonup, Middle Swan, Mt.
Helena, Salt River. Toodyay, Walpole.
Wongan Hills.

In addition, new buildings have been
erected at a number of places, but pres-
sure of increasing Population has neces-
sitated continued use of former premises.

(d) As to Classes and Staff, Subiaco
School.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister
for Education:

(1) What is the total enrolment at the
Subtaco State School?
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(2) How many persons are on the teach-
ing staff of the school?

(3) Are there any classes at this school
which exceed forty-five children? If so.
how many?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Five hundred and one.
(2) Thirteen, including the head master.
(3) Yes, five classes exceed 45 children.

(e) As to Enroltments and Attendances,
Perth High Schools.

Hon. J1. T. TONKIN asked the Minister
for Education:

(1) Has the accommodation problem at
the James Street Boys' School and Girdle-
stone Girls' School become so acute that
the Education Department has been obli-
ged to give consideration to staggering the
hours at those schools next year in an
endeavour to cope with the situation?

(2) Has a decision on the matter been
made? If so, what is it proposed to do?

(3) What is the total enrolment at each
school at present?

(4) What is the number of children at
present in attendance which it is esti-
mated will pass out of each school at the
end of this year?

(5) What is the estimated number of
children expected to be seeking admission
to each school at the beginning of next
year?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) The accommodation problem has not

become so acute at Perth Boys' and
Girdlestone High Schools as to cause the
Education Department to give considera-
tion to staggering the hours at these
schools next year. However, the total en-
rolment at all metropolitan high schools
is causing concern.

(2) No.
(3), (4) and (5) I am prepared to ascer-

tain these numbers if the hon. member
desires them, but consideration is not to
be given only to these two schools but to
the position in the metropolitan area as
a whole. Therefore, the numbers at these
schools would not be relevant to the ques-
tion at the moment. It is intended to
erect 10 new Prefabricated classrooms at
Kent Street High School and four at
Armadale. making the latter a junior high
school and thus taking some of the child-
ren out of the central districts at Perth.

BUILDING SUPPLIES.
As to Government Purchase and Sale oI

Asbestos Sheets.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Treas-

urer:
(1) When, for what reason, and from

what source, were purchased the 23,000
61 t. x 4ft. and 21.000 aft. x Mft. asbestos
cement flat sheets for which tenders for

Purchase were invited by the Government
Tender Board by advertisement In "The
West Australian" of the 25th January
last?

(2) Were these asbestos sheets bought
by the Government on sample or after
inspection of any kind?

(3) What was the actual cost to the
Government per sheet into store, Melville?

(4) What was the amount per 61t.
sheet and 8f t. sheet, respectively, of the
highest tender received in response to
the Government's advertisement?

(5) What quantity of sheets was sold
to tenderers and at what prices?

(6) Did the advertisement in '"The West
Australian" of the 26th May, in which the
Government offered for sale 22,000 6ft. x
4ft. and 20,000 Sft. x 4ft. imported
"Silvanit" brand asbestos cement sheets
at 14s. 8d. less 15 per cent, and 19s. 7id.
less 15 per cent. respectively, refer to the
asbestos sheets for which tenders had been
Invited in January?

('7) What quantities of these asbestos
sheets are still on the Government's hands
and at what amount are they now valued?

(8) What is the amount of the loss
which has already been sustained as a
result of the purchase of the asbestos
sheets?

(9) Against what department has the
amount of the loss been charged?

(10) What Is the estimated total loss
which the State will have to bear in
connection with this disastrous deal?

The TREASURER replied:
(1) The Italian "Silvanit" flat cement-

asbestos sheets were purchased by the
Tender Hoard under contract at the re-
quest and on behalf of the State Housing
Commission.

(2) The sheets were purchased to British
standard specifications.

(3) 6ft. sheets, 14s. 8d. per sheet, Sft,
sheets. 19s. 71d. per sheet.

(4) 8ft. x Mft. sheets, 22s. 6d. per sheet;
Gft. x 4ft. sheets, 20s. 6d. Per sheet (but
this tender was for 30 sheets only),

(5) The total sales to date are 1.465
sheets for £1,027 12s. ad.

(6) Yes.
('7) Forty-two thousand five hundred and

thirty-five sheets, £36,221 has. 5d.
(6), (9) and (10) This information can-

not be ascertained until the complete stock
has been liquidated.

BLIGHT INQUIRY.
As to Tabling Documents, etc.

Mr. NEEDHAM asked the Minister for
Police:

(1) Will he lift the veil of secrecy that
hangs over the suspension of Mr. Blight,
Chief of the Criminal Investigation
Branch?
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(2) Will he explain why there was a
-a public Inquiry Into the charges against
the es-Commissioner of Police (Mr. Doyle)
and a private inquiry into the charges
against Mr. Blight?

(3) Will he place all documents in con-
nection with the Blight charges on the
Table of the House?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) and (2) There is no secrecy. Theinquiry was held under the provisions of

Section 25 of the Police Act, and in ac-
cordance with the uqua1 procedure fol-
lowed in such inquiries. The Royal Com-
mission referred to by the hon. member
was an inquiry Into the administration of
-of the Police Force generally.

(3) The documents contain Information
of a nature confidential to the Police Force,
but will be made available at my offie
'fr perusal by the hon. member should he
so desire.

TRAM AND BUS SERVICES.
As to Shelters at Stopping Places.

Mr. NEEDHAMV asked the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Transport:

Will he arrange a conference with the
appropriate committee of the Perth
City Council with the object of discussing
ways and means to provide vitally neces-
sary shelters at the various bus stops in
the city to protect intending passengers
in wet weather?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied:

The Government has already discussed
the question of shelters with representa-
tives of the Perth City Council and others
concerned but the council was not pre-
pared to agree to shelters being erected In
city streets. The matter will, however,
be again referred to the council to ascer-
tain whether a further conference Is
likely to produce any satisfactory results.

GAS AND ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES.
As to Increased Charges.

Mr. NEEDHAM asked the Minister for
Works:

(1) How often have the charges for gas
and electricity been increased since the
1st July, 1951?

(2) What were the dates on which the
increases were made?

(3) Did the increased charges operate
from the date of the increase, or for the
whole of the term?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Four times.
(2) (a) On monthly accounts from the

17th September, 1951, and on quarterly
accounts from the 1st November, 1951.

(b) 1st December, 1951-All accounts.
(c) 27th February, 1952-All accounts.

(d) 12th May, 1952-All accounts.
(3) The increased charges operated on

accounts rendered after the above dates.

HOSPITALS.
(a) As to Cost of Treatment for

Pensioners.
Mr. NEEDHAM asked the Minister for

Health:
(1) Will she consult the Commonwealth

health authorities with a view to insti-
tuting a scheme which would substantially
reduce the cost of hospital treatment to
invalid and old age pensioners, particu-
larly those suffering from chronic diseases?

(2) Is she aware that the payment of
even 6d. per week to a hospital fund
would, at the present high cost of liv-
ing, be a strain on the meagre pension of
£3 per week?

(3) Faling consultations with the Com-
monwealth health authorities, would she
favourably consider a scheme of reduced
contributions as suggested in the "Pen-
sioners' News" on the 1st July, 1952, page
I ?

The MINISTER replied:
(1), (2) and (3) The Federal Minister

for Health has stated that he will arrange
f or 12s. per day hospital bene-fits, to be
paid on account of all pensioners. We
have not yet received any official advice
concerning this. As soon as this advice is
received the hon. member will be notified.

(b) As to Admission Charges for Visitors,
Fremantle.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister
for Health:

(1) Now that the cost of accommoda-
tion at the Fremantle Public Hospital has
been substantially Increased, what is the
Government's Justification, or explanation,
for retaining the admission charge of six-
pence a visit to friends and relatives visit-
ing patients?

(2) Will the Government fall into line
with private hospitals and enable persons
to visit the sick without having to pay
a fee for so doing?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) and (2) This matter is one for the

hospital board, but I understand that a
charge is made only outside public visit-
Ing hours, namely Sunday and Wednesday
afternoons, and that this is partly in-
tended to limit the disturbance to nursing
procedures caused by visitors.

(c) As to Charges to injured Workers.

Mr. McCULLOCH asked the Attorney
General:

(1) In the event of an injured worker
being admitted to a private hospital which
charges in excess of those of a public hos-
pital, who will be responsible for the extra
charge made in excess of 35s. per day?
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(2) Is it a fact that social service bene-
fits are to be used to subsidise compen-
sation liabilities?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
(1) The worker. According to the most

recent list of charges supplied by the
Public Health Department there is only
one small hospital In the metropolitan
area where compensation cases are re-
ceived, which charges more than 35s., the
excess being 2s. There are none outside
the metropolitan area. This does not ap-
ply to private rooms.

(2) The ordinary Commonwealth sub-
sidy of 8s. per bed per diem payable to
hospitals Is, of course, taken into account
but not the benefits payable to individuals
under any hospital benefit scheme.

METAL TRADES STRIKE.
(a) As to Railways Loss and Subsidies

Paid.
Mr. BRADY asked the Minister repre-

senting the Minister for Railways:
(1) What is the estimated loss on the

Government railways occasioned by the
present stoppage?

(2) What subsidies have been paid to
road hauliers since January, 1952?

(3) What would be the approximate cost
to the railways if the tradesmen's margins
claims were ranted?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied:

(1) Estimated revenue loss to the 31st
July, 1952, £700,000.

(2) Other than the normal subsidised
services which have been operating for
a number of years, the only road trans-
port subsidies paid have been in respect
of timber and superphosphate which
amounted to £25,278 and £121,128 respec-
tively from the 1st January, 1952, to the
30th June. 1952.

(3) The claim was for "double the mar-
gins." If granted to metal tradesmen all
other employees would no doubt demand
the same treatment. If conceded the esti-
mated approximate cost per annum would
be:-

(a) For metal tradesmen and assist-
ants only, £180,000

(b) For all tradesmen and assistants
(including (a) ), £253,000.

(c) For all employees (including (a)
and (b) ), £1,135,000.

(b) As to Statement byt Member for
Canning.

Mr. HOAR (without notice) asked the
member for Canning:

Has he any explanation or apology to
offer for the gross misrepresentation he
indulged in on Thursday last regarding
the statement of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition on the metal trades dispute pub-
lished in "The West Australian" on the
10th July, 1952.

Mr. GRIFFITH replied:
I have no apology to make.

SUPERPHOSPHATE.
As to States' Costs and Sulphur Supplies.

Mr. ACKLAND asked the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Will he advise the tonnage of sul-
phur made available to the manufacturers
of superphosphate in Western Australia
for the years,-

1947-48; 1948-$9; 1949-50; 1950-51?
(2) What percentage of the total ton-

nage of sulphur made available to all
States for the manufacture of superphos-
phate has been allocated to Western Aus-
tralia for the years-

1947-48; 1948-49; 1949-50; 1950-51?
(3) Which of the other States of the

Commonwealth are utilising pyrites to
supplement the sulphur supply?

(4) Is the use of pyrites in the manu-
facture of superphosphate in Western
Australia causing an increase In the cost
of superphosphate In this State as com-
pared with the prices charged in other
States?

(5) What is the cost of superphosphate
at- works in all States of the Common-
wealth?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:

(1) 1947-48
1948-49
1949-50
1950-51

tons.
:11 15,086
... 32,785

... .... 38,609

... .... 32,980
per cent.

(2) 1947-483.. .. 17.5
1948-49 .. ... 28.0
1949-50 .. .. 21.25
1950-51 .. ... 20.25

(3) All States.
(4) The use of pyrites instead of sul-

phur does increase the cost of superphos-
phate, but there is not suffcient informa-
tion available to enable a comparison to
be made between the States.

(5) Prices per ton in new sacks at
work--

New South Wales
Victoria
Queensland ... ..
South Australia ..
Western Australia ..
Tasmania (in paper

bags only)

£ a. d.
15 0 6
14 10 0
13 5 9
13 16 6
15 4 3

12 7 0

WAR SERVICE LAND SETTLEMENT.
As to Property Valuations.

Mr. HOAR asked the Minister for
Lands:

Referring to the recent disputed war
service land settlement valuations in the
Waglin area-

(1) How many valuations have been
made on these properties?
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(2) What were the dates when these
valuations were made, and by
whom were they made?

(3) Is the last valuation the final one?
(4) By how much have the 47 pro-

perties referred to by him mn "The
West Australian" of the 9th July,
1952, been written up over the
actual money expended on their
purchase and development?

(5) Was clause 6. subclause ('7) of the
war service land settlement agree-
ment used as a basis of calcula-
tion for these valuations?

(6) As this part of the agreement
reads. "In making the valuation,
the officers shall have regard to
the need for the proceeds of the
holding (based on conservative
estimates over a long term period
of Prices and Yields for pro-
ducts) ," what years were used for
this calculation, and what were
the prices of relevant products
during those years?

('7) What is the calculated average
annual income per farm arrived
at based on this method during
those years?

(8) Is it not a fact that the present
inflated prices of farm products
encouraged the Government to
accept present-day inflated valua-
tions, thereby obviating the need
for any writing-off at all?

(9) Is It not a fact that when the
prices of farm Products revert to a
more normal figure, farmers will
be faced with the task of meeting
the entire cost of farm purchase
and development out of a reduced
income?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) An opening valuation and a final

valuation.
(2) Opening valuations are made for

the Purpose of initial occupation
when properties are advertised.
and final valuations are made
when development is completed,
or when only minor matters await
completion.

All final valuations of the pro-
perties referred to have been
made since April, 1951.

Valuations are made by quali-
fied valuers of the Taxation De-
partment in conjunction with
officers of the Land Settlement
Board.

(3) Yes.
(4) The final valuations of the 47 Pro-perties do not exceed the total

cost of acquisition and develop-
ment of those properties.

(3) No. The basis of final valuation
is total cost.

Clause 6. subelause (7) is a
means of ensuring that the pro-
Perty can carry the valuation
which has been determined on the
basis of cost. Where this valua-
tion is less than cost, Provision
is made in clause 6. subolause (4)
of the agreement for the excess
cost to be shared between the
Commonwealth and the State.

(6) In view of changed world out-
look for agricultural produce,
agreement has been reached be-
tween the Commonwealth and the
State to use conservative prices
compared with current returns
when checking valuations of
farms, but using working costs at
present-day level. On this basis.
all Properties referred to do not
necessitate any write-down below
total cost.

('7) Incomes would vary considerably
based on individual cropping and
carrying capacities. Budgets
based on conservative levels show
an income sufficient to meet all
commitments, while giving a
reasonable return for the farmer's
labour.

(8) No. Final valuations as deter-
mined are considerably below
present-day inflated values.

(9) Not necessarily.

SEWERAGE.
As to Connections at North Fremantle.
Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN asked the Minister

for Works:
(1) Is he aware that residents of

North F'remantle-includlng pen-
sioners-paid their deposits two
years ago and-are still waiting for
their Premises to be connected to
the sewerage system?

(2) Will he see that these connec-
tions are made immediately?

(3) If not, why not?
The MINISTER replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Every endeavour will be made to

finalise pending commitments as
soon as possible, dependent on the
extent to which loan funds and
plumbers are available.

(3) Answered by (2).

FREMANTLE HARBOUR.
As to Extension Proposals.

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN asked the Minister
for Works:

In view of the fact that the North Fre-
mantle Municipal Council is desirous of
doing work which, if the upriver exten-
sions are gone on with, will all be de-
stroyed. will he tell the House just what
the Government's intentions are regard-
ing Fremantle harbour extensions?

33



[ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER replied:

The proposed oil refinery at Kwinana
and the projected opening up of Cockburn
Sound made it necessary for the Govern-
ment to review the Possible effects on the
future trends of the Fremantle harbour
development.

A committee consisting of the Co-ordin-
ator of Works and Industrial Development
(Mr. Dumas) and Mr. D. W. Brisbane,
was appointed to review the overall plan-
ning for harbours, railways, roads, etc. As
a direct outcome of this, the firm of Sir
Alexander Glbb & Partners, who are de-
veloping working Plans and specifications
for the construction of the upstream sec-
tion of the Tydeman scheme for Fre-
mantle harbour development, were re-
quested to Provide Plans and comparative
estimates of a modified upriver scheme,
with a new railway bridge immediately
downstream of the existing road bridge,
together with necessary railway diversions.

It is hoped that sufficient information
will be available to enable the committee
to submit definite recommendations to the
Government before the end of the year.

PRIMARY PRODUCTION.

As to Marginal Areas and Demarcation.

Hon. E. NULSEN asked the Minister for
Lands:

(1) What is the total primary produc-
tion of the marginal areas, including
stations, and the total primary produc-
tion of the rest of the State?

(2) What is the line of demarcation?
The MINISTER replied:
(1) The latest information available

from the Govermnent Statistician for the
1950-51 season is as follows:-

(a) Marginal areas, including
stations--

Wheat approximately, 3,512,000
bushels;

Wool approximately, 4,577,000
lb.

(b) Rest of the State-
Wheat approximately, 46,387,839

bushels.
Wool approximately, 69,462,905

lb.
(2) There is no definite line of demarca-

tion.

MILK, POWDERED.
As to Supplies for Goldfileds.

Hon. E. NUISEN asked the Minister for
Supply and Shipping:

(1) Will she inform the House when the
people on the Goldfields will have available
sufficient powdered milk products for child-
ren, and adult consumption?

(2) Is she aware of the acute shortage?'
The MINISTER replied:
(1) One thousand two hundred cases of

powdered milk and 250 cases of Lactogen
were delivered in Kalgoorlie about the
middle of July, and a further 1,200 cases
are in transit. In addition, there is plenty
of condensed milk.

(2) There should be no shortage of
powdered milk or other milk products in
Kalgoorlie as the Goldfields has received
a larger Proportion of these commodities
than any other part of the State.

Hon. E. Nulsen: There Is a definite
shortage at Norseman.

WATER SUPPLIES.

(a) As to State-wide Flat Rate.

Hon. E. NYJLSEN asked the Minister for
Works:

Will he inform the House when the fiat
rate charge for water for the State will
be instituted, in accordance with a motion
agreed to by the Legislative Assembly?

The MINISTER replied:-
The Government has decided to appoint

a committee representative of country and
metropolitan interests fully to investigate
and report upon the question. Personnel
to be appointed will be announced at a
later date.

(b) As to Installations.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE asked the Min-
i~ter for Water Supply:

(1) At what centres have water supplies
been installed during the last three years?

(2) At what centres Is work now being
carried out on the installation of water
supplies?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Reticulated supplies-

'Wlttenoom, New Halls Creek (tem-
porary), Boddington. Dalwkllinu,
flwellingup, Kojonup, Margaret River,
Pinjarra, Yarloop. Kulin. Kodj Kodjin
area, Merredin to Bruce Rock, Mt.
magnet.
Non-reticulated supplies-

Badgebup. Lake Grace, Galena,
flendering, Hyden Rock, Dandagin,
Gaby's, Holland's, Halt Rock, Mendels-
Wongoondy, Nambadilling, Nullagine.

(2) Reticulated supplies-
Port Hedland. Morawa, Carnamab,

Mingenew. Brunswick. Wellington
Dam to Narrogin. Bullfinch re-lay to
increase supply, Toodyay re-lay to in-
crease supply.
Non-reticulated supplies--

PerenJori, Borden, Dumbleyumg.
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SCHOOL OF MINES, NORSEMAN.
AS to Additional Accommodation.

Hon. E. NULSEN asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Mines:

(1) Are the plans and specifications for
the additional building for the School of
Mines at Horseman in the office of the
Mines Department, Perth?

(2) When will the building be com-
menced?

(3) Is he aware of the urgency for the
extra room?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING re-
plied:

(1) Plans have been prepared for this
extension.

(2) and (3) While the need for the
extension is appreciated, there is no im-
mediate possibility of the commencement
of the work, owing to the reduction in
loan funds.

CAUSEWAY, NEW.
As to Approval and Commencement.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE asked the Min-
ister for Works:

Will he lay upon the Table of the
House the file dealing with the granting
of approval for, and commencement of,
work on the new Perth-Victoria Park
Causeway?

The MINISTER replied:
Yes.

MARGARINE.
As to Reason for Shortage.

Mr. McCUILLOCH asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Is the shortage of vegetable oils the
main factor operating against the manu-
facture of sufficient margarine?

(2) If the answer to (1) is in the
affirmative, will consideration be given to
the use of whale oil in lieu of vegetable
oil?

The MINISTER FOR LANDlS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Answered by (1).

COMMUNISTS.
(a) As to Statement by Premier.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE (without notice)
asked the Premier:

In column 1, page 1, of "The West Aus-
tralian" of the 2nd August. the following
statement was published:-

Mr. MeLarty said last night that
he "had not called them communists
inside Parliament."

He was referring to the leaders of the
striking unions. Was the Premier cor-
rectly reported?

The PREMIE replied:
Yes, I was correctly reported. The

Leader of the Opposition was referring
to the debate which took place on the
Address-In-reply on the opening day. I
made a statement then that I was not
prepared to conf er with communist
leaders. At that time I had a Pamphlet
in my hand under a certain heading-
such Pamphlets are pretty common-
"Get Rid of Mclarty" or something of
the sort, which, of course, was shocking
advice to give. When I made that refer-
ence, I was speaking of communists gen-
erally and, as the hon. member knows,
there is a strong communist influence ap-
parent in this strike.

(b) AS to Definition of "Communist".
Mr. LAWRENCE (without notice) asked

the Premier:
What is a communist?
The Minister for lands: You ought to

know.
The PREMIER replied;
The hon. member ought to have a

pretty good idea of what a communist is.
He is a man who is doing his best to
disrupt industry in this country and bring
down the British Commonwealth as well.

POLICE.
As to Attendance at Parliament House.

Mr. GRAHAM (without notice) asked
the Premier:

(1) Who was responsible for additional
police being in attendance at Parliament
House today?

(2) What are the reasons?
(3) Whom are they designed to protect,

and from whom?
(4) Is this new feature to become

regular procedure?
The PREMIER replied:
(1) If additional police were in attend-

ance at Parliament House today. I did not
see them. I presume the Commissioner
of Police was responsible.

(2) I suppose the Commissioner had
special reasons for sending the police.

(3) The Police Force is designed to pro-
tect the people of this city, or this country,
wherever they may be.

Mr. Graham: I thought it might be
to protect the Government.

'The PREMIER: To continue my an-
swer to the hon. member's questions--

(4) I hope that this will not be a new
feature or that a large number of police
will not be required at Parliament House
on each sitting day.

SITTING DAYS AND HOURS.
THE PREMIER (Hon. D. R. McLarty-

Murray) [5.203: 1 move-
That the House. unless otherwise

ordered, shall meet for the despatch
of business on Tuesdays, Wednesdays
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and Thursdays at 4.30 p.m. and shall
sit until 6.15 p.m. if necessary, and,
If requisite, from 7.30 P.m. onwards.

MR. GRAHAM (East Perth) [5.21): 1
am amazed that the Premier should have
submitted what is really a formal motion
each session without giving the House
some details in relation to his undertaki'ng
when we debated the matter of sitting
days and hours last year. Perhaps I
should refresh the Premier's memory. On
the 17th October he said-

We shall give favourable considera-
tion to earlier sittings on Thursdays
with a view to letting members get
away at the tea adjournment. Of
course, towards the end of the ses-
sion, it may be necessary to sit after
tea on Thursdays, or else come back
on Fridays, but as far as possible we
shall, in accordance with the under-
taking I have given, call the House
together earlier on Thursdays next
session with a view to finishing before
tea.

Members will appreciate that the motion
to which we are now asked to agree makes
no reference whatever to an earlier sit-
ting time on Thursdays.

I do not know whether this is due to an
oversight on the part of the Premier, but
last session quite a number oZ members
voted against my motion because of the
undertaking given by the Premier. I be-
lieve every one realises that later in the
session it will be necessary for us to sit
longer hours and perhaps on an addi-
tional day, but certainly all of us ex-
pected that, for at least the first two
months of the session, the undertaking
given by the Premier would be honoured.

I do not wish to seek to take the matter
of arranging the sitting hours out of the
hands of the Government, but I ask
the Premier, notwithstanding that his
motion will doubtless be carried, to take
steps to give effect to is undertaking and
permit us as long as possible to meet
earlier on at least one day of the week out
of consideration not oiily for city members
but also for country members wishing to
return to their homes.

THE PREMI1ER (Hon. D. R. McLarty-
Murray-in reply) [5.23]: 1 recall that
this matter was raised by the hon. mem-
ber last session and I stated that I would
give favourable consideration to earlier
sittings on Thursdays with a view to let-
ting members, particularly country mem-
bers, return to their homes for the week-
end. The hon. member has quoted what
I said; I think I stated that as far as
possible I would try to do that. As mem-
bers know, the Government is anxious to
bring certain legislation before the House
and have it finalised as quickly as possible.
When that has been done and we get back
to normal business, I shall consult the

Leader of the Opposition as to the advisa-
bility of meeting on Thursdays at, say,
2.30 p.m. and finishing at teatime.

Mr. Graham: Thank you.
Question Put and passed.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS,
PRECEDENCE.

On motion by the Premier, ordered:
That on Tuesdays and Thursdays.

Government business shall take pre-
cedence of all motions and Orders of
the Day.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION.
On motion by the Premier, sessional

committees were appointed as follows:-
Library-Mr. Speaker, Mr. Ninimo and

Hon. J. T. Tonkin.
Standing Orders-Mr. Speaker, the

Chairman of Committees. Mr. Nalder,
Hon. J. B. Sleeman and Mr. Rodoreda.

House-Mr. Speaker, Mr. Cornell, Mr.
Yates, Mr. Graham and Mr. Styants.

Printing-Mr. Speaker. Mr. Hutchinson
and Hon. E. Nulsen.

BILL-SUPPLY (No. 1), £13,000,000.
Message.

Message from the Governor received
and read recommending appropriation for
the purposes of the Bill.

Standing Orders Suspension.

On motion by the Premier, resolved:
That so much of the Standing

Orders be suspended as is necessary
to enable resolutions from the Com-
mittees of Supply and of Ways and
Means to be reported and adopted on
the same day on which they shall
have passed those Committees, and
also the passing of a Supply Hill
through all its stages in one day.

In Committee of supply.
The House resolved into Committee of

Supply, Mr. Perkins in the Chair.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Dl. Rt. McLarty-
Murray) [5.28): 1 move-

That there be granted to Her Ma-
jesty on account of the services of the
State for the year ending the 30th
June. 1953, a sum not exceeding
£13,000,000.

Members are aware that it is usual each
year to pass a Supply Bill to enable the
services of the State to be carried on pend-
ing the preparation of the Estimates and
their being Passed by Parliament. Last
year Supply was granted on No. 1 Bill
for £9,000,000 and on No. 2 Bill for
£11,000,000. This year £13,000,000 is being
requested, made up as follows:-

Consolidated Revenue . £:9,000.000
General Loan Fund.....3,000,000
Advance to Treasurer . .000,000
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The additional amount is necessary to
meet the increased costs of all works and
services. Further, increased loan expen-
diture is necessary on account of commit-
ments for oversea supplies for railway
rollingstovk, for steel for water supplies.
etc., and for equipment for the work at
Fremantle and at outports. The financial
year ended the 30th June, 1952, closed
with a deficit of t591,611 as compared with
an estimated deficit of £61,865,

The actual revenue for the year
was £33,936,157, and the expenditure
£34,564,768, against an estimated revenue
of £33,096,510, and expenditure of
£33,158,375. The Estimates showing full
details of revenue and expenditure for
the present financial year are now in
course of preparation and will be placed
before the Chamber as early as possible.
I am anxious to get the Estimates down
at the earliest possible moment so that
full consideration can be given to them.
Members will then have the opportunity
of perusing them and gaining any in-
formation in connection with them that
they desire from the Ministers controlling
the respective departments.

HON. A. Rt. G. HAWKE (Northam)
[5.31]: For the first time in its 5* years
of existence, the Government is now being
compelled to look with some degree of
care at the amount of money available
to it. It is also being compelled to look
with some foreboding at the amounts of
Consolidated Revenue and loan funds
which are likely to be made available to
it in the future. Until now, the Govern-
ment has enjoyed a carefree financial
existence. It has had available to it,
especially by way of loan funds, much
more money than it could expend from
one financial year to another. It has also
had from Consolidated Revenue at least
sufficient money to meet the reasonable
requirements of Government in this State.

I think it is worthwhile at this stage
to try to ascertain why it is that some-
thing in the nature of a financial crisis
has developed in Australia in recent times;
and developed very quickly indeed. We
have been told by the leaders of the Com-
monwealth Government that loan funds
are simply not available in the same vol-
uime as they were Prior to a few months
ago, and that the public is no longer pre-
pared to subscribe to public loans to the
same extent as was the case previously.
No-one has said seriously that there is
not the same amount of money available
in the hands of the public as there was
hitherto.

It would be true to say, I think, that
the public has lost confidence in those
whose obligation it is under the law to
raise the loan moneys for Governments
in the States. That would apply particu-
larly to the present Commonwealth Gov-
ernment. During the war, and for some
years afterwards, public loans in Australia

were floated and were overwhelmingly
subscribed in practically every instance.
In the last year or so that happy situa-
tion came to an end, and public loans were
very much underscribed. The public
did not cease to subscribe heavily to pub-
lie loans becaui4e it considered they were
no longer safe.

I think the majority of people who have
refused to subscribe during the last few
years have done so because of an acute
feeling that the economic and financial
policies of Australia were being carried
out in such a way as to cause persons with
money to invest to refrain from doing so.
In other words. I think the people In ques-
tion lost confidence in the economic and
financial policies of the Commonwealth
Government; and there need be no won-
der that they did so. because those policies
were so shaped and operated as to injure
severely the industries of Australia, both
in regard to secondary and primary pro-
duction.

The suddenness with which the shortage
of loan moneys has developed has, of
course, created serious embarrassment for
most, if not all, of the State Governments
in Australia. I know that our own Pre-
mier and Treasurer has been optimistic
about the ability of Western Australia.
even under the reduced loan programme.
to go ahead providing work for practically
all the people for whom the Government
is at present giving employment. I am
afraid that the Treasurer's statements
and prophecies have been based too much
on optimnism and too little upon fact. We
know that already many men have been
retrenched from Government undertak-
ings. We know, too, that a considerable
number of men are likely to be retrenched
during the next few weeks.

It seems to me that the Treasurer ought
to have the closest possible investigation
carried out through the whole of the em-
ploying depots for the purpose of getting
an up-to-date report showing how many
men have already been retrenched and
how many additional men are likely to be
retrenched, during the next three months.
Unless the Premier has some reliable re-
port of that kind on which to base his
conclusions, then I fear we will see un-
employment develop in this State on a
scale which could be very serious indeed
in the long run.

I know that various people and organi-
sations in Australia are trying all the time
to depreciate the seriousness of the unem-
ployment which has already come into
existence. They say, for instance, that
unemployment arising out of recent hap-
penings in Australia cannot possibly be
as serious for the working class, or Aus-
tralia generally, as it was during 1930 and
the years following. My answer to that
is that unemployment for Bill Jones today
is even more serious than it was for Bill
Jones in 1931. One has only to compare
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the prices charged today for bare necessi-
ties with the prices charged for the same
goods In 1931, to realise how much more
acute will be the suffering of unemployed
families now compared with their suffer-
ings back in the 1930's.

It might suit those who have been
operating these economic and financial
policies to satisfy themselves that the posi-
tion on this occasion will not be as bad
as it was in the 1930's. on the ground
that not as many men will be unemployed,
and not as many families will be affected
by unemployment this time. Although that
might satisfy them, it will be no satisfac-
tion or help to the thousands of men and
families who will suffer on this occasion
because of unemployment. Those of us
who studied the unemployment situation
as it developed in 1929-and it grew alarm-
ingly from then till at least the end of
1933-were able to see clearly that the
unemployment of one person immediately
threatened the employment of several
others.

In other words, when one person be-
comes unemployed his ability to buy goods
lessens by, say, 80 per cent. Therefore,
when we get a number of unemployed in
a community, and their ability to purchase
goods has gone down by 80 per cent..
automatically the employment of many
other people in shops, warehouses, fac-
tories and workshops is threatened. That
is exactly how the unemployment problem
developed in Australia in the 1930's, and
it is exactly how it can develop on this
occasion, and develop alarmingly if those
in authority are going to be satisfied to
feel, and say, that the problem this time
cannot possibly develop to the serious pro-
portions it did some 20 years ago.

Therefore I am most anxious that the
Premier should have, through the various
employing departments of the Govern-
ment, the most thorough investigation pos-
sible made for the purpose of ascertaining
how many men those departments have
already had to retrench and in addition,
how many, each department is likely to
retrench during, say, the next three
months. The existing unemployment has
been intensified considerably by the policy
which has been rather picturesquely de-
scribed as "the credit squeeze." I have
already said that the loan funds available
to the State Governments, and presu-
mably to the Commonwealth Government
itself, have been cut. Now, on top of
that, a bank squeeze policy has been de-
liberately started right through Australia.

As far as I can ascertain this bank
squeeze policy was inspired, if not imple-
mented, by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment as part of its policy to arrest infla-
tion: as part of its policy to bring about
an end to rising costs and, in addition, if
possible, to start a move downwards in
regard to prices and inflation. This policy
of bank squeeze has operated most detri-
mnentally against the smaller business men

of Australia-the smaller employers and
the smaller industries. It is quite on the
cards that they have been singled out to
bear by far the greater portion of the
squeeze. I say that because we know
very well, from our reading and from our
observations, that the banks would not be
likely to apply their credit squeeze to very
big industries or to the very big employers
in Australia.

We know that there is a more or less
direct link in the business and financial
world between those who control the
banks and those who control the big busi-
ness organisations in Australia apart from
banking. They are all linked together
and work together. Consequently it might
very well be that the bigger employers in
Australia have not been called upon to
bear any substantial measure of this bank
squeeze at all. Even if they were, they
are in a far better position to meet it than
is the small employer.

What is the alternative available to a
small employer when his bank suddenly
demands of him that he reduce his over-
draft by, say. 40 per cent. of the amount
involved, which may be £5,000 or, say.
£10,000. How can a small employer face
up to a situation like that? The first
alternative is to ignore the demand of the
bank. I know of some small employers
who did not take the bank's demand
seriously. They were soon put on the spot,
and eventually they had to take it seri-
ously. What alternative was there left to
enable them to raise a lot of money
quickly, and to cut down the expense of
their business as speedily as possible? The
main alternative was to sack a number or
all of their employees. That was the main
alternative available to them, and that is
exactly what a number of small employers
throughout Australia have had to do in
recent months.

As members know I am not an enthus-
iastic, believer In Gallup Polls, but I would
like to quote from one published in "The
Daily News" on the 1st July, 1952. Mem-
bers may use their own judgment as to
the results given. The Press cutting to
which I referred reads as follows:-

Almost one person In every six
is being affected by the Government's
credit restriction, the latest Gallup
poll shows.

In this Australia-wide survey, people
in all walks of life and economic cir-
cumstances were asked whether they
had been affected by the credit re-
strictions now being enforced.

Sixteen in every 100 answered "yes".
Each one who said "Yes" was asked:

"How in particular, are you affected?"
Most answers came under the three

headings:
Business: Volume of business re-

duced; can't get credit to replace
materials and machinery.
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Housing: Can't buy, or sell, houses.
Employment: Out of work; less

work about.
Analysis by occupations shows that

the largest group affected are pro-
fessional people and business man-
agers. Next in order are owners of
small businesses, followed by skilled
artisans and then farmers. Liberal
voters in 1951 outnumber Labour voters
by almost two to one among those who
are feeling the credit squeeze.

I think I will read that last portion
again; I obtain a lot of satisfaction from
It. It is as follows:-

Liberal voters in 1951 outnumber
Labour voters by almost two to one
among those who are feeling the credit
squeeze.

That might give the Premier some idea
why Ashfleld did what it did a few weeks
ago.

The Premier: There is another Budget
tomorrow 1

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Yes, there will
be another Commonwealth Budget to-
morrow and the people of Australia gen-
erally will again have occasion to thank
the electors of Ashfleld for the fact that
they have caused the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment to reverse a policy which the
same Commonwealth Government said
only a few months ago was indispensable
to Australia's survival.

Mr. Kelly: The whips had not cracked
then.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: As a matter of
fact, the Professor of Economics of the
University of Western Australia, when
praising the Commonwealth Budget of the
last financial year, said that It might not
produce all the results which it aimed to
achieve and which were desirable. If it
did not produce those results, however,
that would be proof that the medicine
was not sufficient and not strong enough
and therefore in the succeeding financial
year the Commonwealth Government
should increase the strength and quantity
of the medicine!

That was also the view of the Prime
Minister and the Commonwealth Treasurer
when they introduced the Budget for the
last financial year. However, it is remark-able what the public is capable of causing
Governments to do when it once begins
to make itself heard, and especially when
It begins to make itself felt. There is no
doubt at all that whatever taxation con-
cessions the Commonwealth Budget, which
Is to be made public tomorrow, provides,
will be forthcoming only because members
of the Commonwealth Government in re-
cent months have received a very great
shock and a great fright.

I now want to quote from an article in
the trade and finance columns of "The
West Australian" of the 16th July, 1952.
It is headcd "Bank Sees No Cause for
Undue Alarm" and reads as follows:-

After examining the business diffi-
culties of the financial year just ended
the National Bank in its latest
monthly summary said that industry
and trade in the ensuing months need
not necessarily follow the continuously
downward trend of the early 1930's.
The bank said, however, that such un-
wanted consequences could develop if
the upward momentum imparted to
costs in the boom years was allowed
to carry them higher and thus make
industry generally unprofitable.

They could also occur if, on the
other hand, deflation was allowed to
go so far as to contract incomes
further and reduce spending.

So we have no less an authority than the
National Bank of Australia to indicate to
us that there is in the existing situation
a fair amount of danger even though, to
use the words contained in the heading,
"there is no cause for undue alarm." In
the trade, finance and mining columns
of "The West Australian" of the 25th July,
1952, there is a statement headed: "Credit
Restrictions Must Ease." I want to quote
the first portion of the statement, which
was as follows:-

Now that the flow of imports is re-
duced, it is vital that credit be
loosened again.

This was said by Mr. Charles A.
Smith, Managing Dlirector of the Ford
Motor Company in Australia. in an
address to the Melbourne Junior
Chamber of Commerce this week. Mr.
Smith said that up to the time of the
recent stirring Import controls, it
might have been wise to limit credit
as part of the drive against inflation.
Lack of flexibility of this subject on
the part of the Government could
prove disastrous.

So there is no doubt that the existing
situation is charged with a great deal of
danger! There is no doubt that the eco-
nomic system of Australia is threatened
rather seriously by what has happened in
Australia during the last year or so. I
have no intention this afternoon of deal-
ing with the question of inflation except
in passing, because I have dealt with that
matter at least once every session in this
House since 1947.

On pages 87 to 96 in Volume 1 of
"Hansard" of 1951 members, if they care
to do so. will find a summary of the main
things said by me in connection with the
problem of inflation in Australia. Unfor-
tunately the problem of inflation in the
Commonwealth was not regarded seriously
by many people in places of high authority.
It was not regarded seriously by the pre-
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sent Premier of the State; it was not re-
garded seriously by any of his ministers;
It was not regarded seriously by the Prime
Minister, Mr. Menzies, or any of his Min-
isters, for quite a long time. They re-
garded the problem as being one which
was not charged with any serious conse-
quences; as being one which was inherent
in the scheme of things following a war.

The only answer which they used to
put forward when they were challenged
about the destruction which it could bring
to Australia's industry was that Aus-
tralia was never more prosperous and that
there was nothing really serious to worry
about. Almost overnight, only a few
months ago-perhaps eight or nine
months ago-they awakened to a realiss-
tion that inflation was completely out
of hand and was likely to bring a
lot of economic recession to industry and
a lot of misery to people in Australia
unless something was done about it. Even
then, unfortunately, they devised and put
into operation a policy that intensified
severely the problem of inflation, although
they said at the time that it would arrest
inflation and even reverse the process.

Those of us who pointed out that the
policy must fail to arrest inflation and
could only succeed in Intensifying the
Problem were told we did not know what
we were talking about. We were told
that the Commonwealth Government had
been advised by experts and that its
policy was sure to succeed. It had no
chance of succeeding, as we said at the
time, because it was Inevitable under such
a policy that the cost of production would
increase.

Part of the policy was a very sub-
stantial increase in taxation on industry
as well as upon individuals. Part of the
policy was a very severe increase in sales
taxes. All in all, it was absolutely cer-
tain that the operation of that policy
would push up the cost of production,
would push up prices, and would push up
wages whenever there was a quarterly
adjustment, and consequently would in-
crease and intensify inflation.

The Premier: Did it not do something
to divert money Into necessary works?

Ron. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Apparently not,
because necessary works are being cut
down in Australia.

The Premier: Many necessary works
are being carried out-

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Even the
Premier is being compelled to cut down
on necessary works. By way of question,
the member for Collie this afternoon in-
dicated that the work of raising the wall
at Wellington Dam has ceased and a
number of men employed there have been
sacked.

The Premier: I think we will soon
have them back.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKS: It is surpris-
ing to hear the Premier say that the
Government will soon have them back.
It is rather a poor show, is It not, that
men are sacked without consideration-

The Premier: That is not se, of
course.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKS: -and as soon
as the question is raised publicly, the
Premier says In effect, "Well, we will soon
do something about it. We will soon have
them back at work again". Surely the
business of government, in this State
should be better organised than that! If
the Government is in possession of the
necessary loan funds with which to em-
ploy these people, why are they sacked at
all? Why is the organisation thrown com-
pletely out of gear, as it were? Surely
there Is enough organising ability in the
departments concerned to ensure that this
sort of thing does not occur!

The Premier: Just at present we have
not the loan funds, unfortunately; but
we are taking steps to see what additional
money we can get.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: That is not
much help to the men.

The Premier: tires, it is.
Hon. A. R. Q. HAWKE: It is no help

at all to a man who has been sacked.
The Premier: I think we are going

along pretty well.
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKES: It is no help

at all. The Premier tells us that the
Government Is taking steps to see what
additional money can be obtained.

The Premier: Yes.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: How long will

it be before those steps have reached
a conclusion, satisfactory or otherwise?

The Premier: I think we are moving
along pretty well.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: The Premier
might be so self-satisfied as to think he
is moving along very well, but that is
not a great help to men who have, already
been dumped on the unemployment
market. it is not a great help to their
families whose Purchasing power has been
cut by 80 per cent. or more. I would ask
that the Premier, the Treasury officials
and the officers of the employing depart-
ments should treat this matter with the
greatest possible seriousness and urgency.

The Premier: That is being done. On
several occasions there have been special
Cabinet meetings concerning unemploy-
ment lasting till just about midnight, and
there have been other meetings besides
and conferences between Ministers and
officers of departments.

Hon. A. R. G, HAWKS: Can the Pre-
mier tell us why these men and others
In the employ of the Government have
been sacked?
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The Premier: I will tell you later.
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I sincerely hope

the Premier will tell us later. What I am
particularly anxious about is that the Gov-
ernment shall treat this problem of grow-
lng unemployment with the greatest serl-
ousness and attention possible.

The Premier: That will be done, and
is being done.

Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKE: Because, as
I have pointed out, it is a problem which,
if allowed to develop cannot, very often, be
controlled at all. In other words, it is
something like flood-waters or bushfiires.
Once it gets beyond a certain stage, there
is no holding it, because unemployment
creates more unemployment. We heard
a little the other afternoon from the mem-
ber for Canning about what the average
worker ought to do. The suggestion of
the hon. member was that the average
worker was not doing a fair day's work.

Mr. Griffith: No, it was not.
The Premier: I do not think he said

that.
Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKS; I am saying

that was the suggestion.
The Premier: I do not think he sug-

gested it.
Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKE: What was the

point of it?
The minister for Lands: Well, tell us!
Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKS: What was the

point? The member for Canning made
what he considered to be an appeal to
the average worker and inferentially, at
any rate to me, suggested that the average
worker was not doing a fair day's work
for a fair day's Pay.

Mr. Griffith: I do not think the Leader
of the Opposition is entitled to draw that
conclusion at all. What I did appeal to
the worker to do was to adhere to arbitra-
tion.

Mr. Oldfield: That is correct.
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I know that.

That was a separate point altogether. The
hon. member said-

I do believe that the average trade
unionist is anxious to do a fair day's
work for a fair day's pay.

Mr. Manning: That is different.
Mr. Griffith: That is entirely different.
Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKS: I am trying to

find out why the member for Canning
brought this matter forward. Surely
there was some purpose in it. At a later'
stage he said-

I do believe that the average trade
unionist in this country is a decent,
hard-working citizen who is anxious
to do a fair day's work for a fair day's
pay.

Mr. Manning: You do not disagree with
that, do you?

Han. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: The hon. mem-
ber went on to say that in that way the
average trade unionist would gain security
for his wife and family. Then he con-
tinned-

There are, however, people who wish
to violate our laws and whose en-
deavour is to make arbitration a posi-
tive farce by defying the laws of arbi-
tration, and these people go un-
punished!i

Mr. Griffith: How could you possibly
conclude from that that I suggested that
certain people were not doing a fair day's
work.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Simply because
there is plenty of talk throughout Austra-
lia at present aimred at workers to the
effect that they are not doing a fair day's
work for the wages they receive.

Mr. Griffith: I can assure you that was
not my intention, nor did I suggest it.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: I am pleased
to have the assurance of the hon. mnem-
ber on that point.

Mr. Griffith: I would also like you to
appreciate that It is easy to get mixed
with words, as you are now realising.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: I did not get
mixed with words. As a matter of fact,
when we are participating in another de-
bate, I propose to show that what the
member for Canning alleged I said about
the metal trades strike was totally wrong.

The Premier: You set out to condemn
and now you are ready to commend.

Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKS: No. As a matter
of fact, the member for Canning knows he
was totally wrong.

Mr. Griffiths: Yes, but--
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I think the

Leader of the Opposition had better get
back to something dealing with the
motion before the Chair.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Yes, Mr. Chair-
man.

Mr. Griffith: One cannot help admir-
ing you!

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: There is no
doubt that in many circles workers in
Australia are being blamed for the exist-
Ing economic situation.

Mr. Griffith: Not by the member for
Canning.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: So much so,
that the organised employers of Australia
are now taking action in the Common-
wealth Court of Arbitration to Impose
upon the workers of Australia a terrific
burden of sacrifice in order that the em-
ploying class generally shall not suffer
any sacrifice whatsoever. Employers
want the Arbitration Court to deprive the
workers and their families of the next
quarterly adjustment in the basic wage
and the quarterly adjustment following
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that. In addition, they want the basic
wage in Australia reduced by £2 6s. per
week and they want the working week
increased by four hours. That Is part
of a conspiracy which has been developed
in Australia over many weeks.

The Premier: There is another section
that wants the working week reduced to
30 hours.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Yes, but largely
as a counter claim to that of the em-
ployers to Increase the working week from
40 to 44 hours. I want to quote the
secretary of the Taxpayers' Association
in Western Australia, Mr. E. A. Wheatley.
In "The Sunday Times" of the 3rd August
there was a statement headed, "Expert
Sees Crippling Burden. Must Cut Taxes
to Boost Production." The opening para-
graph reads-

"If production is to be increased,
taxation must be further reduced.
During the postwar period the im-
post of taxation has had a crippling
effect upon production."

This was said yesterday by Tax-
payers' Association Secretary E. H.
Wheatley. q

There is no doubt at all aliout the truth
of that. I think the effect of very heavy
taxation upon industry over the years has
been far more detrimental to production
than anything which the average worker
might have done or might not have done,
and we know that this slackening of pro-
duction, because of the heavy burden of
taxation, is not a new thing. It operated
in Mr. Chifley's time and it has operated
probably ever so much more during the
last 12 months because of the much
heavier taxation imposed upon Industry
and upon production generally.I
Sitting suspended fromU 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Before the tea
suspension I had discussed, amongst other
things, the question of unemployment. I
am not unmindful of the fact that the
metal trades strike, which has been run-
ning in Western Australia for about 30
weeks, has been responsible for causing
a fair amount of unemployment already
and will, if allowed to continue much
longer, create further unemployment. I
have made public statements to the effect
that I consider the two metal trades
unions which have members on strike, did
the wrong thing in staging a strike in
connection with the question of margins
for skill, and to that extent they must
accept a heavy share of responsibility for
the special unemployment which has de-
veloped in this State as a result.

In a secondary way, the Government
must also accept some responsibility for
that unemployment because the Govern-
ment. as such, has shown very little initi-
ative and ability in trying to bring the
strike to an end. However, we shall have

a full opportunity to debate that aspect
-the question of the metal trades strike
and the results which have been and still
are flowing from it-later tonight, and
therefore I propose to say no more about
it at this stage.

I was interested to notice in the Speech
with which His Excellency the Governor
was pleased to open Parliament, some re-
ference to price control. I do not intend
this evening to say much about that sub-
ject because the Address-in-reply will offer
a better opportunity. Nevertheless, the
Price level has a direct and important
bearing upon the finances of the State,
as the Treasurer knows only too well.
Prices, when studied to the full extent, are
found to be- largely a reflection of the
level of production costs rifling from time
to time. The level of production costs is
a very Important thing to the Treasurer
of the State because it has an effect upon
almost every activity of Government. For
instance, It plays a vital part in deciding
how much the Government will pay to
have a house built for a family needing
a house, or a school constructed where a
new school is required, or a hospital built,
and so on.

The reference in the Governor's Speech
is very brief but it does tell members of
the Legislative Council that they cannot
yet expect price control by the Govern-
ment to be abolished. I know that quite
a number of members in the Legislative
Council, all members of the Liberal Party,
are anxious to see all price control
abolished without delay-and there might
possibly be at least one member of the
Liberal Party in this House who would
say, "Hear, hear!" to that. It is satis-
fying to members of the Opposition, and
I should think to most consumers, to know
that the Government still recognises the
need to continue some sort of Price con-
trol, even though it is only the anaemic
system which has been operated by this
Administration over the last three or four
years.

I want to mention this evening the ques-
tion of bricks and timber in relation to
price control because the Government, I
understand, recently lifted price control
on bricks. We read In the paper today
where at least one manufacturing firm had
increased the price by lus, Per hundred.
Doubtless some other firms will follow that
lead. Timber prices have been increased
by some companies and that lead will
probably be followed by other firms, so
it seems quite likely that the cost of
building homes and erecting other struc-
tures such as schools, hospitals, shops,
warehouses, insurance offices and so on,
will be considerably increased.

The Minister for Housing: Would the
hon. member not think that if the strik-
ing unions went back to work, we might
get cheap timber carted by the railways
again?
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Hon. A. Rt. Cl. HAWKE: I should think
when the strike is settled, the cost of
transporting Uimber and bricks, where it
is Possible to transport them by rail, would
be reduced, but as I said a moment ago
-before the Minister came in, I think-
the subject of the metal trades strike is
one which we can fully debate under the
next notice of motion on the notice paper.
But the price for bricks and timber would
have increased even if there had been no
metal trades strike at all, according to
the explanation which was given in the
newspaper today by a representative of one
of the firms. The point which the Minister
for Housing has to consider is whether
the time is not opportune for the re-
imposition of price control for these com-
modities.

The Attorney General: It will be if there
is any undue increase. It is being care-
fully watched.

Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKE: Here is our de-
lightful friend, the Attorney General, tell-
ing us that the position is being carefully
watched and that if there are any undue
increases, price control will be reimposed
upon these goods.

Mr. Yates: They have done it before.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: When?

Mr. Yates: They reimposed price con-
trol on fish.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWK&; I am afraid the
reimposition of price control on fish has
Dot been very effective, judging by the
prices charged for fish in my electorate.
There is another aspect of bricks and
Umber with which I am most concerned.
I was worried about this prior to the
annual general meeting of the Architects
Association in Perth a week or so ago, and
my concern arose out of complaints made
to me by a number of people about the
doubtful and poor quality of bricks and
timber for which the top price was always
charged.

The Premier: I think the member for
Melville advocated the decontrol of the
price of bricks last session.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: I did.
Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKS: The decontrol

of the price of bricks?
The Premier: Yes.
Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKS: I do not think

so.
Hon. J. T, Tonkin: Yes, I did.
Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: I am discus-

sing the quality of bricks and timber.
The Premier: I was going back to the

other point.
Hop. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I am not in

favour of the decontrol of the price of
bricks.

The Attorney General: Or of anything
else.

Hon A. ft. 0. HAWKS: Yes, I am. I
would be in f avour of the decontrol of the
price of law books, or things of that des-
cription, which are not essential and which
are, In some respects, a menace to the
general public. My concern regarding the
quality of bricks and timber was greatly
increased at the annual general meeting
of the Architects Association in this State-
a meeting which I attended a week or so
ago-because, in his annual address, the
president of that body made very forth-
right comments about the doubtful and
poor quality of bricks and timber. He did
not mince his words, but condemned
severely the quality of these things, and
uttered that condemnation in the presence
of representatives of timber millers and
brick manufacturing companies. There
can therefore be no doubt that the quality
requires to be given attention.

So far as I know, there is in this State
no legislation under which the Government
could take action against those who sell
third-quality bricks or timber at first-
quality prices. There is no doubt, how-
ever, that the Government should give
consideration to the preparation and intro-
duction of such legislation to Parliament
to ensure that people paying top prices
will receive top quality goods in return.
The legislation. I suggest, could and should
have reference not only to bricks and tim-
ber but also to a wide range of commodi-
ties, if not to all commodities.

The Attorney General: There is pro-
vision, in the Sale of Goods Act, that
if you ask for top quality goods and do
not get them, the seller is responsible.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I would like
the Attorney General to look closely at
that Act and ascertain whether It could
be applied successfully in a situation such
as that which I have just described. I
think the Attorney General must know
that this sort of thing has been going on
for a long time.

The Attorney General: I believe it has
occurred to some extent.

Hon. A. ft. 0. HAWKE: According to
the president of the Architects, Associa-
tion in this State, it has been widespread
In the case of bricks and timber. It is
not reasonable that when people pay top
prices for goods they should receive
articles of an inferior quality, because that
is a pretty gross form of profiteering, and
a system of legalised robbery-if it is
legalised.

Mr. Hoar: All the timber today is sold
at top prices.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKS: There is urgent
need for close investigation of the position
if-as I am sure it will be-it is found
to be as I have outlined. Some attempt
should be made by way of legislation, if
no effective legislation at present exists, to
prevent such exploitation continuing.
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Mr. Yates: The quality of the State
bricks is still high.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I should hope
it is, but I presume that the State Brick
Works is not able to supply anywhere near
all the orders it receives, let alone to meet
the whale demand of the State for bricks.
Then again, there are some private archi-
teds, builders and contractors whose
consciences would not allow them to buy
bricks from a socialised concern.

Mr Yates:, They would buy from any
source if they wanted the material.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I cannot under-
stand their consciences but, nevertheless,
they should not be sacrificed because they
stand up for what they believe to be a
principle. They should be protected from
their fellow private-enterprise business-
men who are engaged in the production of
bricks and timber. I have no objection
to this motion, and I hope the Treasurer
will be able to give the House some assu-
rance tonight on the question of unem-
ployment arising out of retrenchments
from public works, because I believe that
to be a problem which, if not handled
quickly and effectively, could spread and
bring a great deal of suffering to a con-
siderable number of families in this State.

MR. NEEDHAM (North Perth) [7.48):
At the close of last session there was
freely expressed by members on both
sides of the House the opinion that we
should, if possible, in future avoid the
unseemly end-of-the-session rush. That
unseemly rush has taken place over all the
years I have been in this Parliament, and
the same kind of happening frequently oc-
curred in the Commonwealth Parliament.

If my memory serves me rightly, the
Premier and his Ministers indicated last
year that something would in future be
done to avoid that unseemly rush. I hope
that something will be done in that re-
gard and that the Ministry will concen-
trate on important measures and bring
them down as early as possible in the
session so that members will have ample
time and opportunity to consider the legis-
lation that is placed before them. If that
is done, Bills will be returned with amend-
ments from another place in time to be
placed clearly before the House and in-
telligently followed.

I need not remind members of what oc-
curred towards the end of last year, when
important amendments to the rent Bill
came back from the Legislative Council.
I venture to say that the Minister in
charge of that measure was not well in-
formed as to the effect of those amend-
ments. I suggest to the Premier and his
colleagues of the Ministry that something
should be done to avoid that procedure
ini future, and thus give members a bet-
ter chance than they have had in the
past of dealing efficiently with the legisla-
tion that is placed before them.

Another suggestion is to concentrate on
a Bill when it comes before the Chamber
and continue to deal with it until it is
finished. But we find that Ministers go
from one Bill to another and six or seven
weeks might elapse between the intro-
duction of a measure and its third reading.
Time would be saved-valuable time, too
-if we continued with a Bill after its
second reading and passed or rejected it
as quickly as possible. If we did this,
the purport and objective of a measure
would be clear in the minds of members.

I also suggest to the Premier and his
Government that they should try to con-
trol their colleagues in the Legislative
Council. On many occasions during the
past 51 years we have repeatedly had the
spectacle of Bills containing priciples of
Government policy being passed through
this Assembly and rejected in the Legisla-
tive Council, where there is a majority
of members who claim to support the
parties comprising the present Govern-
ment. I can understand the moving of
amendments to Bills in order to try to
improve them, but those members go fur-
ther than that and contemptuously re-
ject complete measures which are part
and parcel of the policy on which this
Government was elected to the ministerial
benches.

Then again, I intend to avail myself
of this opportunity to refer to the ques-
tion of transport and the increased costs
to the people who travel on the Govern-
ment tramways, buses, diesel buses and
trolley-buses. I think I am correct in
saying that since this Government came
to power, there has been an increase of
nearly 200 per cent. in tram and bus fares,
and it has become exceedingly difficult
for men and women on lower incomes to
travel by public transport. It used to be
the practice for a worker to take his
family out for the week-end.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: It would cost him
something to do it now.

Mr. NEEDHAM: It used to be difficult
for a worker to take his wife and two or
three children on a tram or bus ride to a
seaside resort, or to visit some friends, but
now it is almost an impossibility. I con-
sider that the policy pursued by this Gov-
ernment in connection with public trans-
port is penny wise and Pound foolish. It
is not getting the Government anywhere;
it is not increasing its revenue and it is
certainly not giving a good service to the
people of the State. The time is long
overdue when there should be an inde-
pendent inquiry into our transport system,
which, at the moment, is in an absolute
muddle.

During the 1947 election campaign one
of the many promises made by members
of the present Ministry was that they would
deal with the transport problem. That
problem has gone from bad to worse during
the past 5J years and I do not know of any
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really genuine effort made by the Govern-
ment to cope with it. Fares have been
increased and one of the results has been
a lesser number of people using our trans-
port system with a consequent loss In
revenue.

Now we find that the Government pro-
poses to introduce a zoning system. That.
in my opinion, will not overcome our trans-
port problems. The system suggested by
the Minister for Transport will further
complicate the issue because it will inter-
fere with any proposal for through rout-
ing. However, there is one thing it will
do-and probably this is behind the Min-
ister's proposal-it will feed the private
transport companies, particularly the
Metro Bus Coy. According to the chart
and information published in the Press,
the Metro Bus Coy. will operate In four
of the seven zones.

A further investigation of the Minister's
proposal indicates that the Metro Bus
Coy., and the other private transport
companies, will get the cream, while the
Government-owned transport will get the
skimmed milk. I say definitely that if the
Government introduces this zoning system,
it will still further increase fares. The
leading article in "The West Australian,"
dated the 22nd July, 1952, referred to the
proposed zoning system and anyone who
read that article would realise that "The
West Australian" damned the suggestion
with faint praise, What is badly wanted-

Mr. Hoar: Is a change of Government.
Mr. NEEDHAM: And we will get that

after the next election. Hut what is badly
needed is not a zoning system but a trans-
port authority to administer all transport.
That again was something promised by
members of the present Government. They
said they would introduce legislation to
provide for one authority to control all
transport. Apropos of our present trans-
port system and the continual increase in
fares, I read in last night's "Daily News"
the following article:-

Sydney, Mon: N.B.W. Minister for
Transport W. F. Sheahan is planning
to make drastic reductions in Sydney
fares.

He has found that high fares do
not necessarily make transport pay.

His department's deficit for 1951-52
of £5,750.00 has made him more de-
termined not to put up fares and cur-
tail services.

When he heard of Proposals by the
Treasury to reduce the number of
tram and bus employees, Mr. Sheahan
said that if sackings were necessary
they would "begin at the top and not
the bottom."

He declared that the solution to the
problems of falling revenue rested
partly in fare reductions and ap-
pointed committees to see what could
be done.

I think the decision of Mr. Sheahan, the
Minister for Transport in N.SW,, could
be seriously considered by the Minister
for Transport In Western Australia with
advantage to see if something could not be
done to reduce the fares, or at least to
do away with the zoning system and pre-
vent a further increase in fares. As I
have already said, if the Minister for
Transport persists with the zoning system
fares will rise still higher.

Next there is the all-important question
of the basic wage, which is probably the
most important factor in the economy of
today, one which requires very careful
consideration. So far as I can see, a
great deal of blame has been laid on the
wrong shoulders. Some people contend
that the cause of our inflationary trouble
is the constant increase in the basic wage.
That I deny. The increases in the basic
wage are not a cause; they are an effect,
and despite the very big increases that
have taken place in the basic wage in
recent times, the workers in this country
have not benefited in any one way. Nor
will they benefit so long as the present
system continues.

Instead of the worker benefiting, his liv-
ing standard has deteriorated and is still
deteriorating because the basic wage of
today, though it appears to be large at
first sight, does not leave the worker any
margin after he pays his rent and main-
tains his wife and children even in frugal
comfort, let alone enable him to keep
them at that standard of living about
which Australia has boasted for some time
and which the people of Australia want
to continue to enjoy. The continued in-
creases in the prices of necessary food
commodities, such as bacon, eggs and
milk, the recent increases of 7d. per lb.
for cheese and is. for butter, have placed
many of these foods beyond the reach of
workers on low incomes.

Bacon and eggs used to be the usual
breakfast of the average worker. It is
not so now. There are many workers who
cannot afford a breakfast of bacon and
eggs on account of the high price of
these commodities. At 4s. 2d. butter is
in the luxury class, and because there is
a limit to the amount of margarine that
can be purchased, many families have to
do not only with less butter but in several
cases with no butter at all. When I refer
to the price of butter I am not saying that
the producer of butter is being overpaid;
not at all. To my mind the dairyman is
not getting too much for his product. He
Is getting scarcely enough, because any
P~rofit the dairy producer might gain in
his years of working is well earned. I
know of no one who has to work so
hard as the owner of a dairy.

Here again is felt the effect of the treat-
ment meted out to the dairy producers
by the present occupants of the Federal
Treasury benches, the famous pair, Men-
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zies and Fadden, or. as they were so aptly
described recently, "Frenzies and Mad-
den." The very manner of their treat-
ment is recoiling not on the dairy farmer
but on the average worker who has to
pay these exorbitant prices for the hum-
ble and necessary food to keep body and
soul together. No matter what is said
about the basic wage and its effect on
Australian economy, the worker of Aus-
tralia is getting no benefit from it.

There are three vital factors in fix-
Ing the basic wage that react to the dis-
advantage of the wage earner. The first
of these factors is the lagging of wages
behind prices; the second is the non-in-
clusion of fruit and vegetables in the "C"
series Index and the third, allowance for
rent. Whenever the basic wage has in-
creased the workers' pay envelope has in-
creased by that amount, but it is three
months behind the times. I realise I
am reiterating something which has been
said here very often but I feel it is
necessary to repeat the statement that
not only is the worker not benefiting by
the increased basic wage but that the in-
creased basic wage is not the cause of our
inflationary trouble.

If commodities such as potatoes cauli-
flowers and other vegetables, and also
fruit, were included in the "C" series
index as the formula for discovering the
basic wage, then instead of its being what
it is today, It would be considerably more.
Fruit is forbidden in many homes because
of Its high price and thus workers on the
basic wage are unable to buy the com-
modities necessary for the health of them-
selves and their families. The amount
allowed for rent is farcical. I believe that

the amount provided in the "C" series index
is £1 2s. 3d. or thereabouts. Is there any-
one in this Chamber who could get a
house of the lowliest description or even
a single room for £1 28. 3d. per week?
Of course not! Yet that is a factor In
the formula on which the basic wage is
fixed.

There is a school of thought persistently
contending that the Increased basic wage
is one of the causes of the inflationary
spiral. I deny that statement. It is false
reasoning. The increase in the basic wage
is an effect, not a cause of inflation. One
of the principal reasons for the increase
in the basic wage is the profit margin.
Recently we have been able to read in the
financial columns of the daily Press of
the extraordinary margin of profits gained
by some of the companies. One that
occurs to my mind is Holdens, the motor
firm, whose balance sheet last year showed
a profit of 30 per cent., while the profit
of the Broken Hill Pty. Co. was UP to
50 per cent. many other companies could
be named that are making extraordinary
profits right down the line of up to 15
and 20 per cent.

I have always contended that one reason
why price control is not effective is that
the profit margin of companies is not pro-
perly inquired into. I am not one to con-
tend that there should not be a reason-
able profit in business. Necessarily there
must be or business could not be carried
on, but I do object to unreasonable and
excessive profits. On many occasions in
this Chamber I have urged that until the
margin of profit is properly controlled,
we cannot have proper price control.

According to Sir Arthur Fadden, the
policy launched by the Commonwealth
Government is arresting inflation. I
maintain that that statement has no
foundation In fact. The yardstick with
which to measure the inflationary spiral
is the basic wage. Nobody will deny that.
Let us consider the position. The late
John Curtin took charge of the govern-
ment of the Commonwealth in October,
1941, when the then Menzies-Fadden Gov-
ernment. abdicated or was defeated in the
House. Curtin was called upon to form
a Government, although his party were in
a minority not only in the House of Rep-
resentatives but also In the Senate. Mr.
Curtin died in 1945 and was succeeded by
the Rtt. H-on. Ben Chifley. The Chifley
Government was defeated and the Men-
zies-Fadden Government took office in
1949.

Thus from 1941 to 1949, there were eight
years of Labour rule. When the Curtin
Governent took office in 1941, the Federal
basic wage was £3 l9s. When the Chifley
Labour Government was defeated in 1949.
it was £8 6s. Today it is E11 3s.. so the
Federal basic wage increased by £2 7s. in
eight years while Labour was in office and
by E4 178. in three years under anti-Labour
rule. Deducting two real increases of £ 1
and Vs. the actual increase is £3 10s.. but
adding the extra 8s. 5d. in the State basic
wage, the actual increase is £3 18s. 5d.
in the lace of those facts, we still have
Mr. Menzies and Sir Arthur Fadden de-
claring that their policy has arrested the
inflationary spiral.

Mr. Hoar: They will not be In office for
long.

Mr. NEEDHAM: If any further proof
were required that they are wrong, I should
like members of the Government or its
supporters to suggest it. I presume that Sir
Arthur Padden. in his Budget speech to-
morrow, will still contend that his finan-
cial policy is arresting inflation.

In the light of all this, it is interesting
to note a very important statement made
by the Attorney General, the member for
Mt. Lawley. On his return from Brisbane
where he attended a conference of State
Ministers for Prices, he said that wages
and prices were not yet stabilised. What
an astounding statement for the Attorney
General to make! I should like him to give
us an explanation of it. This instability
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has been increasing ever since the Men-
zies-Fadden party took charge in the Fed-
eral sphere.

I read a little while ago in-R-ydge's"'-
a monthly publication, which cannot be
charged with having anything to do with
Labour-a statement to this effect:

Basic Wage and Taxation.
The quarterly adjustment of the

basic wage is intended to enable the
workers to buy in the incoming three
months food, clothing, household
items, etc. they were unable to buy
in the previous three months. That
is all right in theory but it does not
come out that way in Practice. In-
creased taxation comes into the ques-
tion. On an average a worker loses
one-seventh of the amount he should
receive to enable him to meet the In-
creased costs of commodities and so
break even. In some cases he is really
down one shilling in real wages in-
stead of having an increased real
wage.

There is a statement from a monthly
magazine that no one could accuse of
having any Labour sympathies.

Another important statement made a
little while ago by Sir Arthur Fadden is,
to say the least of it. extraordinary. When
it was mentioned to him that the Federal
basic wage had increased by 8s., this was
his comment-

Apart from food there was not much
rise.

Is that not a serious and essential part
of the whole trouble? A man and his
wife can go along fairly well for a year
or two without new clothing. They might
struggle along with children whose boots
are not in good condition or whose clothes
are not as satisfactory as they might be.
But they cannot go very far without food.
Because of the increased price of food.
many of the children of this State are
not receiving proper nourishment, and
neither are their fathers and mothers.

Yet this gentleman, this Sir Arthur
Fadden, the Commonwealth Treasurer,
brushes the whole thing aside by saying
that apart from food there is not much
rise. I have cut out from "The Daily
News" of the 3rd April, 1952, a state-
ment in connection with a Gallup Poll.
which is headed "Food Blamed For
£11 13s. Basic Living." The position is
worse today. The article reads as fol-
low:-

In the past six months, the cost of
keeping a family of four has risen
by l7s. to at least £11 13s., a Gallup
Poll shows.

Nearly 2000 people in all six States
were asked:

"In your opinion what is the smal-
lest amount the average family of four
needs each week, to keep in health
and live decently-that is, the smal-
lest amount for all expenses, Including
rent?"

The average answer was £11 13s.
Men and women, as groups, were in
close agreement in their estimates.

Here's how basic wage figures since
1945 compare with poll estimates of
the minimum living cost for a family
of four. The gap has narrowed to 23s.,
largely covered by child endowment of
15s. for two children:

Gallup Poll.

1945
1946
1949
1950
1951
Feb.
Aug.
1952
Now

Basic
Wage.
4 16 0
4 16 0
61 0
6 12 0

Gallop
Poll.

6 '7 11
6 10 0
7 87
89 6

... ... 8 9 0 10 0 0

... ... 9 80 10 16 0

10 10 0 11 13 0
Unskilled workers placed their esti-

mate at £11 6s., and farmers (who
can grow some requirements) were
even lower at £10 19s.

People who are themselves in fami-
lies of four placed their minimum
living cost at £ 11 19s. a week, which
is 6s. above what everyone estimates
it to be.

Asked for a food costs estimate.
men answered an average £6 its., and
women an average £6 2s., giving an
overall average of £6 6s. 6d.

There is no need for me to quote any
further. That proves some of the conten-
tions I have made. It shows the differ-
ence between what the basic wage is and
what it would be if we had a proper
formula. If the extraordinary prices of
vegetables and fruit were included in the
"C" index, the basic wage would be con-
siderably higher.

There is another phase of this mat-
ter to which I wish to refer. Incidentally.
it was mentioned by the Leader of the
Opposition. I allude to the attack fre-
quently made on the worker that he is not
doing his bit: that he is not pulling his
weight. In other words, to use a collo-
quialism, he is loafing on the Job. My
colleagues and I in this Chamber have
consistently and continuously denied those
statements, and it is refreshing to find
there are other people in the community
who do not share in that slander of the
Australian worker.

I Propose to quote two or three of them
-and they are not members of the Labour
Party. The first one is the present Min-
ister for Labour In the Federal Parliament,
Mr. Molt. In Sydney a little while ago
he said to a large audience-

Don't knock the worker. Some
workers might be doing less than they
might, but with the proper equipment
Australia could get production equal
to the world's best.
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To those who hold a poor opinion
of the Australian worker he would
say: "Go Into the mines, the steel-
works, the shearing sheds, the wheat-
fields and farina.

"If you think the workers are going
too slowly, then have a go yourself.

"I am not going to condone strikes,
but because strikes are dramatic and
are featured in the Press, we are apt
to think that if strikes were elimin-
ated tomorrow our production prob-
lems would be over," he said.

"Last year, for every 1,000 days
worked throughout industry, the loss
from strikes was only 1.2 days.

"That may not be a completely
balanced picture, because strikes were
more frequent in some sections of in-
dustry than others."

That is the Federal Minister for Labour,
a Liberal member, contending that the
slander against the Australian worker is
not justified, and that in the mines, fac-
tories, workshops and farms he is doing
everything asked of him. Here is another
phase. He talks about the employers' in-
efficiency-

The Federal Minister for Labour
(Mr. Holt) said that he hoped to see
the day when Australian unions would
put pressure on "inefficient and slip-
shod employers" to make them im-
prove their methods.

That certainly wants attending to-
Mr. Holt, who was addressing a

meeting of the Chartered Institute of
Secretaries, said that American unions
policed employer efficiency.

"Instead of waiting for manage-
mnents to improve their plant and
efficiency, American unions send their
own inspectors round the factories,"
said Mr. Molt.

"I know of cases where unions have
actually advanced money to employers
who have been short of funds to get
production and maintain employment.
It is a practice we can usefully recom-
mend to the opposite numbers of
American unions in Australia."

I would not go so far as to support the
suggestion by Mr. Holt that our trade
unions should advance money to employers
to get better production, but I do agree
with him that one of the causes of lower
production is not the Indifference, lethargy
or incompetence of the Australian worker
but, in many instances, outmoded
machinery, inadequate plant and, very
often, inefficient management. Evidently
that is what Mr. Molt, who is the Federal
Minister for Labour, thinks. I have one
more quotation, this time from Professor
Wood.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: You are making
the Premier laugh.

Mr. NEEDHAM: He is only human. The
following is a newspaper report of what
Professor Wood had to say:-

Professor Wood attacked the belief,
which he said was far too common,
that the Australian workman was a
slacker. "We are producing more coal
than ever before in our history and
are probably producing more steel. We
are certainly producing no less of all
the needful commodities," Professor
Wood said.

"We have come a long way as a
result of this relatively slight setback
which may do us a power of good,"
he said.

While Professors Copland and Wood
were making their statements, State
Electricity Commission chairman
R. A. Hunt was announcing that the
commission would be forced to sack
1,500 more men and sell £5,000,000
worth of machinery, cement and steel
because of finance restrictions.

The latter portion of that statement
almost induces me to go on about in-
creased unemployment, but I may have
an opportunity later in the session to em-
phasise that point in regard to our
economy. One indicator of the present
position, showing how unemployment is
growing fast in Australia. is the fact, ac-
cording to a statement in one of the papers
yesterday, that applications were called for
two unskilled workers in some part of Vic-
toria, and the applicants had to be at the
factory at 8.15 am. When 8.15 arrived,
there were 120 applicants for the two un-
skilled Jobs, and one of the two men
appointed had been there from 3 o'clock
in the morning. That is an indication of
our economy so far as unemployment is
concerned.

When the Menzies-Fadden combination
took over, we had full employment: there
were more jobs than there were men and
women to fill them, but now, after three
years of their rule, we find we have some-
thing like 100,000 people unemployed in
the Commonwealth. Just one more illus-
tration and then I shall finish. I have said
a lot against the Menzies-Fadden Govern-
ment, and I may say more later. But they
did one good turn to Australia, these two
men, in 1941, when they abdicated and
allowed a Labour Government to take over.
They abdicated at the most crucial time
in Australia's history, when Japan. a re-
lentless foe, was hammering at our door,
and was almost in our country. Theft
abdication saved Australia from a Japan-
ese invasion. If they were to repeat that
good turn to Australia by abdicating again
and allowing another Labour Government
to take over, it would save Australia's
economy from destruction.

HON. J1. B. SLEEMAN (Fremantle)
[8.38]: I wish to say a few words on the
Supply Bill before it goes through. I do
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not think this Government is worthy of
any Supply, because of the way it carries
out its duties.

T7he Premier: You will not get any sal-
ary if there is no Supply.

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN: The Premier
need not start biting so soon. I can re-
member the member for Toodyay, now
the Minister for Lands, being here when
there was a Government of the same
calibre as the present Administration. He
was a supporter of that Government,
which was composed of Country Party
members and I am not sure whether the
others were called Liberals or Win-the-
War Party, or the National Party, but it
was one of them. Now it is the Country
Party-L.C.L. The L.C.L. was created by
the member for Beverley, and the people
who comprise the party have ignored him.
He was dropped from everything after
creating the party.

The present Government is just the
Country Party and the L.C.L.. the same as
the Government that the Minister for
Lands supported some years ago. It was
then called the "Work for All Govern-
ment", but it did not provide work for
anyone-unless it was pulling grass from
the footpaths. I hate to think that I have
to go through the same thing again. It
was a nightmare to me, because we had
to supply the single men in Fremantle
with soup kitchens without assistance
from the Government. We had to collect
the money by voluntary contributions; and
from the way things are going, we are
heading in that direction again.

I can see things drifting. Efforts should
be launched to make work and to keep it
going, but the Government is not doing
that. The Premier, when introducing this
measure, said some of the money would
be for Fremantle, but I want to know what
he has done for Fremantle. Yesterday
there were 50 men dismissed from the
Fremantle harbour works and, according
to the member for Collie, 60 men were
dismissed from the Wellington Dam. They
will not be able to stay at Wellington
Dam, but will have to come to the city
or go to country towns and there will
not be work or housing or anything else
available for them.

The 50 men dismissed from the har-
bour works have nothing to do, as there
IN% no other employment available for
them. I have rung the National Service
Department several times lately and have
been informed that there are no jobs of-
fering for men or women. I interviewed
the Minister for Works and he told me it
was all because of finance and that he
would see what could be done. Unfor-
tunately he is off to Canberra. The Pre-
mier has just returned from Canberra,
with as much money as he could get, and
I do not know why the Minister for
Works is going there, but at all events
these people will not be able to Inter-
view him for some time.

I do not know whether the Premier will
agree to meet them and see what can be
done but I hope he will do so, in an en-
deavour to keep them in work. It is only
a few months ago that the Premier said
there was any amount of money available
but insufficient men and materials. We
are now told that the men and materials
are available, but that there is no money.
It is only a few months since the Govern-
ment said that there was work that was
urgently required to be started at Fre-
mantle. I refer to the upriver harbour
extensions, the bridges that were to be
built and the new berth that was to be
constructed in the present harbour.

Why not carry on with that job now?
The men that have been dismissed could
be employed on the new berth in the pre-
sent harbour instead of being stood off. I
am satisfied that this Government-in-
tentionally or otherwise-is setting out to,
create an unemployment problem, because-
it must realise what it is doing in sacking:
50 men one day and 60 the next.

The Premier: You know that is not
right. What Government would set out to
create an unemployment problem?

Ron. J. B. SLEEM.AN: The Premier
knows that if there are plenty of men.
unemployed the workers are more docile,~
He will not deny that the Employers'
Federation likes to see a fair number of
unemployed men about the country.

The Premier: The federation does no
such thing; it knows the dangers of un-
employment,

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN: I am dreading a

return of the bad old days--
The Premier: Do not be so pessimistic!
Ron. J. B. SLEEMIAI: I am not pes-

simistic, but it is difficult to avoid pes-
simism when one realises what the Gov-
erniment is doing. I asked the Minister
for Works tonight-

1. Is he aware that residents of
North Fremantle-including pen-
sioners--paid their deposits two years
ago and are still waiting for their
premises to be connected to the sewer-
age system?

2. Will he see that these connec-
tions are made immediately?

3. If not, why not?
He replied-

1. Yes.
2. Every endeavour will be made

to finalise pending commitments as
soon as possible, depending on the ex-
tent to which loan funds and plumbers
are available.

Could anyone imagine the Minister giving
such an answer when asked to make a
few small connections to the sewerage
system at North Fremantle? Then the
Premier says that the Government is not
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trying to create unemployment. When the
Government brought down the Estimates
last year it could find money for many
things, but today it is putting men off.
Last year the Goverrnent found £240,000
to subsidise the cartage of superphosphate
by road, but now it cannot find a few
thousand pounds to keep men working.

One cannot blame the metal trades
workers for this. Had they been on strike
last year the Government would have said
that it was awing to the metal trades strike
that the super bad to be sent by road,
but that excuse was not available. The
Government did send that freight by road,
depriving the railways of all the revenue
and feeding the private contractors to the
extent of £240,000.

The Premier: We never deprived the
railways of the carriage of one bag of
super.

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN: Would not the
Talways have carted the super had it
not been transported by road?

The Premier: What is the use of cart-
ing super if it cannot be put out?

Ron. J. B. SLEEMAN: Do not talk
foolishly! The Government spent £240,000
to spoon-feed the farmers and cart their
;super by road Instead of giving that
:freight to the railways. I mentioned the
maetal trades just now, and there is another
instance of the Government trying to
create unemployment.

The Premier: You are talking to the
gallery tonight.

Hon. 3. B. SLEEMAN: Because the Gov-
ernment had a few men on strike at East
Perth it decided there were not enough
out and took the job to Midland Junction,
where everything was peaceful. It had the
dismissal notices waiting for the men as
soon as they refused to scab on their mates.
The Premier knew they would not do that
any more than he would scab on the
Employers' Federation. As soon as they
refused to do so he gave them their dis-
missal notices, but he was not content
with that. Things were not going badly
enough and so he said that the boys at
the State Engineering Works would have
to be sent out and he brought work from
a private engineering works to the State
Engineering Works. The Premier did not
have the brains of a cockroach if he did
not realise that they would stop work in
those circumstances.

Mr. Grayden: Now tell us the one about
Goldflocks. and the three bears.

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN: I believe the
Government has set out deliberately to
cause unemployment and I want to know
what it is going to do about the men dis-
missed from the harbour works at Fre-
mantle. Is the Government going to pro-
ceed with the necessary work that it said
was so urgent last year. in order to pro-
vide Jobs? The Premier, through His

Excellency the Governor, told us that
everything in the garden was lovely. His
Excellency said that in spite of difficulties
arising from the loan position and the
metal trades strike, the State remained
economically sound and that the employ-
ment position was satisfactory. I am not
blaming His Excellency, because he was
not responsible for writing that.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member
for Fremantle cannot discuss the Address-
in-reply while speaking to this motion.

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN: His Excellency
made certain statements this year. They
did not come from him, but from the Pre-

mewh told His Excellency to say that
the State was economically sound and
that everything in the garden was lovely.
I want to know what the Premier is going
to do about the men who have been dis-
missed. Will he see that they are replaced
or will he employ them on the berth that
is so urgently required at the Fremantle
harbour? If not, will he see that they
are given work on one of these bridges
that has been promised? Otherwise these
people might have to walk round the
streets looking for work,

I do not want to see any more soup
kitchens in Fremantle such as we had
before, and it is about time the Premier
told us what he intends to do for these
people who have been put out of work.
The member for Collie can speak on what
Is happening in his electorate. There are
60 unemployed men down there and if 110
men can be put out of work in one day,
how many wore will be put off next week?
If that happens, by the time the festive
season comes many people will have to go
without a Christmas dinner, If the Pre-
mier is not going to do anything, it might
be worth while reducing his Supply. The
present Premier has been granted millions
more than any other Government and yet
he is endeavouring to create an unemploy-
ment problem. Something will have to be
done and done quickly because the work
Is there. The Premier told His Excellency
to say that the State is economically
sound and that the employment
position is quite satisfactory. Therefore
he will have to do something and do it
quickly for these men who have been put
out of work, otherwise there may be fur-
ther trouble.

MR. GRAHAM (East Perth) [8.521:
The Government. through the Minister for
Education, announced recently that it in-
tended to appoint a Royal Commission to
inquire into the Kindergarten Union and
its administration. I am disappointed
that the Minister did not Permit matters
to take their course as he knew perfectly
well that it was the intention of certain
members on both sides of the House to
raise the question with a view to having
a Select Committee or an Honorary Royal
Commission appointed for the purpose of
probing this important subject.
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From my experience of one Royal Com-
mission I would say that we may as well
save the taxpayer's money. It is far better
for members themselves to investigate
these questions, particularly the important
matter of kindergartens where so many
members are directly associated and have
been actively connected with kindergarten
work for a great number of years. As
the Government, in accordance with its
published statement, will probably appoint
a Royal Commissioner or Commissioners
In the near future, it is my intention to
say a few words about the Kindergarten
Union in the hope that when the Govern-
ment draws up the terms of reference it
will have some regard not only for what I
say but also for what I believe to be the
general feeling of those actively associated
with kindergarten work.

This is an important matter that affects
all of us. It certainly affects the finances
of the State because the Government now
makes an annual grant of £17,000-a con-
siderable sum of money-and that money
is paid to the Kindergarten Union as dis-
tinct from the affiliated operating kinder-
gartens. In addition, a sum of £550 is
paid to the union by the Lotteries Com-
mission. I notice, from the last balance
sheet of the Kindergarten Union, that its
expenses for the year totalled approxi-
mately £,24,000. Let me say now that of
this £17,000 made available to the Kinder-
garten Union by this Government, not one
penny is paid to any operating kinder-
garten in Western Australia. The kinder-
gartens of which I speak are the bodies
responsible for accommodating the child-
ren, providing them with facilities and so
on. The manag-ement of the Kindergarten
Union is topheavy. I feel, too, that In
recent years it has degenerated to become
an institution where people of the upper
strata of society are prone to preen them-
selves before others and take satisfaction
in being associated with the Kindergarten
Union because of the high esteem in which
it is held.

To illustrate what I mean: At the
annual meeting of the Kindergarten
Union, held recently, there was a galaxy
of talent, and among those present were
Lady Gairdner. Lady Frances Cole, Lady
Burley, Lady Lefroy, Lady Lee Steere. and
I do not know how many more of them.
Delegates attended from the various kin-
dergartens for the purpose of transacting
business at that annual meeting and to
deal with matters which were of consider-
able concern to them. But those occupying
high position in the Kindergarten Union
were more concerned with entertaining
the distinguished and titled ladles among
them, resplendent as they were in their
furs and dripping with diamonds
and the rest of it; in other words, it was
a social occasion.

I repeat that this £17,000-and I comn-
mend the Government for increasing the
figure to that sum because it was done

with the best intentions in the world-
made available to the Kindergarten Union
does not find its way-not one penny of
it-into the kindergartens themselves. As
members who are familiar with this pre-
school work probably know, the individual
kindergartens are called upon to pay, in
addition to their annual affiliation and
other charges, a sum of no less than £13
per annum for every child attending the
kindergarten. That, too, finds its way into
the coffers of the Kindergarten Union.

Mr. Totterdell: What are they doing
with the money?

Mr. GRAHAM: I will tell the hon. memn-
ber about that in a moment. So it will
be seen that far from Public revenue find-
ing its way to these battling, struggling
kindergartens, the money flows in the op-
posite direction. It Is true that the Kin-
dergarten Union undertakes the task of
training young women to become directors
or teachers. For some unknown reason,
it is regarded as essential that they must.
have the leaving certificate and then must.
attend a three-year training course. All
that to deal with little toddlers who are
taught little more than how to play and
associate with other children-three, years.
of training for that type of work!I

While it may be an ideal, it is certainly
an extravagance in view of the existing
state of affairs. It Is something which
the Kindergarten Union and movement
cannot afford. The teachers are supplied
by the Kindergarten Union, but speaking
of one of the affiliated kindergartens, with
which I have been associated since its
formation, we pay £400 on account of these
levies of £13 per child and the salary paid
to the director of the kindergarten totals
£300 annually. Therefore I speak most feel-
ingly on this matter when I say that the
moneys provided by the Governent, or
at least a considerable Proportion of them,
should be granted to the operating kinder-
gartens themselves to carry on their work.
and if the Government feels so disposed
the balance to go to the headquarters or
administration of the Kindergarten Union.

I have no idea what sum of money is
Paid to the executives of that organisa-
temn All sorts of figures have been ban-
died about but I am told that in two cases,
at any rate, a four-figure sum is paid to
the women who occupy certain Posts. They
may be highly qualified, as undoubtedly
they are; they may be enthusiastic and
active in their work and they may be per-
forming a real service. But we must have
some regard for the other side of the pic-
ture about which I will say a few words
Presently.

Last Year a financial statement was read
out at the annual meeting and members
will appreciate from these Papers I have in
front of me, which consist of half a dozen
Pages of figures, how difficult it would be
for anyone to comprehend and understand
the significance of them by having the
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figures read out. It was suggested seriously
by the management of the Kindergarten
Union that this was an economy move:
that instead of everybody being supplied
with a copy, by typing off one or two
copies quite a considerable amount of
money could be saved, If we are to talk
on a domestic note for a moment, as I
have said before, as President of a kinder-
garten, I know that a roneod circular is
inserted in an envelope, accompanied by a
postage stamp and is sent to every kinder-
garten affiliated with the Kindergarten
Union,

For example, say they send one on the
seventh of the month-there is nothing
urgent about it at all. Another is sent on
the ninth of the month and Yet another
on the fifteenth; they are sent out every
two or three or four days and the cost
of postage and stationery must be colossal.
In the great majority of cases these covers
merely contain reports and matter which
could be bundled together and sent out
every fortnight or month. There is no
thought of economy there but In the mat-
ter of an important financial document
it was necessary to administer the eco-
nomy axe.

Mr. Yates: Does the union show a
profit?

Mr.- GRAHAM: No, a loss of
£16,223 Os. id. There are quite a
number of particulars concerning the
Kindergarten Union about which I could
be critical, but my main suggestion is that
something should be done from the top
because I repeat that it is top-heavy. If
some endeavour is not made to do some-
thing for the kindergartens themselves, by
the end of this year. and If I am any sort
of judge, the majority of the kinder-
gartens in Western Australia will be bank-
rupt. many of them are paying for this
term only a fraction of the levies, because
they simply cannot afford the whole
amount. I do not know where they will
find the money for the last term.

In the case of my kindergarten it is
£130 for the final term and the source
of income is exceedingly limited;, It is
£15 from the Lotteries Commission and £35
from the Perth City Council. The rest
has to be obtained by rattling money
boxes; by mothers baking and raffling
cakes or by engaging in embroidery work
or something of that sort. All these
people are honorary workers, striving to
do a service for the kiddies of the com-
munity and all the time they are harassed
as to where the next penny is to come
from, whilst some thousands of pounds are
being spent by headquarters, namely the
Kindergarten Union.

The individual kindergartens are re-
sponsible for the erection of kindergarten
prem'ses and buildings. Where they are
using other premises, the kindergarten
itself pays the rent; it is responsible for
purchasing the furniture, the tables. chairs,

easels and so on. It is responsible for the
provision of the outdoor playing equip-
ment; It has to provide the toys and in-
structional items which are used in the
kindergarten itself. If there is fruit or
any such side-lines provided for the kiddies,
these too are a debit against the local
committee. They also have to pay for
such things as flour for making dough for
modelling and plastic work, chalk and
paper. etc.

All this has to be provided and paid for
by the affiliated kindergartens, They also
have to pay for electricity and gas,
general overheads, rent of the telephone
and the cost of the telephone calls In
the secretary's residence. They have to
pay for stationery, postage, incidentals
and so on, and I reiterate, with no finan-
cial support whatever from the Kinder-
garten Union and of course no financial
support whatever from the Government
itself. To my mind the Gove rnm ent has
been dealing with the matter the wrong
way round and there is at the present
moment a feeling that is growing, not
only in the metropolitan area but in the
country as well, that it would be far better
for the individual kindergartens to secede
from the Kindergarten Union so as to
overcome this matter of paying levies to
headauarters and to operate on their own
account.

Mr. Hutchinson: From, where would they
obtain the teachers?

Mr. GRAHAM: That, of course, is the
difficulty and the teachers or directors
would have to be obtained from the same
source as the private kindergartens oper-
ating in the metropolitan area. I do feel
that something would be lost if that course
were followed. Might I suggest to the
Government something which could be
embraced in the terms of reference,
namely, that the Government itself should
assume the responsibility for the training
of the kindergarten teachers. Perhaps
there could be a setup such as an annexe
to the Teachers' College to control the
facilities there. Surely the lecturers could
be provided and so on.

Of course money is not as plentiful as
it was, as the Treasurer well knows. There
could possibly be at corresponding reduc-
tion in the rant made available to the
kindergarten movement and at least a
reasonable proportion of the funds avail-
able paid to each one of the affiliated
kindergartens operating, to make sure that
the money goes where it can do most good
-that is to the affiliated kindergartens
which are responsible for the handling of
the children and which provide all the
facilities, supervision and so on. I am
despondent with the setup and I make
only one further reference to the adminis-
tration of the Kindergarten Union.

I informed members Just now of the
unsatisfactory nature of the annual meet-
ig of the Kindergarten Union. There
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were in attendance, of course, representa-
tives of the various affiliated kindergartens,
but in addition to that under the rules of
the Kindergarten Union-I have a Copy
in my hand as I speak-any person who
has contributed 5s. by way of donation
to the Kindergarten Union is entitled to
attend its meetings with full authority to
speak and vote.

All that is necessary is for someone to
have £10 in his pocket with which to
sponsor a number of friends at 5s. each
and he could then dominate the entire
situation, not only for this year, but also
for the succeeding year. Let me read Rule
7 which states--

Every person paying to the union, to
an affiliated committee or to an affili-
ated pre-school Centre committee, a
subscription of five shillings at least
.shall be a member of the Union for
the financial Year to which such sub-
scription relates and thereafter until
the close of the annual meeting held
in the succeeding financial year.

So, for 5s., it is possible for a person to
have as much say as a kindergarten for
a period of approximately two years.
When the annual meeting is held, apart
from the tall poppies that are present,
there are a number of people who have
contributed, some of them more than 5s.,
and there are paid members of the staff
to supply the necessary number of votes
to ensure that certain things are not done.
Accordingly, in this most important work
of pre-school training, a most shocking
state of affairs exists, and I hope that the
terms of reference of the Royal Cominis-sion will be sufficiently embracing to allow
matters to be set right, because, believe
me, this is long overdue.

Another matter to which I wish to refer
relates to housing. I understand that at
present if the occupant of a State-rental
home desires to purchase the house for
himself, it Is necessary to pay the full
amount to the State Housing Commis-
sion. It may be objected that the person
could approach a. bank or other institution
and raise the requisite money with which
to purchase a home or at feast satisfy the
claim of the Housing Commission. How-
ever, members are aware that to borrow
money at present is exceedingly difficult.
but if that obstacle were overcome and
a person could raise £1,800 on a £2,500
house through a financial institution, it
would mean that the purchaser would
have to be able to lay his hand on approxi-
mately £700.

It is quite fantastic to think that any
working man, at any rate, would have
anything approaching that sum. I
say frankly that I have been op-
posed to the Government policy of
selling any of these homes for the
time being. They have been erected by
Government money to provide accommo-
dation for hardship cases, and until such

time as the chronic housing shortage ha:
been overcome, all of these houses shoulc
have been retained by the Coramissil
to provide accommodation for needi
families. instead of that, a numbcr havi
been sold at ridiculously low prices. Ix
one instance that has already been men.
tioned in this Chamber, a home that cos'
the owner £1,450 was disposed of by hin
for almost £4,000.

These homes were not erected to alloy
a select few to become rich, They weri
erected by Government money to housi
needy families. This decision on the par'
of the Government was to my mind defin.
Itely wrong. It means that one clan
only will be in a position to purchas4
the homes they are renting and thai
will be a class of person who has irony
£000 to £1I,000. People of that ilk do no'
require a great deal of consideration ironr
the Government. If they have such
sum of money, it should be possible foi
them to arrange for the erection of thoui
own homes and supplement what the3
have in hand by securing a bank advance

Now, however, the working man, insteac
of being able to pay a few shillings off hi:
home weekly as hitherto, will be com-
pletely denied. Had these homes beer
retained by the Commission, the person:
paying rent could later have been creditec
with a proportion of their rentals and ft
a number of cases they would have hac
several hundred pounds to their credit
Many people have been able to advanci
their positions and advantage themselve,out of the taxpayers' money, which V
something that is totally wrong.

There will be an opportunity to discus!
matters generally affecting the Stati
when the debate on the Address-in-replI
is continued. My chief purpose in rls.
ing tonight was to address a few words
particularly to the Minister for Education
about the kindergarten work so that h(
might give attention to certain aspect!
that otherwise might have been over.
looked when drawing up the terms of reien
ence for the Royal Commission. Before re-
suming my seat, I have a few words Uc
direct to the Premier. This afternoon:
asked a question without notice about thi
attendance of additional members of thi
Police Force within the precincts of Parlia-
ment.

The Premier: How many additional?

Mr. GRAHAM: Without going out o:
my way to discover the number, I notleec
three uniformed men and three plain.
clothes men. Let me make it quite cleaw
that my remarks are in no way to be con,
strued as criticism of those men, whi
presumably were doing their duty amc
carrying- out Instructions. I believe tha
their presence was due, not to any inspira.
tion on the part of the Commissioner o
Police, but to a request from a certaix
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Minister that certain steps should be
taken, and I consider it showed bad taste
on the part of the Government.

The Premier: Which Minister?
Mr. GRAHAM: It might be better for

the Premier to make inquiries amongst the
few Ministers.

The Premier:- I do not know.
The Attorney General: There was no

request by the Minister for Police.
Mr. GRAHAM: It is an Insult to the

citizens, and particularly the industri-
alists of the State, to suggest that because
certain legislation was to be introduced
tonight that possibly will have far-reach-
lng implications and because a number of
unionists desired to listen to the delibera-
tions of their members, which they have
a perfect right to do.- incidentally the
Joint House Committee has provided
facilities by placing a signboard and
better lighting outside the House--some-
body should get the idea that a pack of
desperadoes was going to descend on the
House, and that it requires additional
members of the Police Force to come here
for the purpose of maintaining law and
order.

The Premier:, I do not think anybody
got that idea.

Mr. May: Then why are they here?
Mr. GRAHAM:, There is no need for

the Premier to endeavour to be as inno-
cent as all that about it. It is not a mere
accident; and I say to the Premier ad-
visedly that actions such as that, of which
I am not necessarily accusing him person-
ally, can quite easily have the opposite
result to what is intended. It Is foolish
acts such as that which tend to incite
men, and tend perhaps to make them em-
bark upon what might be regarded as
irresponsible steps. The thought which
pervades is that because members of the
public seek to occupy positions in the
public gallery they are to be regarded as
suspects, as potential criminals or law-
breakers. Surely that is a very poor atti-
tude for those in authority to take, and
I refuse to believe-

The Premier: 1 am sure it is not the
attitude of those in authority.

Mr. GRAHAM: In about a fortnight's
time. I will have been nine years a mem-
ber of this Parliament. During that time
there have been many occasions when
there have been the bitterest of debates
in this Chamber concerning all sorts of
important issues: but I have not known
an occasion previously when somebody
has seen fit to take all these precautions
which, I repeat, are most Ill-advised. I
sincerely hope that as this measure is
being debated later in this Parliament,
both in this Chamber and at the other
end of the building, the person responsible
for the disgraceful arrangements to-

night will see the error of his ways and
will not offer this gratuitous insult to the
workers of this State.

The Premier: No insult.
Mr. GRAHAM: Of course it is! I say

that it has become fashionable for certain
people to hurl all sorts of abuse at th'e
workers and their leaders. One has only
to listen as I do-goodness knows why!-
to a certain gentleman who speaks oer
the air at 10 o'clock every evening from
Monday to Friday-

Mr. May: He is no gentleman!
Mr. GRAHAM:, -and to remarks made

by the Premier and the Minister for
Transport suggesting-and this is the
fashionable part of it-that the metal
trades workers are being misguided and
misled and taken hither and thither by
communists.

The Attorney General: Are they not?
Mr. GRAHAM: They are not.
The Attorney General: I am glad to

know it.
Mr. GRAHAM: Those of us who have

not for a few minutes but for the greater
part of our adult lives, and In some eases in
our junior years, been associated with in-
dustrial matters and know the Trades Hall
backwards and forwards and inside out,
know the calibre of the men. We know
their affiliations: we know their attitude to
law and order and principles; and It does
not require a few Johnny-come-latelies
into the industrial sphere, or those who
have a little brief authority, to start hurl-
ig terms of abuse at the leaders of the
trade union and industrial movement.

This proud record of industrial peace
we have spoken about so often! If there
is one thing that will ensure hostility and
acrimony between the employers on the
one hand and the workers on the other,
it is this loose sort of irresponsible talk.
I know that at present and for several
years past one could be assured of plaudits
from the crowd and applause from the
daily Press if one classed somebody as a
communist or~tainted with red, or some-
thing of that nature. But, as I stated
several years ago, the conservative ele-
ments in this community will cry "Wolf"
too often; and perhaps some day, when
there is a genuine threat, or when there
is a communist or somebody else bent
upon some evil course of considerable
magnitude, the great majority of people
will shrug their shoulders and say. "Once
again the red bogey is being trotted out."
I resent the fact that responsible leaders
of the industrial movement should be thus
branded.

I am not suggesting necessarily that I
agree one hundred per cent. with the
attitude of or the steps that have been
taken by these people. But was there ever
a course of action taken by any group of
men with which everybody agreed one
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hundred per cent.? Surely It is obvious
from utterances by disinterested people in
%II walks of life that Mr. Galvin, who was
iesponsible for the Calvin award, took
ihto account certain factors that were no
consideration of his.

Mr. Bovell: Has the Galvin award got
at~thing to do with Western Australia?

Nr. GRAHAM: Not directly, but in-
directly it has. The fact remains that the
maigins of these skilled tradesmen, men
who have served apprenticeships, are
losirg their value, and they feel most con-
cerned about the position; and if con-
stituted authority does not take heed of
their plight, the men will have recourse
to other forms of action. I feel there has
to be recognition of the situation. To
bring it back into our own position-and
I feel it. because, after all, members of
Parliament have all sorts of responsibilities
and commitments, and when all Is said
and dcne, they have to eat and live, the
same as anyone else-when our award
was deivered in 1947-

Mr. Bovell: And talk sometimes, too.
Mr. GRAHAM: We are hearing some-

thing from the other side at the present
moment! If the member for Vasse dis-
agrees with any statement of mine, let
him be man enough to stand up and air
his views, instead of endeavouring to put
me off my track.

Mr. Bovell: I have had that Invitation
for many years from you.

Mr. GRAHAM: And the invitation still
holds good.

Mr. Hovell: Thank you!
Mr. GRAHAM: As I was endeavouring

to say-
Mr. May: Before you were rudely in-

terrupted.
Mr. GRAHAM: Very true. In 1947.

when the award, if I might call it such,
was delivered by the Chief Justice, the
President of the Arbitration Court and
the Public Service Commissioner as affect-
Ing members of Parliament, we were
awarded a gross sum which amounted to
31 times the basic wage at the time the
award was delivered. If our allowance
was correspondingly adjusted today, as I
believe it should be, we would be receiv-
ing approximately £800 a year more than
at the Present time.

Mr. Oldfleld: Are you not satisfied with
the present salary?

Mr. GRAHAM: Very definitely not!
Hon. A. Rb. G. Hawke: The member for

Maylands is overpaid on the present basis.
Mr. GRAHAM: I am not afraid to

admit it and explain the situation to any
body of people. I am certain that any
fair-minded person, when he has pointed
out to him the commitments and expenses
and Inescapable obligations of a member
of Parliament, and also the hours he is
compelled to work and the functions and

meetings he has to attend because of his
position, would agree that a member re-
ceives but a humble reward for his services.
Just as I rankle under this injustice--as
one who is receiving an unfair income-
so I can appreciate the attitude of the
metal trades workers, or any other skilled
workers.

Mr. Hovell: Why do You not go on strike
and stay away from Parliament House
for a while?

Mr. GRAHAM: MY strike will be as
hard as I can deliver it, just as soon as
the Government decides to let the people
have a say in the matter. If there is
anything I can do to turn the Government
out of office, which is its just reward, it
certainly will be done, and I shall have
no complaint whatsoever about the amount
of overtime I shall work in my endeavour
to rid this State of the Government which
now occupies the Treasury Bench.

Mr. BRADY (Guildford-Midland) [9.32]:
I feel I should say something on the Supply
Hill because the stage is fast being reached
that I visualised some three or four years
ago when speaking to the Address-in-reply
debate, namely, that the urgent require-
ments of the Guildford-Midiand electorate
would go overboard because of the shortage
of money. It appears that the Govern-
ment is now tightening up all round on
essential matters. As the member for
Guildford-Midland I have written to Gov-
ernment departments and the Ministers,
and have it from them in writing that they
are curtailing expenditure on essential
works.

Recently I drew the attention of the
Minister for Works to the necessity for
drainage in the Midvale and Bassendean
areas. I was told that the work could not
be done because of the colossal cost. I
point out to the Premier and the Minister
for Works that the Government has many
hundreds of thousands of pounds tied up
in houses in the Midvale area which, in
particular, urgently requires drainage. If
the Government does not do this work,
I am afraid its assets there, in the way of
houses, will seriously depreciate.

Just as I can mention drainage In
Midland and Bassendean. so I can men-
tion the question of water supplies being
required for various parts of the elector-
ate. and also sewerage for Midvale and
Bassendean. Hut having regard to the
fact that other important legislation Is
pending. I will not go Into these questions
in detail tonight, but will leave them till
another occasion.

I do think, however, that I should men-
tion them to the Premier at this stage
because I shall make the point later that
as unemployment is now beginning to creep
over the State, particularly in the metro-
politan area, the Guildiord-Midland
electorate will be one of the first to feel
the impact, just as it was in the period
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1929 to 1931 when I used to see from 150
to 200 men line up at the Trades Hall
every morning, month after month and
Year after year, looking for employment
and sometimes getting a measly pittance
or dole of 7s. for each man, 7s. for the
wife and 7s. for each child.

While I am on this subject, I draw the
attention of the Government and members
as well, to the fact that a man on '7s.
sustenance in 1930 was far better off than
a man on the present sustenance rate,
paid by the Commonwealth Government,
of 25s. for a man. £1 for his wife and 5s.
for each child. If we go into the figures
we find that the basic wage in 1930 was
about £3 8s. or £3 10s. so that the
sustenance rate for a married man, his
wife and two children was about 30 per
cent. of the basic wage, whereas today the
amount of social service payments is equiv-
alent to about 25 per cent. So I am fearful
of what the position is going to be in the
Guildford-Midland electorate.

The works in industrial areas where un-
employment is likely to be the greatest
are those that should be regarded as
urgent works. The new areas that have
been opened up in recent years should be
held over for the time being because in the
main the people in these centres south of
the river are mostly in administrative jobs
and possibly would be the last to feel the
full blast of a depression, whereas the
workers in the industrial areas will be the
first to feel it. Already, believe it or not,
I have dozens of people, both females and
males, seeking employment in my elector-
ate.

Mr. Grayden: Through the metal trades
strike.

Mr. BRADY: The strike is not the cause.
As the Leader of the Opposition pointed
out tonight, bank restrictions, in regard to
credit, and Commonwealth policy in regard
to importations are largely the factors that
have brought about the present position.
Getting back to the metal trades strike,
raised by the member for Nedlands, my
opinion is that the position of the Gov-
erment, because of its neglect in time to
finalise the dispute, is criminal at this
stage of our economic career in this State.

At a time when the railways were about
to be able to handle everything, and the
State could be saved hundreds of thousands
of pounds in subsidies, the Government has
seen fit to see the stoppage continue for
about six months without doing anything,
in a particular way, to offset the difficulty.
It has been said that these men could have
gone to arbitration; that they flouted arbi-
tration, and so on. But if we analyse the
position we find that is not the case. What
I am fearful of is that the Government
will-try to put these men into such a posi-
tion that they will be flouting the arbitra-
tion courts and the laws, by making amend-
ments to the Industrial Arbitration Act.
That is wrong.

It is not right to bring the men into a
Position of disrepute that they are not at
Present in, because no individual worker hi
in duty bound to accept employment or t.
wage which Is not satisfactory to him, ary
more than the Premier who may be selllig
cattle, or any other member here who inky
be Selling his services, must accept a par-
ticular price offered for what he has to T11.
It is the right of the individual to refuse
employment If the work is not going to
Provide him with a satisfactory remunera-
tion.

The Premier: Who has to decide ;hat?
Mr. BRADY: The individual, because he

does not come under the purview ef the
Arbitration Court at the present stage.
If he is not prepared to accept the wage,
he does not come before the Arbitration
Court. These men have been put out of
the court and, as individuals, they can
please themselves what wages they accept.
I fee] the President of the Arbitration
Court has advised the Government along
these lines, and that we will now have
amendments to the Act to put them in the
Position where they will be taking part
in an illegal strike.

Like the member for East Perth. I do not
agree with everything these men have done.
I would like them to have taken me more
into their confidence so that I could have
done something for them. They have
not seen fit to consult me, and have gone
their own sweet way as they are entitled
to do. As free individuals they have de-
cided to run this stoppage or dispute in
their own manner. But having regard to
the fact that the State is having to face up
to a serious economic position, the Govern-
ment should put itself out to try to
remedy the position. According to the fig-
tires Produced tonight by the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Railways, the
Government Is prepared to lose millions of
pounds rather than give these men a paltry
Increase of £50,000 or £60,000 in wages.

The Premier: Do you suggest the Gov-
ernment should agree to Increase the
margins?

Mr. BRADY: Most decidedly.
The Premier: Get it out of your mind!

Not a hope in life while this Government
is here!

Mr. BRADY: The State Government
does not appear to believe in conciliation
and arbitration which is supposed to be the
Policy of the Government and the Liberal
Party. These men are prepared to go
around the conciliation table and accept the
margin which is reasonable. But the Gov-
ernment has not seen fit to give them any-
thing, apart from the Jackson award.
which was determined for outside shops
and not for the railway shops. Many
people think the President of the Arbitra-
tion Court made an award Prior to Christ-
mas for the railway workers, but that was
not so-it was for outside shops. These
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men had the right to ask for an increased
margin and, in fairness to certain of the
heads of the Railway Department, I think
they would have agreed to the increases
asked for had they been conceded the right
to do so. The Government, however, was
trying to pander to the Employers' Federa-
tion, or some other organisation, and said
"Arbitration or nothing." The Government
has stuck its head out and has brought a
lot of trouble on itself.

The Premier: We are upholding the law
of the country.

Mr. BRADY: That could be done by
granting increased margins without going
to arbitration. Over a period of many
years there were hundreds of awards,
determinations and agreements, made by
consent, as the consequence of conciliation
meetings.

The Premier: We do not object to that.
Mr. BRADY: I do not see why the

Government should depart from that prin-
ciple, but it is apparently prepared to sacri-
fice millions of pounds rather than give
these men what is their due today. I
asked the Minister representing the Min-
ister for Railways--

1. What is the estimated loss on the
Government railways occasioned by
the present stoppage?

The Minister said in reply, that the esti-
mate of loss to the 31st of July, 1952, was
£700,000. That is a loss of approximately
£750,000 on the railways already this year.
Then I asked the Minister-

2. What subsidies have been paid
to road hauliers since January, 1952?

In reply, the Minister said that, other than
normal subsidy services which have been
operating over a number of years, the
only road transport subsidy paid was in
respect of timber and superphosphate and
amounted to £25,000 and £121,000 respec-
tively or. in round figures, £146,000 from
the 1st; January, 1952, to the 30th June,
1952. The total so far is, therefore.
£846,000 and, if we add to that the figure
mentioned tonight by the member for
Fremantle £240,000, we have a total of
over £1,000,000. The Minister for Rail-
ways tries to explain the position away by
saving that the Government could not
afford to pay the metal trades workers
double margins, which would have cost
£180,000.

My belief is that had the Government
met these men at a round table confer-
ence, they would have been prepared to
accept less than double margins on a
give-and-take basis. The Minister tried
to justify the attitude of the Government
by saying that if it agreed to the de-
mands of these men, other tradesmen
would be entitled to similar increases, and
that that would cost £250,000. He said
further that all workers would then be
entitled to the increases, which would in
that case cost over £1,000,000.

What an absurd way of trying to
wriggle out of the position in which the
Government has placed itself! On con-
sulting the awards of the -Arbitration
Court, one finds that many other workers
went back in wages in 1920 and 1921, while
the metal trades workers went forward.
Some other unions have held that up as a
grievance against the metal trades
workers. Those are the facts, and there
is no need for the Minister representing
the Minister for Railways to argue tonight
that had the metal trades workers' de-
mands been met all other workers would
have had to receive similar increases, be-
cause that does not hold water.

This stoppage has continued for six
months because of' want of reasoning on
the part of the Government. As I have
said, £1,000,000 has been wasted because
the Government was not prepared to give
these men a reasonable margin. If reason-
able margins are granted the result will
be that men will take up avocations in
the metal trades and other jobs offering
from time to time, and the economic posi-
tion of the country will be made stable in
that regard. We should aim to ensure
that men will take up these callings and
follow them rather than chase the profits
that some concerns make, year in and
year out, at the expense of the general
public.

I heard of a case the other day where
a woman, with some sons about to take
up employment, said she had had visions
of them going into the railway workshops
as tradesmen but that she now preferred
to see them go out as labourers. She felt
that they could not be worse off as
labourers than they would be as skilled
workers in the railways. We must remem-
ber that the Present policy is increasing
the cost of primary products and will
result in oversea buyers declining to pur-
chase them. That will jeopardise cer-
tain of the State's activities and create
further unemployment. The effect is
snowballing in that regard, just as it is
in relation to increased costs and the
matter of unemployment. I know of
establishments that are putting off em-
ployees and seeking every avenue of cut-
ting wage costs because of the effect of
this stoppage. I say that the Government
can be charged with a criminal neglect of
its responsibility, as a Government, In
this regard.

Furthermore, I am concerned also about
the position of new Australians in this
State. On practically every job about
the city-and in most industrial estab-
lishrnents-one finds new Australians tak-
ing the jobs that would normally be of -
fered to our own citizens. I do not blame
the newcomers but think the Government
should encourage them to take up work
in primary industries in the country areas,
where they would be of greater service
to the State. The question is becoming
serious, and I hope the Government will
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do something about it, particularly in the
case of the new Australians who are
about to land from Southern Europe and
elsewhere.

Mr. Bovell: Why could not our own
people go to the country and do that
work?

Mr. BRADY: Because, through service
in the defence forces and in other ways
they have, over the years, earned the right
to remain in the metropolitan area. They
have paid the taxes and have made it
possible for the State to be built up and
so the newcomers should be prepared to
go into the country areas. I think they
would be better off there. We should seek
every avenue to create employment in the
city for those already here and should
endeavour to see that the newcomers go
to the country centres where they are re-
quired. I will deal further with that and
other matters at a later stage.

MR. J. HEGNEY (Middle Swan) [9.50]:
The Supply Bill is a most important meas-
ure both to the Government and to Par-
liament, because failure to pass it means
that the Government must face the coun-
try.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: That would be
a good thing.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: While I am not sug-
gesting that the Bill will be defeated-
because the Government has the numbers
to support it-

Mr. Hovel!: We intend to keep them, too.
Hon. J. T. Tonkin: Fortunately the

people have a say in that.
Mr. J. HEGNEY: The interjection made

by the member for Vasse recalls to my
mind what happened in Victoria a few
years ago. The Leader of the Liberal
Party was Leader of the Opposition, and
because of his influence in the Legislativ
Council he was able to get his represen
tatives in that Chamber to refuse Supply
to the then Labour Government. led b
Mr. Cain. The issue raised-the na-
tionalisation of the private banks.-was
foreign to State politics, but the Legisla-
tive Council rejected the Supply Bill and
forced the Labour Governent to go to the
country.

The result was that the Labour Govern-
ment was decisively defeated and the Lib-
eral Party, supported by the Country Party,
took office. Mr. Holiway became Premier
but it was not long before dissension in
the ranks became apparent and finally the
Government was stabbed in the back. Mr.
Hallway was forced to abdicate because
the Country Party refused to support him
and, following an arrangement with the
Labour Party, the Country Party, com-
prising 13 members, became the Govern-
ment. Each member of the party was a
Minister and Labour supported the ar-
rangement on condition that the Country
Party brought down certain legislation.

This state of affairs existed for a couple
of years but recently, because the Country
Party refused to introduce certain legisla-
tion. Labour withdrew its support and now
we find that the Liberal Party has gone
back to support the Country Party in order
to preserve, among other things, the Legis-
lative Council of Victoria. They are afraid
that that Chamber might be thrown over-
board and both the Country Party, and
the Liberal Party, are opposed to what is
known as a redistribution of seats In that
State. That is what can happen when
Parliament refuses to pass a Supply Bill.

The Premier: That will not happen here.
Mr. 3. HEGNEY: That is what was

said in Victoria and that is what is said
in regard to communism. The Premier
will probably tell the people that, but if
be is not wide-awake to what is happen-
ing in the country with regard to increased
unemployment, one never knows what
might happen. His Government might
get short shrift and many of his supporters
might be joining the ranks of the unem-
ployed.

The Supply Bill gives us an opportunity
to discuss matters that are of importance
to our electors. I followed, with consider-
able interest, the proceedings at the recent
meeting of the Loan Council where there
was a good deal of shuffling going on. All
the Premiers tried to make themselves
look like strong statesmen, but eventually
Sir Arthur Padden, the Commonwealth
Treasurer, told them that he Could not
provide them with any more funds. The
Premiers had to retreat and accept what
was offered. For the first time the Mc-
Larty Government is in the Position that
it has to say "No" to many requests from
its supporters. Up to now, supporters of
the Government have been able to ap-
proach the Premier, and his Ministers.
and get what they liked for their elector-
ates; but now the Premier has to say to
them, as he does to other members, "You
cannot have this and that because we have
not sufficient funds."

I went through the days of the depres-
sion and I was elected to Parliament dur-
ing those times. I would not like to go
through those days again, and I hope that
this Country never faces another depres-
sion. But it appears that the Govern-
ment's financial policy of restricting credit
and tightening up money is bringing about
unemployment, and when one worker is
put out of a job it immediately affects
others, because his consuming ability is
reduced. If he has not the purchasing
power, that, in turn, affects the shop-
keeper, and so the spiral goes on.

During the war years a good deal of
criticism was levelled against Dr. Evatt,
the then Minister for External Affairs,
who, at the United Nations Organisation,
presented a case for full employment. But
the representatives of the countries pre-
sent at those meetings went back to their
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respective Governments and advocated
this policy of full employment. Dr. Evatt
was criticised in Australia and his ideas
were poob-poohed. NOW we find the Lib-
eral Party Government giving some sup-
port to his ideas, but I am afraid the
Government's policy will create, as it is
intended to create, a pool of unemploy-
ment.

Mr. Grayden: You do not think the
electors believe that stuff? You tried that
in 1949.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: The hon. member's
counterparts in the National Parliament
are most perturbed at the position today
and are now stating that the criticisms
made by Mr. Ward are nearer the truth
than the information supplied by the Com-
monwealth Minister for Labour, Mr. Holt.

Hon. A. Rt. G. Hawke: And yesterday
at Canberra the Prime Minister gave them
a pep talk.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: They are most con-
cerned about the position because they
realise that their electors are worried
about it, too. Liberal Party members of
Parliament who represent large numbers
of workers are concerned because the sup-
port of those workers might be withdrawn.
The member for Nedlands can smile be-
cause he represents a blue ribbon Liberal
seat, but the member for Canning might
have a good deal to worry about because
a large percentage of his electors are
workers. I used to represent portion of
what is now the Canning electorate, and
I know that it used to be a very poor
area.

Mr. Griffith: It Is well represented
now.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: It may be so for the
time being, but I would point out to the
hon. member the influences that can affect
it.

Mr. Griffith: You look after Middle
Swan, and I will look after Canning.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: I might be looking
after Canning too. But the Supply Bill
does give us an opportunity to discuss im-
portant matters.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: Even "The West
Australian" pointed the bone at the mem-
ber for Canning.

The Premier: He will be with us again.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: Some 12 months ago
representations were made to the Minister
for Works to extend the sewerage system
into the compact housing area of River-
vale. The Belmont Park Road Board
made strong representations and re-
quested that the sewerage system should
be extended into its district. The Minister
agreed that the proposition was feasible
and that at the first opportunity the work
should be undertaken. But it was eondl-

tioned by the absence of loan funds and
because of the fact that loan funds are
now in short supply, the question of sewer-
Ing that district is to stand in abeyance
until loan money becomes more readily
available.

We then have the spectacle of the
Minister for Education and his direc-
tor indicating to the country that,
notwithstanding the great and urgent
need for housing the school population,
and notwithstanding the fact that the
Government has imported prefabricated
schools into the country, it finds itself in
the ridiculous position that it is unable
to erect these prefabricated schools be-
cause there are no funds. That was a
statement made by the Minister for Edu-
cation himself. We have certainly got into
a~ pretty difficult position now as against
the prosperous time we experienced during
the war years and up to the last 12 months
or so. We appear now to be getting into
the doldrums and into a position similar
to that which we faced in 1930-31.

1 come now to a matter which will in-
terest the member for Canning. It is one
of very urgent importance to the Belmont
area and to the electorate I represent, also
to that represented by the member for
Canning. Nearly two years ago we passed
the Bill concerning the Bassendean Welsh-
pool chord line railway. When that Bill was
under consideration, I moved an amend-
ment during the second reading urging
that the Bill might be considered by a
Select Committee. Discussion took place
here and reasons were adduced why
Parliament should be more fully informed
on the merits of the proposal than it
appeared to be. I contended that the Bill
was more of a railway Bill notwithstand-
ing that it was before certain authorities.
Finally, in the dying hours of the session,
the Government brought the Bill down
and the Premier said to the member for
Guildford-Midland and myself that he
would expect us to go on with the debate
the next night.

We were in the dying hours of the
session and the Bill was pushed through;
it went through with peremptory haste
in the Legislative Council: it became law
and the Government started to make re-
sumptions in the Bassendean and Bays-
water areas, and these resumptions pro-
ceeded. Most of the people living in the
marshalling Yards area in Bassendean had
their properties resumed and had to
move elsewhere. Developments then took
place at Kwinana to which I shall now
refer. Last March we had a special ses-
sion to ratify an agreement between the
Government and the Anglo-Iranian Oil
Company. That agreement was ratified
and during that session I addressed several
questions to the Minister for Railways. I
might say that before I did so I received
a letter from the Bayswater Road Board
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on the 29th February, 1952; they wrote
to me regarding the chord railway as fol-
lows:-

The Board at its last meeting re-
solved that I communicate with you
and request you to ask the follow-
ing question ifl the House:-

"Is it a fact that the chord line
through Bayswater and Bassendean
is not to be proceeded with?"

This matter is of interest to the
district, and we would like to know
actually what are the present inten-
tions of the Government regarding
same.

The Belmont Park Road Board likewise
wrote to me along similar lines. Follow-
ing that I addressed several questions to
the Minister. I am not sure of the exact
date of the questions hut they were during
the March session. The following is one
of the questions I addressed to the Min-
ister:

(1) In view of the proposed estab-
lishment and development of oil works
at Kwinana, and the over-all effect
such works would have on the future
industrial development and expan-
sion of industry in the metropolitan
area, has the Government considered
whether the areas resumed for a new
railway marshalling yards in Bays-
water and the proposed line connect-
ing Bassendean with Welshpool are
now properly located.

(2) If no consideration has yet been
given to a re-examination of this pro-
posal, will he assure the House and
the people and districts vitally in-
terested that the Government will re-
survey the position in the light of
newer and important developments at
Swinana?

The following is the Minister's reply:-
(1) Consideration is being given to

the effect of the Proposed oil refinery
at Kwinana on the existing plans for
new marshalling yards at Bassendean
and the connecting line to Welsh-
pool.

(2) No such assurance can be given.
When investigations are completed the
local authorities concerned will be ad-
vised of the result.

That was in March last. Since then a
number of people whose properties are in
the route of the proposed railway have
been very perturbed as they cannot get any
satisfaction from the Minister or his de-
partment regarding their properties. They
are finding that everything is held in abey-
ance, in spite of the answer given by
the Minister representing the Minister
for Railways. A number of people have
approached me several times and I have
discussed this matter with the Minister for
Railways--I think it was about six weeks
ago-on behalf of the people who had been
getting in touch with me to ascertain what

the Position was. I was informed that it
was the intention of the Government to
gazette the proposal to proceed with the
resumption of the properties in the Bel-
mont Park area in February last, but at
the last moment and particularly in view
of the pending agreement between Kwi-
nana Oil Refinery Coy. and the Govern-
ment, it was withheld from the "Govern-
ment Gazette."

In view of the fact that the Kwinana
proposition was developing, I think it
would have been a fair thing if another
look had been taken at this problem. As
I have said, the Minister for Railways indi-
cated to me that it was the intention of
the Government to ask the Engineer-in-
Chief. Mr. Dumas, when he returned from
oversea, to Make a re-survey with Mr.
Brisbane. and that until he returned the
status quo should be maintained. I might
mention that in the answer given by the
Minister he said that if any change took
Place, the local governing authorities
would be advised, but they have received
no such advice from the Minister Yet. On
the 29th July. I was astonished to read
the following statement in "The West Aus-
tralian" under the heading "Ewinana Line
to Join Rail System." It stated-

Kwlnana will be linked to Pre-
mantle, the South-West railway sys-
tem, and, through the Proposed
Welshpool chord line, to the eastern,
northern and Great Southern railway
systems.

The Perth division of the Institution
of Engineers was told this last night
by the chairman of the W.A. Govern-
ment Railways Commission (Mr. A. G.
Hall) in a paper on railway rehabili-
tation in this State.

Railway planning in the Perth-
Bassendean-Welshpool area admirably
fitted the Kwinana oil refinery scheme,
Mr. Hall said. That locality could be
conveniently incorporated in the rail-
way system by extension of the Bas-
sendean-Welshpool chord line.

The extension would break away
from the main South-West line at the
southern end of the Proposed Welsh-
pool subyard, near Queen's Park, Pro-
ceed south-west to cross the Armadale-
Fremnantle line near Bibra Lake, andl
strike the coast midway between
Woodman Point and Cape Case.

It would junction there with the
projected southerly extension of the
Coogee line to Kwinana.

Mr. Griffith: Was he expressing his own
views, or those of the Government?

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: The Government
would not have any views.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: I cannot tell the mem-
ber for Canning. Mr. Hall is the chief
of the Railways Commission, and to a
large extent the Minister for Railways
would depend upon his advice. I know
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that the member for Canning is vitally
Interested in this matter. I certainly want
to see it cleared up by a definite state-
ment as to where the Government stands.
On the 30th July, -The West Australian"
published a subleader under the heading
'Kwinana Rail Link." Members on the
Government side should be particularly
interested in this, because most of the
leading articles in that paper are quite
favourable to the Government. In com-
menting upon the statement made by Mr.
Hall, the article said-

A firm declaration of metropolitan
railway policy in the light of the pro-
jected development of Cockburn Sound
has been made by the chairman of the
Railway Commission (Mr. Hall). It
would be foolish to read too much into
what Mr. Hall said. The position
seems to be that the commission has
selected a route for a line to be built
south of the Swan to serve Ewinana
and that, when the time comes, the
Government will be willing to under-
take the construction of the line. De-
pending on everything at Kwinana
going according to plan, and a decision
being reached to provide a commercial
port there to relieve shipping conges-
tion at Fremantle, Perth may look for-
ward to *the consummation of a pro-
ject that has been under public notice
for more than half a century.

There is no need to repeat the argu-
ments for a line south of the river.
but one obvious advantage would be a
big reduction in goods traffic passing
through Perth to and from Fre-
mantle ....

The Government's various metro-
politan railway proposals have been
made in advance of the appointment
of a town-planning authority on the
lines of the one envisaged in the legis-
lation brought down last year. The Bill
was referred to an Honorary Royal
Commission, and it is most important
that a competent body should be ap-
pointed without undue delay to integ-
rate railway policy and general metro-
politan development.

An interesting aspect of Mr. Hall's
statement is that the Bassendean-
Welshpool chord line will be part of
the southern route to serve Ewinana.
which means that the Government has
rejected any idea of striking out from
Midland Junction or some other point
east of Bassendean. The chord line
was conceived before the refinery and
the steel works became practical possi-
bilities.

I ask members to note the concluding sen-
tence of the article, which was:-

The Government, however, has made
up its mind, and It is to be hoped
that its decision will prove to be the
right one.

I should like to hear from* the Minister
representing the Minister for Railways
whether the Government has made up its
mind, whethcr Mr. Dumas and Mr. Bris-
bane are to investigate the merits of the
proposed route from Midland Junction to
Kwinana. or whether the statement made
by Mr. Hall is correct. If the statement
in 'The West Australian" is correct that
the Government has made up its mind,
I can only hope, with "The West Aus-
tralian," that it has reached a proper de-
cision.

I am pleading for the people whose pro-
perties are to be resumed if the Bassen-
dean-Welshpool chord line Is constructed.
One of those affected is an ex-serviceman
who has an option over a war service home
at Floreat Park, but he will be unable to
exercise his option unless he can sell the
property through which the projected rail-
way is to run. The trouble is that he can
get no satisfaction as to what is likely to
be done. That is the reason why a num-
ber of the residents in the locality are
dissatisfied. On the Bayswater side, the
same state of affairs exists.

I hope that the Government will an-
nounce a firm decision as soon as possible.
and so set at rest the minds of those people
who are so vitally concerned. Many of
them point out that they are getting no
younger and that they do not want to
renovate or furbish up their existing homes
if presently they have to leave them. Some
of these people have bought land In other
districts on which to build.

I realise that the answer given me by
the Minister in March last was a reason-
able one. In view of what was about to
happen at Kwinana, it was reasonable for
the Government to give further considera-
tion to the proposals, but now that Mr.
Hall has defined the proposed route south
of the river and definitely stated that the
Bassendean chord line admirably fits the
Swinana oil refinery scheme, some an-
nouncement should be made. The article
in "The West Australian" stated that the
Government had made up its mind, and
evidently the decision will stand.

Another matter I wish to mention con-
cerns the department of the Minister for
Education. In my electorate during the
last nine months, two new schools have
been under construction, and it would have
been only common courtesy on the part
of the department to advise me,. as the
member for Middle Swan, that those
schools were being erected. This seems to
be a new procedure. I inquired from the
administrative officer whether it is the
Procedure. I know that in years gone by
the member for the district was given ad-
vice as to what was taking place In his
electorate. Now he has to learn from
other sources and in devious ways what is
going on. I consider that when funds are
being spent in an electorate, advice should
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be given to the member, under the sig-
nature of the Minister concerned, as to
what work is to be undertaken and the
estimated cost. That has always been the
practice in the Past.

I may say that the Premier came into
Parliament on the same day as I did. Dur-
ing his term as member for Murray-Wel-
lington he always received courteous treat-
ment from Labour Governments, and
Ministers kept him well apprised of any
activity taking place in his constituency.
As representative of the Middle Swan
electorate, I consider I was entitled to
information concerning the schools being
erected-that at the top of the hill in
Bayswater and the one in Rivervale. I do
not propose to delay members any longer.
I do not intend to discuss the strike prob-
lem because we will have an opportunity
of doing that during the debate on an-
other motion.

BON. J. T. TONKIN (Melville) [10.221:
At the end of last session we had a
very important Bill before this House in
the rents and tenancies emergency legis-
lation, and members on this side pointed
out that the Government was opening the
flood gates, that there would be a spate
of evictions, and that it would be impos-
sible for the Government to provide ac-
commodation for those people who were
going to be turned out. The Government
secured the passage of that legislation by
giving certain undertakings in this House,
and I propose to quote those undertakings
so that there shall be no doubt about
it. The Chief Secretary in speaking on
the Bill said-

I cannot be certain because no one
knows how many evictions there will
be. We might conceivably find means
of slowing up evictions. we shall keep
abreast of the housing requirements
of evictees. The Government has made
up its mind to do this, and I think
the Government will succeed in its
attempt.

The member for Northam said-
The Government has made up its

mind to do what?
The Chief Secretary replied-

To have sufficient cottages ready
to house all evicted persons.

There is no room for doubt about that
statement: "To house all evicted persons."
No qualifications; no exemptions. That
quotation is to be found on page 1025 of
Volume 3 of "Hansard" of 1951-1952. The
Minister for Housing also made a state-
ment, and this is to be found in Volume 2
of "Hansard" of 1951 at Page 942. In this
I quote from a statement which the Minis-
ter made in "The West Australian." This
is the quotation-

Huts will accommodate evicted
tenants.

The report continued-
Plans for housing evicted tenants

were well in hand and nobody would
be out in the street, the Minister for
Housing (Mr. Wild) said yesterday.

Ron. J. B. Sleeman: Promises like pie-
crusts!

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: The point which
concerned most members at the time was
whether or not the easing of controls
would result in a large number of evic-
tions, more than the department would
be able to handle. But the Government.
through its spokesmen, assured this House
that all evictees would be housed. I sub-
mit that on that undertaking it was able
to secure the passage of the legislation.

The Chief Secretary: How can you feel
sure on that point?

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: On what point?
The Chief Secretary: That that was the

reason the legislation was passed.
Hon. JS" T.' TONKIN: Because it is a

reasonable assumption.
The Chief Secretary: You cannot be

quite sure, can you?
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: No.
The Chief Secretary: No.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: But it is a reason-

able assumption.
The Chief Secretary: Did I not say that

I thought the Government would succeed
in its attempt?

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Yes,
The Chief Secretary: That does not

imply complete certainty.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: No, but the Minis-

ter said all evicted persons would be housed
because the Government had made up its
mind to do it.

The Chief Secretary: That is right. It
was my opinion at that time.

Mr. Grayden: Does that mean all evicted
p-rsons for ever?

Hon. J. T. TONKIN4: No, but it should
have meant evicted persons for at least
12 months; and it has not gone that far.
What do we find? Just as we on this
side said would happen-the Government
has found it impossible to cope with the
situation. So now, although the Minister
would not admit it this afternoon, it is a
matter of common knowledge that the de-
partment will not provide accommodation
for two-unit families who are evicted.

This afternoon the Minister hedged
when I asked the question. He might as
well have been honest about it. If it is
the department's policy, he might as well
have stood up to it; but he would not.
He knows full well, and so does the Pre-
mier know, that the policy of the Housing
Commission today is not to provide ac-
commodation for two-unit families who
are evicted. And the reason for that is
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that the Government, because of shortage
of funds, is not able to provide the number
of houses which it believed it could provide.

I well remember the words of the present
Deputy Premier in the 1947 election when
he made great capital out of the fact that
two-unit families in those days were not
provided with accommodation by the
Labour Government. These were his
words-I cannot absolutely vouch that I
will be word perfect in this because it Is
some time ago, but I think this is what
he said, "Young married couples yearning
for a home." I see I am fairly close to
the point because the Deputy Premier
smiles in recognition. "Young married
couples yearning for a home." Anguish
In his voice, of course, for the young mar-
ried couples six years ago!

But now, young married couples or old
married couples, It makes no difference to
this Government-no accommodation for
them if they are evicted as a result of the
legislation put through by this Govern-
ment. They can go where they like-the
old men to the Old Men's Home and the
old ladies to the Old Women's Home, or
anywhere where they can get in, and If
they cannot get in anywhere it does not
matter to the Government: it is not con-
cerned. That is the position to which we
have come, and I challenge the Minister
for Housing or the Premier to deny it.

The Premier: It is not concerned?

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: The Government
is not concerned.

The Premier: You can say that if you
want to.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Why does not the
Government provide accommodation for
them after having promised to do so? If
the Government is concerned, why not do
something for these people? Sympathy
without relief is like mustard without beef.
What is the good of having sympathy for
these people and being concerned about
them if nothing is done for them?

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: Sympathy does not
cost anything.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Not only will the
Government not do anything for them but
it tries to make out to the general public
that it will, and that Is the attitude being
adopted by the Minister for Housing. He
will not even be honest on the question
and admit that the department, as a mat-
ter of policy, is not now providing accom-
modation for two-unit families. The
Minister came out with a statement that
the Housing Commission would deal with
the cases of evictees on their merits. There
was nothing said about dealing with
evictees on their merits when the Bill was
here last November. Then it was a pro-
mise to provide houses for all evictees--
nobody would be out in the street, but they
are being put out in the street today.

I make a strong protest about the method
of interrogation adopted at the Housing
Commission in connection with these and
a number of other cases. The men and
women who go down there are being put
through the third degree. I have had
people coming to me in recent days com-
plaining about the method of interroga-
tion, and giving me samples of the ques-
tions asked. The people I am referring
to have been living in houses for 11 years
and more and have been evicted. In order
to find out what merits there are in each
case, they are asked all sorts of personal
questions which have nothing whatever to
do with their ability to find accommo-
dation today.

There could be 101 legitimate reasons
why a person is not living in his own
home. Take, for example, civil servants
who are liable to be transferred at a
moment's notice. What inducement is
there for these persons to provide them-
selves with a borne where they are work-
ing? Take policemen, school teachers.
railwaymen and the like who go from place
to place. Why, when I was teaching I
had six transfers in 12 months on one
occasion! What opportunity was there for
me then to provide myself with a
home? Where would I have provided it?

The Premier: I should think that is
exceptional-six transfers in 12 months.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I suppose It is
exceptional, but at the same time quite
a number of transfers do take place, and,
even if a person is transferred once a year.
we might well ask where he is going to
provide himself with a home. Generally,
school teachers. railwaymen and other civil
servants do not think about providing
themselves with a home until they reach
retiring age. If circumstances are such
that they are forced out of their occupa-
tion through illness or some other cause.
and they have no home and they comn-
mence to rent a house, what good is it
interrogating them about the years in the
past as to why they did not buy a homne
of their own? Yet some questions being
asked of these people are absolutely ridicu-
lous and offensive, and should not be toler-
ated In a free-living country. No wonder
the Government is brought to this pass be-
cause if ever a Government was in trouble
over its financial arrangements this one
is, and what makes the position worse is
that the Premier does not know just how
he stands.

The Chief Secretary: Have you in late
months seen families out on the street
after eviction?

Hon. J. T. TONKWV: What would the
Minister call late months?

The Chief Secretary: You could go back
six months if you like.

Hon. .1. T. TONKIN: If the answer is
six months, I say yes.
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The Chief Secretary: How many have
you seen?

Mr. Johnson: Is not one too many?
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I have myself had

to deal with two families that were out in
the street.

The Chief Secretary: Two families in
sixc months.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Yes, and surely the
Chief Secretary is not assuming that all
persons who were evicted and had no house
to move into would have come to me.

The Chief Secretary: No, but I am in-
clined to think that with Your interest in
the matter, if there were several other such
cases you would have been about the first
to pick them up.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: There are a number
of cases which, although not actually in
the street, are literally so.

The Chief Secretary: I see.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Take the case of

families that are evicted, and their only
chance of getting accommodation is to put
their children in an orphanage, the hus-
band to live in a hotel and the wife to
go to a relative. That has happened in
a number of instances to my knowledge.
I also know of cases where the only chance
the people had was to hire a caravan at
£3 10s. a week. The husband and wife
have gone to live in the caravan and the
children with relatives. I can also recall
instances where the husband lives at a
hotel and the wife has gone to live with
her parents, taking one child with her,
and the remaining children have gone to
live with other relatives. These people
are as good as out in the street, but the
Government has just washed its hands of
them and allowed them to fend for them-
selves. There is a limit to the extent to
which that can be done because we must
eventually reach saturation point with
such absorption, so that there will be no
place to which these families can go. In
recent days I have had two-unit families
coming to see me, and in every instance
they have been told by the department
that it will do nothing for them. In other
words, such cases have no merits at all.

The Chief Secretary: Are you generous
enough to admit that the truly deserving
cases are all found houses?

Hon. 3. T. TONKIN: I will say this,
that to my knowledge, within recent times,
not a single two-unit family has been pro-
vided with accommodation.

The Chief Secretary: These would be
much more deserving-families with three,
four or five childen.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Yes. The more
children they have, the more deserving
they would be. I suppose.

The Chief Secretary: And the most de-
serving ones certainly get the accommoda-
tion.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: What does that
amount to? We could have a number of
families with four children with no ac-
commodation, but families with five child-
ren, who were more deserving, would get
it; and the Chief Secretary takes solace
in that.

The Chief Secretary: The truly deserv-
ing cases get it.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Let me read this
letter, which is dated the 30th July last,
signed on behalf of Mr. Telfer, the new
secretary of the Housing Commission, and
addressed to an applicant-

Referring to Your recent inquiries
regarding provision of housing accom-
modation owing to the threat of evic-
tion from your Present premises, I
have to advise You that your applica-
tion has been carefully considered by
the Commission, and it is regretted
that we are unable to render any
assistance in Your case. You are there-
fore urged to make your own arrange-
ments.

Quite easy, is it not? Make your own
arrangements! Go and fit in somewhere.
Just go and rent a fiat or house.

Mr. Oldfleld: Is there any guarantee
that they will be evicted?

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Yes.
The Chief Secretary: Did that case find

a home?
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: No.
The Chief Secretary: What became of

that man?
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: He is not evicted

yet, but he certainly will be. "You are
therefore urged to make your own arrange-
ments for alternative accommodation In
the event of eviction." The department
is just not concerned. What arrangements
are these people likely to be able to make?
Are they, people in the evening of their
lives and with a limited income, to put up
at the Adelphi? That is the sort of thing
that is going on ind it is brought about
by a Government that, six years ago, talked
about young married couples yearning for
homes. I suppose they are not yearning
for homes today.

We will now see why the Government
has come to this pretty pass. When the
Premier went to the Loan Council he
asked, according to his own showing, for
£6,783,000 for housing. I do not know yet
how much he got, and I do not think he
knows. I have tried to work it out from
the published figures, but I get a different
answer each time. The Premier asked for
£6,783,000 and it is absolutely certain that
he got less than £5,000,000. 1 do not think
he got more than £2,900,000 but he thinks
he got £4,900,000. He wanted £6,783,000,
so let us see what he said would happen
if he did not get that sum. I quote from
'The West Australian" of the 2nd May
last, where there appears the following:-
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Premier Presss Housing Needs.
The Premier of Western Australia

told the Loan Council that the funds
required for housing next year
amounted to £3,800,000 in addition to
the £2,983,000 to be provided by the
Commonwealth under the Common-
wealth-Sta 'te housing agreement. The
Government proposed to erect next
financial year 3,690 houses, of which
1,715 would be under the Common-
wealth-State agreement and 1,975
under the provisions of the State
legislation for home ownership.

Now when the first allocation for housing
was made, the Premier, instead of
£6,183,000, got £2,100,000 and, according
to the Press, he went to market properly
about it, and this is what he had to say-
I quote from "The West Australian" of the
5th May of this year. where there appears
the following:-

Appeal by McLarty for Housing Funds.
A fervent and successful appeal-

We will see later how successful it was-
-by the Premier of Western Australia,
Mr. MeLarty, for better treatment for
Western Australia for housing pro-
longed the final stages of the Loan
Council meeting yesterday. When the
total figure for the loan programme
had been finally determined the Trea-
sury officers presented a report sug-
gesting an allocation as between the
States. After three days of strenuous
sittings, including late nights, the
other five Premiers were prepared to
accept the distribution in spite of
their hostility to the total figure. Mr.
MvcLarty, however, pointed out that
as Western Australia had decided to
concentrate on the construction of
homes for sale, he had not submitted
a very large programme under the
Commonwealth-State scheme for
which loan funds were Provided by
the Commonwealth, but drastic cuts in
the loan programme meant that very
little money would be available from
that source for housing, yet the sug-
gested allocation to Western Australia
under the Commonwealth-State
scheme had been reduced to £2,100,000.
This would mean, said Mr. McLarty.
that apart from commitments already
undertaken, housing in Western Aus-
tralia must practically cease.

He tells us today that it will make scarcely
any difference to the housing programme.

The Chief Secretary: Did he use those
words?

Hon. J. T, TONKIN: I will tell the
Minister just what the Premier did say.
He said, "No part of the programme will
be seriously affected."

The Chief Secretary: Yes?

Ron. J. T. TONKIN: That is what he
says today, but this is what he said after
the announcement of the proposed alloca-
tion was made, "This would mean that
apart from commitments already under-
taken, housing in Western Australia must
practically cease.' He continued-

No other State has been placed in
such a position and I cannot possibly
accept the proposal. I must continue
to press for better treatment. We
must have an extra £2,000,000 for
housing or we will be in an impossible
situation.

Did the Premier get an extra £2,00,000
for housing?

The Premier: I did.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: The Premier got

another £800,000.
The Premier: I got the £2,000.000 that

I asked for at the Loan Council and an-
other £800,000 at the last Loan Council.

Ron. J. T. TONKIN: Is the Premier say-
ing that he got £4,100,000 at the first Loan
Council and-

The Premier: No. I provided money
from our loan funds, as the hon. member
has just said, but when the loan allocation
was made we were all cut down very
severely. The money which I got was
from our own loan funds for housing for
sale. When I found that we had suffered
such a severe cut I asked for this extra
£2,000,000 and the Loan Council agreed
that we should have it. I said that I re-
quired it in order that our housing pro-
gramme should continue. I said that if
we did not get it, we would be in an fin-
Possible position.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Does the Premier
say that the State has been allotted
£4,900,000 for housing?

The Premier: No.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Will the Premier
say what the State has been allotted?

The Premier: We have a certain allot-
ment from our own loan funds, which I
think was £2,900,000, and then I asked,
under the Commonwealth-State agree-
mnent, for this extra £2,000,000.

Hon, J. T. TONKIN: We will see if the
Premier got it. On the 2nd May of this
year there appeared in "The West Aus-
tralian" this heading-

Mr. McLarty on Contractual
Commitments.

The West Australian loan pro-
gramme for 1952-53 included
£13,388,000 in contractual commit-
ments.

The Premier: Yes.
Ron. J. T. TONKIN: Which means that

not a shilling of that sum could be touched
for any other purpose because it was al-
ready earmarked and owing to contractor-s
for commitments already entered into.
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The Premier: But a great sum of money
is for contractual commitments for houses.
What about the prefabricated houses?
They are commitments.

Hon. 3. T. TONKIN: That is for the
past period; not the future.

The Premier: No.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: That is the figure

mentioned for contractual commitments.
Was that the correct figure?

The Premier: A large number of houses
which were included in the commitments
are already under construction.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: The Premier told
the Loan Council in May that his con-
tractual commitments were £13,380,000.

The Premier: Yes.
Hon. 3. T. TONKIN: In July. according

to 'The West Australian," this is what
he told them-

In his submission to the Loan Coun-
cil on Tuesday, Mr. McLarty said that
the Western Australian Government
had contractual commitments amount-
ing to £11,600,000.

That is about £2,000,000 less. Had I been
at the Loan Council meeting, I would have
immediately asked the Premier which was
the correct figure. It Is not sound policy
to quote incorrect figures at Loan Council
meetings and whatever the explanation is,
it should be made to us. There is a big
discrepancy; either the Premier misled the
Loan Council in the first or second in-
stance, if those are the figures he used.
I have not seen any contradiction of them.

To give the Premier the benefit of any
error, I will use the lower figure. If I
used the higher figure his case would be
completely hopeless. He obtained from the
Loan Council £15,610,000 when he asked
for £33,000,000. Deduct from that figure
the lower sum of £11,600,000 for con-
tractual commitments. That leaves him
with £4,000,000 and of that sum he is com-
mitted for £1,000,000 at Ewinana for works
other than housing and for which there
are no commitments entered into as yet.
The Premier gave me that figure.

The Premier: lcwinana is a commit-
ment.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: But it Is not a
contractual commitment in the words
mentioned here.

The Minister for Education: Whether it
is or not, I have seen it included in the
list of commitments.

Hon. J. T'. TONKIN: I will venture to
say that it is not in that list.

The Minister for Education: All right.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Which list Is it in?

The £11,000,000 or the £13,000,000?
The Minister for Education: I cannot

give you any details about it, but it is in
the list you call 'contractual cormmit-
ment.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: How can it be in
the list?

The Minister for Education: Why can't
it be? Everyone knows it has to be pro-
vided for if you are to carry on with the
agreement.

Hon. J. T. T0ON1IN: We will see if it
is in the list. I quote from "The West
Australian" again-

Mr. McLarty said that these com-
mitments had been confined to con-
tracts which could be deferred or
avoided only by the consent of the
contractor or by the payment of com-
pensation.

What contracts have been entered into
already with regard to Kwinana? None.

The Minister for Education: There is
quite a number.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: None at all.
The Minister for Education: All right.

You know better than we do.
Hon. 3. T. TONKIN: Give me one.
The Attorney General: The main con-

tract.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: The water main?
The Attorney General: You must be

sleepy.
Hon. 3. T. TONKCIN: It is perfectly ob-

vious that that list of contractual com-
mitments does not include contracts with
regard to Ewinana because if any con-
racts had been let by the Government,
publicity would have been given to it long
ago. So I say that we are entitled to
deduct from that £4,000,000 the sum of
£1,000,000 which the Premier has told me
today will be necessary for Kwinana. I
asked the Premier-

What amount of the available loan
money is required in connection with
the Kwinana oil Project this financial
year for all of the State's obligations
except the erection of 330 houses?

Will the Premier say that all of the State's
obligations with regard to Kwinana are
the subject of contracts already entered
into? Of course he will not.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: I do not know.
He will say anything when it suits him.

The Minister for Education: And no-
thing when it suits him.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: That brings us
down to the sum of £3,000,000 and that
figure Includes, if the Premier got it, the
extra £2,000,000 for housing. That Is per-
fectly clear. So that leaves him with
£1,000,000 and out of that sum he is com-
mitted for over £800,000 for the erection
of 330 houses at Kwtnana. That is the
figure he gave mue himself. I asked the
Premier-

Of the total sum to be made avail-
able for housing, how much will be
required for the erection of the 330
houses which have to be erected at
Kwlnana?
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And the Premier said-
£817,500.

If we deduct that from what is left, the
Premier has the magnificent total of
£182,500 to do these things and a number
of others-build schools, install sewerage
systems, inaugurate water supply schemes
and extend the Fremantle harbour. Of
course, the thing is absurd and that is
precisely where the Premier is on his own
figures. Now I ask you. Mr. Chairman, is
it playing the game with members to say
that under those circumstances the Gov-
ernment's housing programme will not be
seriously interfered with?

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: Not before the
election, anyway.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: The plain fact
is that the money is not there to do the
job and that is why men are being put
off public works in this country. That
is why these two-unit families are told
to fend for themselves and they will not
be the only ones. It looks as if the Gov-
ernment intends to let the rents and
tenancies emergency legislation lapse. Its
life is limited to the 31st October unless
a continuance Bill is brought down. A
few weeks ago I made a public statement
to the effect that it appeared as if the
Government did not intend to renew this
legislation and in fairness to the people
who will suffer the Government ought to
say whether it intends to introduce the
continuance legislation or not. The Gov-
ernment would not be drawn. There was
no reference to it in His Excellency's
Speech on opening day.

Unless the Government wants to be
branded as the most callous Government
that ever sat on the Treasury bench, it
should say now whether or not it intends
to renew this legislation so that the people
who are going to suffer will be given more
time to try to make Provision for them-
selves. The Government should not let
these people go till the 31st October and
do nothing. It should tell them now
whether it intends to continue the pro-
tection, or whether it does not. My guess
is that it does not intend to continue the
protection, and that the Government is
going to let the legislation run out so that
there will be no control of rents.

The Premier: You have very often been
wide of the mark.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I would not say
that: perhaps occasionally.

The Premier: Not occasionally: quite
frequently.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN4: Well, why not be
frank in this matter and let us know what
the Government proposes to do? The Pre-
mier made no secret of his Intentions in
regard to the arbitration Bill. Why not
tell the people whether the Government
intends to continue this legislation?

Hon. A. IR. 0. Hawke: Perhaps he is
waiting for Mr. Watson, M.L.C., to come
back from the Old Country.

Hon. J1. T. TONKIN: The fact remains
that the Government is not dealing fairly
with the people concerned; and there are
hundreds of them who will be affected, one
way or another, either by the rents that
will be charged or by their inability to get
accommodation, because it is not the in-
tnton of the Housing Commission to go

on providing for evicted persons. The big
bulk of them will have to fend for them-
selves. That is all we get after the pro-
mises that were made. Now with regard
to the rents which the Government is
charging. The rent being charged for
those small places at Willagee is absolutely
scandalous-E3 2s. a week. A rental of
£3 2s. a week for a house which these
people had to go into because there was
nowhere else for them to go.

Mr. Graham: The statistician says the
rental is £1 2s. a week!

Hon. J1. T. TONKIN: The Minister for
Housing tried to tone it down a bit by
putting this in: "13 2s. a week, but if the
family income is only equivalent to the
basic wage, the weekly rental would be
£2 6s. 6d." In other words, if there are
two small children and there is nobody in
the place working but the father and the
father is just getting the basic wage, then
the rent would be £2 6s. 6d. But if there
happened to be a son or daughter earning
a pound or two In addition, then of course
the rent would not be £2 6s. 6d. It is
a well known fact that in the majority of
these cases the rent is £3 2s., as stated
here.

The Premier: You made that agreement.
Are you accusing us?

Hion. J1. T. TONKIN: I am accusing the
Government for altering it and not letting
us know that it had been altered in the
present form. We never altered It in the
form in which it is now, and the Premier
knows it. The rentals charged now are
only possible because of the alteration the
Premier and this Government sought from
the Commonwealth Government. I say,
and say deliberately, that under the agree-
ment entered into by us a rent of this size
would not have been possible; it is only
by alterations to the Commonwealth-
State rental agreement-alterations de-
liberately sought by this Government-
that these increases in rent have been made
possible.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: This Government
allowed building costs to go to the sky.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: As a matter of fact.
it was only a few months ago that we
became aware of the alterations to the
agreement. If one went to the Govern-
ment Printer or any other source where
the agreement could be obtained, one
would not find in that agreement the
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alterations that this Government entered
into. It was only on inquiry by deputa-
tion at the Housing Commission that we
ascertained what had happened, and it
was because this Government specifically
requested various alterations to the agree-
ment to permit of increases in rentals that
these high rentals became possible. So it
is no good the Premier trying to place the
responsibility on us.

The present Government is wholly re-
sponsible for the changed agreement which
makes these increases in rent possible.'Later, we will have a full debate on this
question, T hope-I mean, the question of
the agreement. How does it come about
that it is necessary to charge £3 2s. for
a house of less than nine squares? That
is what it is. These houses are less than
nine squares, and the rental is £3 2s. a
week. I wanted to know what was the
average landed cost of a complete set of
components for these houses, and the
answer was £1,216.

So it cost £ 1,216 for all the material to
be used in these houses, and what do mem-
bers think it cost to put them up? The
estimated cost on the site, including fenc-
ing and paths, was £2,593. To put up
houses of less than nine squares without
having to buy the materials cost £2,593!
Why, it is fantastic; £1,210 for the
materials and, on top of that, £2,593 to
put the place up! And that for a house
of less than nine squares. If ever any-
thing wanted investigation, that does. Is
there a member in this Chamber who is
not absolutely amazed at these figures?

The Chief Secretary: Are you quite clear
on the point that the sum you name does
not include the cost of material?

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I will read the
question and the answer as follows:-

Question No. 8: What was the aver-
age landed cost of a Complete set of
components for each house?

That is perfectly clear.
Answer: Estimated £1,216.
Question No. 9: What was the aver-

age cost of erecting each house?
That is perfectly clear.

Answer: Estimated cost on the site,
including fencing and paths. £2,593.

The Minister for Education: I think you
will find that was the total.

The Premier: I, too, think so. I would
have said it was the total cost.

Hon. 3. T. TONKIN: Well, get the Minis-
ter in his place and let us find out. Al-
though the Premier thinks so, he is wrong.
These places did cost nearly £4,000, and
that for less than nine squares. No wonder
the Premier doubts the figures.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: No wonder "The
West" suppressed portion of my state-
ment.

The Premier: On what did you make
a statement?

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: The cost of build-
ing under Labour and the cost under
McLarty.

Hon. 3. T'. TONKIN: Because of what I
knew of these houses and what I had
heard, I asked the following question:-

Has the point ever been raised in
connection with these houses that cer-
tain costs or charges were excessive or
fictitious and payment should be with-
held?

Here is the answer. It does not satisfy
me and I shall go further later on-

When it was found necessary to
arrange importation of houses, it was
realised that the cost of imported
houses would exceed the cost of houses
erected with locally produced material
and, to that end, the Common-
wealth Government has approved of a
subsidy of £:300 per house against the
increased cost.

What has that to do with the question I
asked?

Mr. Graham: Nothing whatever.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I shall read the

question again, because I think there is
something in it which should cause the
Premier to make some inquiries-

Has the point ever been raised in
connection with these houses that cer-
tain costs or charges were excessive or
fictitious and payment should be with-
held?

I have certain information in my pos-
session which suggests that there was quite
a deal of trouble over signing the vouchers
in connection with some of the accounts,
and when I consider the enormous cost of
these houses, it makes me feel that there
may be something in what I have heard.
Later on I propose to ask the Minister to
make the papers available so that we may
see why this fantastic figure has been
reached. Is it fair, because of that cost,
to load on to the unfortunate tenants who
have to go into those houses a weekly
rental of £3 2s.? They have to bear it,
though they had no say in the erection of
those places. Because of the acute short-
age of accommodation they were forced
to go into those places or to go into the
street. That is the rent they have to pay
as a result of someone's incompetence, or
perhaps a stronger word should be used.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: And the Arbi-
tration Court allows 22s. a week for rent.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Yes. Then there
is the question of the disastrous deal in
asbestos cement sheets about which I asked
some Questions today. I noticed in 'The
West Australian" early this year that
tenders were being invited for a very large
quantity of cement sheets, and I was rather
astonished that the Government had such
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a quantity of building material for sae.
Normally this Government does not be-
lieve in State trading: it believes in leav-
ing this sort of business to private enter-
prise. Yet here was a c=s of the Govern-
ment having a large Quantity of cement
sheets for sale. I asked the question-

When, for what reason and from
what source were purchased the 23,000
Oft. x 41 t. and 21.000 Oft. x 41 t. as-
bestos cement flat sheets for which
tenders for purchase were invited by
the Government Tender Board by
advertisement in "The West Aus-
tralian" of 25th January last?

Although the first word in my question
was "when," I was not told when. Surely
it is not asking too much to get one's
question answered! I wanted to know
when the Government bought this stuff.
Am I not entitled to know? There was
no mistake about the wording of the ques-
tion, "When, for what reason and from
what source." This is the answer I re-
ceived-

The Italian "Silvanit" flat cement
asbestos sheets were purchased by the
Tender Board under contract at the
request and on behalf of the State
Housing Commission.

I was not told when; I was not told from
what source and I was not told for what
reason. In other words, I was not told
anything I asked. Why the need to cover
up? Is the Premier afraid to say when,
from what source and for what reason this
material was bought? Why should not I
be told? Surely a member is entitled to
know for what reason the Government
bought 40,000 odd sheets of asbestos and
then wanted to sell them! Did the Gov-
ernment buy them for the purpose of re-
sale? If so, why not tell us? Did the
Government buy them for the purpose of
using them and, finding they were no good,
decide to unload them on to some unsus-
pecting person? We are left to guess. My
next question was-

Were these asbestos sheets bought
by the Government on sample or after
inspection of any kind?

I was told they were purchased to British
standard specifications. Surely someone
had a look at them or at a sample so that,
If they were not true to sample, there
might be some financial redress! It looks
as if the State will lose £60,000 on this
deal. I also asked-

What was the actual cost to the
Government per sheet into store.
Melville?

I was told that the cost was round about
30s. per sheet, but the Government did not
tell me that in answer to my question. The
answer I received was that the Oft. sheets
cost 14s. 8d. and the 8ft. sheets 19s. '71d.
These sheets for which tenders were called
were a very bad buy, because what the

Government disposed of as a result of
that advertisement was about 1,000 sheets
out of over 40,000. So a few months
elapsed and then an advertisement was
put in -The West Australian" on the 26th
May in which the Government offered for
sale 22.000 Oft. x 41t. and 20,000 lift. x 41 t.
imported "Silvanit" brand asbestos ce-
ment sheets at 14s. Ed. less 15 per cent.
and 19s. '71d, less 15 per cent. respectively.

Thus, at that stage the Government
was prepared to lose 15 per cent. on each
sheet; that is, if we accept the price, the
cost to the Government, as being 19s. lbd.
and 14S, 8d. They were offered for sale
at a discount of 15 per cent, and still
no takers; because although those sheets
were available at that discount, the total
sales to date are only 1,405, out of 44,000.
So the Government has got 42,000 of those
sheets still on its hands and, from what
I am told, they are likely to be on the
Government's hands for ever.

The Chief Secretary: Who told you?
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Would the Minis-

ter not like to know!I
The Chief Secretary: Yes. You wanted

to know a lot from us, so I thought I
would like to get that from you.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: The Minister is
optimistic!

The Chief Secretary: I daresay I am.
Hon. J. T. TONKCIN: The point that

matters is not who told me-
The Chief Secretary: No, that is right.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: -but whether it

is a fact or not. That is what matters.
Would the Chief Secretary like to come
down with me and have a look at those
sheets?

The Chief Secretary: No; too much
trouble.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: AhI Too easy
a way of proving what I am saying, Is
it not?

The Chief Secretary: If I had the
time to spare in the morning, I would
not mind.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Do I have to be
told to know what I have said is right?
Can I not read "The West Australian"
to start with?

The Chief Secretary: Do you believe
everything You see in "The West Aus-
tralian?"

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: When I read that
the Government is inviting tenders for
40,000 sheets, I Immediately wonder why.
When I see subsequently that it is trying
to sell the same quantity at a discount
I say. "No tenders." Do I have to be
told? Perhaps the Minister has to be
told! Then, when I ask a Questior
today, months after the original advertise-
ment, and the Premier gives me figures
which show that less than 2,000 of the
sheets out of 44.000 have been disposed of,
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do I have to be told anything? The
thing is obvious. I understand that these
sheets are so brittle and of such poor
quality that they are practically useless
and unsaleable. That being so, it is no
wonder that the Premier could not answer
these three questions-

(8) What is the amount of the loss
which has already been sustained
as the result of the purchase of
the asbestos sheets?

(9) Against what department has the
amount of the loss been charged?

(10) What is the estimated total loss
which the State will have to bear
in connection with this disas-
trous deal?

The answer to these questions is-
This information cannot be ascer-

tained until the complete stock has
been liquidated.

In other words. Kathleen Mavourneenl
Hon. J. B. Sleeman: Who would be

responsible for buying them?
Hon. J. T. TONKCIN: I am not con-

cerned with that. The particular officer
was probably doing only what he was
told. What I would like to know is what
was the idea of buying this quantity of
cement sheets and what person in the
Government would authorise expenditure
on a deal of this kind without having
some idea of the quality of the thing
being bought; and if when the sheets
arrived they were not up to standard, why
was some attempt not made to get re-
dress from the manufacturer? It seems
that the State will have to carry the full
burden of this loss. We Just cannot
afford to throw money away like this.
Thousands and thousands of Pounds have
gone down the drain, and the only persons
who have benefited are the manufacturer
and the agent. There is something there
that requires explanation, too.

Before the Year is out, the Government
will not be able to hide these matters
and cover up as it Is attempting to do
with regard to the amount of money avail-
able to it, and so on. It will be pain-
f ully obvious shortly that the Government
has not the money to carry on. The
truth will out. Although there might be
juggling with figures to try to prove that
the Government has this amount of money
and that amount of money, that will not
give it the money; and on the figures I
have been able to glean from the sources
available to me. it is pretty plain that the
Government has not anything like the
amount of money it requires for its hous-
ing project. That will mean a very serious
curtailment in the house building Pro-
gramme.

Last year. when we were dealing with
the rental position, we were told that the
applicants on the list for houses were still
those who had lodged their applications
in April. 1947: and by figures given to me

this evening by the Minister for Housing.
it would appear that the department is
still dealing with applications that were
lodged in April, 1947. It Is true he said
that in some districts later applications
were being dealt with, but in other dis-
tricts the applications are still those which
were lodged In April, 1947.

Mr. Styants: They are not losing ground.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: That was the posi-
tion over 12 months ago. The fact is that
owing to the necessity of having to pro-
vide for so many evictees. very few houses
were available for the ordinary applicant
on the list. I cannot follow the Minister's
statement that on account of the parti-
cular merits of certain cases applicants
are dealt with ahead of their priority on
the list, because I have seen written state-
ments from the Commission setting out
very clearly to applicants that they had
no hope of expecting assistance from the
Housing Commission because of the date
of their application and stating that ap-
plicants were being satisfied strictly in
order of priority.

So it seems that one day the Commis-
sion says one thing and another day the
Minister says something else. I would like
to know what the policy is. Is it a policy
of dealing with the applicants according
to their priority as established on the list,
or is it a case of picking and choosing?
I would like the Minister to be clear on
that: and seeing that he dodged the ques-
tion about the two-unit family, I would
like the Government, as the Minister has
said that the cases of evictees henceforth
will be dealt with on their merits, to give
a simple illustration of what will be re-
garded as a merit of any two-unit family.

So that we will know where we are and
whether any two-unit family has the
slightest possibility of getting assistance.
will the Government give an indication
of what it would regard as a merit of a
two-unit family entitling it to a home?
If we could get that information, we would
at least make some progress; but I am
much afraid that the Minister will not
face up to that one.

MR. LAWRENCE (South Fremantle)
(11.321: I feel upset over the attitude the
Government in the last 12 months has
adopted towards industrial situations that
have arisen within our State. Also I am
very perturbed at the attitude of the daily
Press, and I make myself quite clear at
this stage that I am not referring to the
attitude of the people who work for the
Press, but that of the heads who, I feel
sure, are in the complete pay of the Em-
ployers' Federation. We see many instances
where the waterside workers, metal trades
workers and other industrial unionists are
viciously and unfairly attacked, and the
truth in no way portrayed to the public.
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The Government itself I believe, and
know, is absolutely ignorant of industrial
affairs. This was clearly shown by the
speech the other evening of the member for
Canning. He commented on an Act which
I am positive he had never read. He, like
other members on the Government side,
has the communist bogey so deep in his
thoughts that probably he will never be
rid of it. He seems to think that because
a worker today will stand up for his rights
as a trade unionist-which is one of his
inherent rights--he comes into the cate-
gory of a communist.

The Attorney General: Mr. Short stood
up well for his, too.

Mr. LAWRENCE: That is correct.
The Attorney General: That is what I

like to see.
Mr. LAWRENCE: I will deal with that

question at a later stage. This evening
the Premier answered a question of mine
as to what a communist was, and said that
he was someone who disrupts industry and
who is keen on and is working for the
downfall of the British Empire. I say
to the Premier, his Ministers and the
Government supporters in this Chamber
that I Intend at a later stage of this session
to give them undoubted proof that many
employers, and members of the Govern-
ment come within that category. On top
of that, we have the radio which is a
vital source of education. We hear such
persons on the air as Major Treloar.

Mr. Manning: A very fine man.
Mr. LAWRENCE: An exceptionally fine

man, but who I again suggest is in the
pay of the Employers' Federation.

The Minister for Lands: Have you ever
heard the Leader of the Opposition on a
Monday night?

Mr. LAWRENCE: Yes, and I have ad-
mired his speeches.

The Minister for Lands: Who is he in
the pay of?

Mr. LAWRENCE: Of the working class:
quite a prominent factor in this State.
We also hear on the Esplanade on a Sun-
day, Mr. James.

Hon. A. R. 0. flawke: Who, Viv.?
Mr. Manming: In whose pay is he?
Mr. LAWRENCE: I suggest in the same

pay as Major Treloar and some of our
newspapers.

The Minister for Lands: And the
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr. LAWRENCE: In fact. I have been
told that Major Treloar and Mr. Vlv.
James look in their wardrobes and under
their beds each night before they retire
to see if any commos are there.

The Premier: I am perfectly certain
Mr. Viv. James does not get a fee from
anyone.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: He Is overpaid at
that.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I am perturbed at
the attitude of the Government in the
last 12 months in connection with the
stoppage on the Fremantle waterfront
when it cancelled the long service leave,
holiday rights and other privileges of cer-
tain sections in the employ of the State
instrumentality concerned. Up to date it
has not reinstated those rights. If the
attitude of those men who took that strike
action in defence of what they thought
were their rights, was not understood by
the Government, why did not the Govern-
ment take steps to find out the true posi-
tion? Why does it not employ or get
advice from people who are versed in in-
dustrial matters and who have been mem-
bers of trade unions-

Mr. Hoar: What about asking the At-
torney General?

Mr. LAWRENCE: -who would know
of the struggle the working class has had
in Western Australia and, indeed, in Aus-
tralia? On the waterfront men have died
in defence of their rights. A Liberal Gov-
ernment tried to put scabs on the water-
front in 1919, but I am proud to say
that through the efforts of the men, and
the fight they made, there has never been
a scab work on the waterfront in Fre-
mantle. That just goes to prove how
repressive are the measures of a Govern-
went which is industrially ignorant of the
feelings of the men engaged in that in-
dustry. I have heard that His Excellency
the Governor made a statement that on
the Fremantle waterfront there was a
record through-put of cargo this year, and
for this he complimented the employers
and the appropriate controlling body on
their fine efforts. But not one single word
of praise for the waterside workers--not
one word in the Press or over the radio
for the efforts of the men who made that
cargo go through. .I want to know why.

The Minister for Lands: He did not
put it over the air for anybody else.

Mr. LAWRENCE: In a few moments
I will quote from a report to prove my
contentions that the Government knows
nothing of what goes on in various In-
dustries or of the efforts that are made
by the working people. It seems that all
the Government is intent on is to suppress
the rights of the workers, but it must be
made to realise that in the industrial
movement in Australia today-that in-
cludes Western Australia-the worker Is
prepared to fight for his rights. If the
Government is of the opinion that it can
attain its object by suppressive legisla-
tion or that it can solve the problem
In that way, I fear for the economy of
the State.

During the war many of the present
members of these industrial unions were
away fighting in defence of the country.
They were then promised a new order on
their return and they are determined to
have it. Now that these men are back

71
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here as workers, it is the impression in
the minds of most members on the Govern-
ment benches that the workers are com-
munists. That is one of the greatest
fallacies that Government members could
entertain. We have heard it in relation
to the metal trades strike, but I know
many of those fine men and have spoken
to them individually in order to get their
opinions. I can tell members that those men
feel the position keenly and believe that
they have had their rights as workers
whittled away.

Mr. manning: By whom?
Mr. LAWRENCE: I would expect that

from someone who has never been a mem-
ber of a trade union.

Mr. Styants: All he knows of trade
'unions is hearsay.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I warn the Govern-
ment-I do not threaten it-that its
failure to recognise the strength of the
legitimate trade unions of today could
bring about mare industrial unrest, econ-
omic chaos and-I do not place this in
the same category as the first two points
-the downfall of the Government. Fol-
lowing my previous remarks about the
statement of His Excellency praising
the employers, the Australian Stevedoring
Industry Board and the Department of
Supply and Shipping for their marvellous
efforts in obtaining this record through-
put of cargo, I will quote from the report
of the Stevedoring Industry Board. This
is a report compiled by the various offi-
cers of the Australian Stevedoring Indus-
try Board. It states,-

On the water front, 1950-51 was
an unusual year. Tonnages handled
were a record, despite an upsurge In
Industrial turbulence; an increased
use of available manpower served to
offset the rise In frequency of dis-
putes and stoppages.

Much of the complex waterfront
problem is rooted in the haphazard
movement of cargoes between wharves
and traders' stores, which is the cause
of cargo congestion, Interruptions and
general wharf inefficiencies. Re-
-stricted working hours, labour short-
ages and space problems exist
throughout industry, including the
waterfront. However, all these prob-
lems climax at the wharves, which
are inescapably geared to the tempo
and volume of activity of related in-
dustries, particularly transport and
warehouses. Changed industrial con-
ditions have fettered the wharf-sea
transport process and created a tre-
mendous problem in co-ordination.

Acute congestion of cargo on the
wharves, an efficiency destroyer, was
a recurring problem, particularly in
Sydney and Melbourne. The cramped
and awkward conditions of congested
wharves constitute one of the prin-
cipal bars to efficiency.

That statement alone obviously shows
that instead of the employers and the
various departments being responsible for
the record tonnages that were put
through the ports, they in fact detracted
from the work done by the waterside
workers In handling that cargo. If those
matters had been cleared up by the two
bodies that I mentioned, we would have
had a bigger record of cargo put through,
yet there is not one word of praise for
the wharfies.

Mr. Griffith: When a union wants an
amendment of its award, what course do
you think it should take?

Mr. LAWRENCE: I will deal with that
subject when speaking to the Address-in-
reply debate.

Mr. Griffith:, Why not now? Can't you
stand up to the question?

Mr. LAWRENCE: Members want to get
home tomorrow morning. To give an idea
of what the Employers' Federation and
the department have done, I will quote
further as follows:-

During a year of record imports, the
congestion of cargoes on wharves has
been serious. Wharf congestion gen-
erally comes under public notice be-
cause of its adverse effect on ship-
ping turn-round. In fact, its effects
are of wide significance: In its im-
mediate effect, labour cannot be used
to the fullest advantage; in its lasting
effects, an otherwise adequate labour
force becomes inadequate and proper
tonnages cannot be achieved. It
breeds and preserves inefficiency in
stevedoring practices and, by enforc-
ing periods of idleness on the job and
by slowing down the tempo of work,
has a psychologically bad influence on
the attitude of stevedore and worker.
In the normal course of events these
are the very things which efficient em-
ployers are striving to eradicate...
in a congested working area they are
artificially preserved. A product of
post-war years, wharf congestion is a
creeping paralysis which renders
cargo handling a costly, protracted
and tortuous process.

The problem of wharf congestion
arises when cargo is stacked in sheds
and on the wharves and precincts,
until eventually the sheds are jammed,
the wharves are cluttered and trans-
port laneways are blocked or ob-
structed. In Melbourne and Sydney,
at the peak of congestion, cargo has
spilled out on to public roadways.
Congestion occurs because the clear-
ance of cargo from the wharf lags be-
hind the rate of ship discharge.

That is a most important thing and
something that the employers absolutely
refuse to co-operate in. For instance, to-
day we have gangs working on the water-
front from 8 a.m. to 10 p.m. and other
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gangs coming on at 6 p.m. to 11.30, with
still others from midnight to 7 a.m. or
8 a.m. as required. But we find that the
employers, to get the cargo out of the way
when we have worked practically 24 hours
to get it out of the ship's holds, have
their transport working from possibly
8.30 a.m. to 4.30 p.m.

They do not employ transport on Satur-
day mornings or Sundays and yet, when
the wharfies work, they put out more
cargo than that transport, working those
hours, can take away. Naturally, the sheds
become congested and People go to the
waterfront-Press reporters go there and
probably some Ministers--and see a wharfle
sitting down. They say, "Why is this
man sitting down? Why is he not work-
ing?" He cannot work because there is
nowhere to stow the cargo that is taken
out of the ships. I ask members, is it
the wharfies' fault? The blame should be
attachable to the people responsible for
not providing the space for the cargo.

The wharfie offers his labour; he is will-
ing to work and yet, because of the atti-
tude of the employer, he cannot work and
is therefore blamed for it. It all gets back
to the old story where members of the
Government like to refer to the wharfle as
a commo. That is what it all boils down
to.

Mr. Oldfleld: What about Mealy! Is he
not a commo?

Mr. LAWRENCE: I will refer to Mealy.
I wish that the member for Maylands
had one-hundredth the brains that Healy
has, because he would then be able to
do a better job for his electorate and use
his influence on the Government side of
the House to clear up some of these mat-
ters. I wish finally to clear up the matter.
and quote some figures to illustrate my
point. At the nine major Australian ports,
25 per cent, of the employment time was
non-productive of cargo movement in
1950-51 as compared to 24.7 in the pre-
vious year. In Sydney, non-productive
working time increased from 28.8 per cent.
in 1949-50 to 30.5 per cent, last year, rep-
resenting almost one non-productive hour
in every three hours of employment.

Because of the inability of the employer
to co-operate, and the inability of the de-
partment to take measures to tidy up the
matter, 25 per cent. of the working time
is non-productive. That is no fault of the
employees: it Is the fault of the employer,
And yet, because of these things the Gov-
ernment says, "There is only one thing
to do about this; we will have to hammer
the wharfies." Consequently, despite our
record of increased handling of cargo, we
find that the Government takes action
against these men.

I now wish to refer briefly to the inter-
jection of the member for Maylands. He
mentioned Mr. Healy and the fact of his

being a communist. I propose to quote
figures which should be of considerable
interest to members.

Mr. Oldfleld: But your union is led by
a communist.

Mr. Griffith: You said that Mealy is a
communist.

Mr. LAWRENCE: That is correct.
Mr. Oldfleld: He has said it himself.
Mr. LAWRENCE: That is correct.
Mr. Griffith: You have said it. too.
Mr.
Mr.

proud

LAWRENCE: That is correct again.
Oldfleld: You said, "I would be
to associate with him."

Mr. LAWRENCE: Yes, I am. He is a
fine fellow. I admit that I have stayed at
his house when I have been in Sydney,
and let me tell members that he is as good
a citizen as any member in this Chamber
can lay claim to be. However, this fel-
low Mealy, whether he be a communist,
Liberal or Labourite-

Mr. McCulloch: Or a Fascist!
Mr. LAWRENCE: Yes. It does not con-

cern me. All that concerns me is the
record of work that has been carried out
under his leadership as general secretary
of the Waterside Workers' Federation. I
intend to quote official figures which may
astound members. In Sydney-that is
Mealy's home port-under the heading of
"Discharging of cargo," we find the pro-
ductive time gang rates having regard to
the quantity of cargo handled per gang
per hour. In 1947-48, the quantity handled
per gang per hour of Australian general
cargo was 17.08 tons. In the 12 months,
1950-51, it dropped slightly to 18.01 tons
per hour, probably due to the congestion
of cargo.

To offset that, In the 12 months 1947-
48. for oversea general cargo, the quan-
tity handled per gang per hour was 18.33
tons, and in 1950-51, it rose to 19.74 tons.
and the raw sugar handled in the 12
months 1947-48 was 21.66 tons per hour.
In 1950-51, that rose to 23.21 tons per hour.
With respect to timber, and this is measured
in square feet, an amount of 5,998 square
feet per gang Per hour was handled in
1947-48. and in 1950-51 it rose to 6,967
square feet per gang per hour. Lead rose
from 19.14 to 22.99 tons per gang per hour.
and motor bodies measured in tons, rose
from 57.44 to 62.17, Pig-iron increased
from 14.85 to 17.18 tons per gang per hour.
Produce, measured in tons, rose from 17.76
to 18.07 tons per gang per hour. I will not
weary members with the figures of loading.

Mr. Griffith: Does that publication give
figures for the other States as well?

Mr. LAWRENCE: Definitely.
Mr. Griffith: Does it give the Western

Australian figures?
Mr. LAWRENCE: Yes.
Mr. Griffith: How do they compare?
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Mr. LAWRENCE: I win quote them for
the hon. member's information. The load-
ing shows the same increase, and that is
in Hlealy's home port where, allegedly, he
has complete control; it is right in the
middle of the waterfront industry.

Mr. Oldfleld: You cannot give him credit
for the increase. That might be the result
of employers using new methods.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I have already ex-
plained to members just what the employ-
ers have done about co-operation on the
waterfront. That is general throughout
Australia. This report covers Australia
as a whole. In a moment I will read the
remarks of Mr. Hewitt. the chairman of
the Australian Stevedoring Industry Board,
as regards the co-operation of the em-
ployers.

Mr. Griffith: Do not forget to give us the
Western Australian figures.

Mr. LAWRENCE: Yes, all in good time.
Fremantle, on the same basis, is 12.48 for
1947-48, and 12.32 for 1950-51, while for
oversea, general cargo it was 15.40 and
14.83. For the same Period, Phosphates
were 17.06 as compared with 14.70; coal,
21.88 as compared with 22.40; raw sugar,
14.47, as compared with 13.70; sulphur,
20.53 as against 19.01; sulphur. 13.31 as
against 14.41; iron and steel and products,
9.80 as compared with 10.29.

We find that the loading of bulk wheat,
which was under the same system of load-
ing by conveyor belts, was 327.01 tons per
gang per hour and It has risen in 1950-51
to 434.16 tons per gang per hour. This is
quite an appreciable increase. From those
figures we see that a big effort has been
made by the watersiders themselves with-
out any praise whatsoever.

Mr. Oldfield: Fremnantle is not handling
as much per gang per hour as Sydney.

Mr. LAWRENCE: That is true.
Mr. Oldfield: What is your point?
Mr. LAWRENCE: I suggest that members

on the Government side make themselves
more cognisant with this report on the
work of waterslders. It is quite obvious
that there is a bigger gang operating on
the Sydney waterfront than that operating
on the Fremantle waterfront. If the mem-
ber for Maylands had taken the trouble
to find out about them instead of calling
the workers communists, he would have
been much better informed.

Mr. Manning: They did not object to us
calling them communists.

Mr. LAWRENCE: That is the trouble.
While Healy and Roach do not object to
being called communists, we all object to
the attitude which persists today in Calling
any man who struggles for his rights a
communist. It is an absolute Phobia. The
Government will be flogging a dead horse
if it Persists with this communist bogey;

its counterpart in Canberra has proved
that. The Government should not lay too
much stress on the communist slogan to
win its next election.

Ron. A. R. G. Hawke: Ashfleld said it.
The Premier: Ashfield will be back in

the fold.
Mr. LAWRENCE: There was more in-

dustrial strife in 1946-47 than in 1950-51
Mr. Manning: We have a better Govern-

ment now.
The Minister for Lands: What Govern-

ment was in Power then?
Mr. LAWRENCE: Before I conclude I

would like to refer to an analysis of em-
ployers' comments on efficiency of labour
in the port of Fremantle. Out of 100
people who were asked, 99.6 were favour-
able towards the efficiency of labour and
0.4 were unfavourable. So we can get some
idea from that.

The Minister for Lands: I do not sup pose
the lumpers worry much whether the re-
marks are favourable or not; their pay
envelopes are all right.

Mr. LAWRENCE: That is exactly what
I cannot understand about the intelligence
of some Ministers. Why should not a
wharfie care what is said about him?
Why should he wish to have his character
torn to shreds any more than the Minister
would?

The Minister for Lands: The wharfie does
not object as long as his money is right.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
minister had better make
speech.

I think the
a separate

Mr. LAWRENCE: We find that the
wharfies in Fremantle today are working
longer hours than they ever did before.

The Minister for Lands: They are being
Paid for It.

Mr. LAWRENCE: Does not the Minister
think they should be?

The Minister for Lands: Yes, of course.

Mr. Oldfield: They have such things as
fork lifts, etc. to help them.

Mr. LAWRENCE: That is true, but we
find also that whilst it is easy to put fork
lifts and cranes on to the waterfront-
and I reiterate my Prior statement that
because the cargo sheds are not cleared,
the machines cannot operate-there is more
money being put into mnechanisation that
cannot be fully utilised.

The Minister for Lands: Whose fault is
that?

Mr. Manning: The previous Govern-
ments'.

Mr. LAWRENCE: They were Put there
by this Government.

The Minister for Lands: If the previous
Government had enlarged the sheds we
would not have had this trouble.
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Mr. LAWRENCE: We find that every-
body, especially the Government, squeals
about stoppages by waterside workers and
all the time they lose, but the most peculiar
thing is that no one hears about the man-
hours lost through rain. It may be of
interest to the Premier and his Government
to know that there is just as much time
lost through rain as there is because of
industrial trouble.

Mr. Manning: The good old farmer
does not stop when it rains.

Mr. LAWRENCE: When it rains hard
he stops. I might state that I have
worked on a farm when I was forced to
go on the track during the depression
days.

Mr. Griffith: Do not assume that every
farmer stops work when it rains because
you did.

Mr. LAWRENCE: In answer to that. I
might say that I have worked for a
farmer on starvation wages because the
Government had the farmer on starvation
wages. I got 10s. a week and my tucker
and slept in a tin shed.

The Minister for Lands: Someone said
you were overpaid, but I would not believe
that.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I can expect a re-
mark like that from the Minister. For his
edification. I would point out that at one
time he was on the waterfront.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: What, seeing a
ship off?

Mr. LAWRENCE: He was a worker-
Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: Not a worker.
Mr. LAWRENCE: Yes, a worker, but

now he has gone that far down the track
that he has lost all thought of the time
when he was a working class man. Now
that he is a capitalist he can afford to
put the boots in.

The Minister for Lands: We used to
work in those days.

Mr. Graham: That is why you got out.
Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: He can put his

signature to a ten-figure cheque and no
one will cash it!

The Minister for Education: That is
more like it.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I still cannot see why
the waterside workers at Fremantle should
have their benefits taken away. Fremantle
has lost less man hours than any other
port in Australia. yet this Government has
seen fit to take that drastic action which
certainly has not won it the love of the
waterside worker and certainly has not
tended to create harmony in the industry.
If the psychology of the working class
man were k 'nown to the Government, as
I am sure It is not, and if the union
principles were known to the Government
which I am also sure they are not, all
these matters would have been approached
in a proper manner and things would have
been very much better.

At Fremantle a percentage of only 1.7
man hours was lost through disputes as
compared with the total man hours lost.
Of the total man hours lost, the loss
through rain was 2.9, so it is evident that
the man hours lost through rain were
much in excess of those lost through stop-
pages.

The Press has been inclined to play up
the amount of money wharfies receive as
attendance money, and I am sure the Im-
pression has been created that the men
have only to put in an appearance at
the pick-up in order to get their 12s.
With a strength of 1,892 members on the
wharf front, the total amount of atten-
dance money paid in 1950-51 was only
E3,183 5s. representing a percentage to
wages of only .3. The impression has
certainly been conveyed that a wharfie
simply goes down to the Pick-up and gets
12s. whether he works or not.

Mr. Manning: If he works, he gets
his wages.

Mr. LAWRENCE: But he does not re-
ceive the attendance money as well. If
he did not get work, he would be as well
off if he were receiving unemployment
benefit.

Mr. Oldfield: He could go home and
train his trotter.

Mr. LAWRENCE:
member looks like a
bray.

Even If the hon.
donkey, he need not

Mr. Oldfleld: Now you are rude.
Mr. LAWRENCE: I appeal to the Gov-

ernment to give due consideration to what
I have said. Ministers should obtain a
copy of the report of the Australian
Stevedoring Industry Board.

The Minister for Supply and Shipping:
We have plenty of copies.

Mr. LAWRENCE: Has the Minister
read the report?

The Minister for Supply and Shipping:
Yes.

Mr. LAWRENCE: Then it incenses me
to think that Ministers have seen those
figures and yet have taken oppressive
action against the men.

The Premier: What oppressive action?
Mr. LAWRENCE: A State instrumenta-

lity deprived the lumpers of long service
leave and holidays.

The Attorney General: I think the
award was responsible for that.

The Premier: The Government has not
taken anything from them.

Mr. LAWRENCE: Is there any need
for the Government to implement that
action?

The Minister for Lands: It was the
Arbitration Court.

Mr. LAWRENCE: The matter never
went to the Arbitration Court, and the
Minister knows it. He should not try to
cloud the issue. However, if the Minister
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firmly believes that that is so, I shall
raise the matter on the Address-in-reply
and bring irrefutable proof that the Mini-
ster's statement is not correct. I feel more
upset than ever to find the Minister
making such a statement without having
a full knowledge of the facts.

The Minister for Lands: Do not get
too upset.

Mr. LAWRENCE: Is it any wonder
that I get upset when I have to look at
the Minister? I appeal to the Government
to give due consideration to the matters
I have mentioned and endeavour to bring
the employers into line on the point of
co-operation. I have worked in the in-
dustry and have made a close study of it,
and I am satisfied that only by co-opera-
tion between the Department of Supply
and Shipping, the Australian Stevedoring
Industry Board, the employers and the
employees can affairs on the waterfront
be straightened out, and I live only for the
day when that will be achieved. It is
stated in the report that when Senator
McLeay attended a conference of inter-
state ship-owners, all parties agreed to co-
operate.

The Minister for Lands: Are not they
doing so?

Mr. LAWRENCE: Cargo-handling com-
mittees were formed, which Loperated with
some degree of success for a few months
and then went out of existence because
interest in their activities waned, and they
do not operate today. Actually, there was
nobody to formulate a policy as to what
co-operative steps should be taken. If co-
operation could be brought about, there
would be a much better turn-round of
shipping. This desirable state of affairs
cannot be achieved by action on the part
of the watersiders alone, and I consider
it the duty of the Government to see that
steps are taken to secure the desired co-
operation. I rest on this in the hope
that the Government has taken full heed
of my remarks.

THE PREMER (Hon. D. R. MeLarty-
Murray-in reply) [ 12.17 a.nI: I shall not
attempt to cover the wide field that mem-
bers have traversed in this debate. Many
Supply Bills have been passed by this
House after having been treated as merely
formal matter- passed in a few minutes.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: The debate on one
Supply Bill lasted three days.

The PREMIER: On other occasions,
considerable debate has taken place. While
members are quite entitled to express
themselves on the Supply Bill, much of
what has been said tonight could have
been reserved for the Address-In-reply
debate or even until the Estimates are
debated later in the session. The Leader
of the Opposition dealt with the Bill and
offered certain comments.

Hon. A. H. 0. Hawke: I have not seen
the Bill.

The PREMIER: The hon. member dealt
with matters mentioned by me in mov-
ing for the granting of Supply to the
amount of £13,000,000. He spoke of a
care-free Government that had all the
money it wanted to spend and, of course,
spent it. He did not offer any criticism
on the way the money had been spent
and did not suggest that certain works had
been put in hand that should not have
been undertaken. Nor did he suggest any
any direction in which money had been
needlessly spent. I do not think money
has been needlessly spent. When the Gov-
ernment had the opportunity of carrying
out certain recommended works In this
State, it tried to carry them out.

It is true that we are faced with a
shortage of loan funds, and just at the
moment with an acute shortage. The Gov-
ernment has been forced to give consid-
eration to what works it can keep going,
and the works we want to keep going
are those with an urgent priority. The
member for Collie, concerned no doubt
with what is happening at the Wellington
Damn, has mentioned that certain men
have been put off there. The member for
Fremantle has told us that certain men
have been put off with regard to harbour
construction work at Fremantle. We do
not deny the urgency of those works, but
they are not so urgent that they should be
given priority over other works that the
Government considers should continue,

Realising that the loan position is so
acute, the Government has been taking
vigorous action to try to do something to
overcome the difficulty. We have negoti-
ated with the Commonwealth Government
and we are still negotiating. We have tried
to get some of our commitments overses
deferred, and the latest information I have
received-I have not had a chance to read
it as carefully as I would like because it
came only this morning-,gives us room
for encouragement. I believe that the
work of the Agent General in London and
the Director of Works has been such that
we will be able to get a considerable
amount of our oversea debt deferred. If
that should happen, more money will be
available to us in regard to the general
loan programme.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: That is putting off
the evil day.

The PREMIER: There is something in
that.

Mr. Hoar: For the leader of the next
Government to pick up.

The PREMIER; I would not worry about
that. But there is something in what the
member for Melville says. We must, how-
ever, take some immediate action When we
face this hurdle in the future, we will
have to take it then. I gave notice to-
night that I would ask for a suspension of
the Standing Orders to enable us to in-
troduce a Bill to empower the Electricity
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Commission to borrow up to £3,000,000.
There again, whatever amount of money
we are able to obtian as a result of our
appeal for loan funds for the Commission,
will make a corresponding amount of
money available to our general loan pro-
gramme.

There are other matters that are receiv-
Ing the attention of the Government, and
the Minister for Works has gone tonight
to Canberra to see if we cannot hurry
proceedings in connection with the Anglo-
Iranian project. If we can get that going,
it will provide work for a large number of
men-3,000 or 4.000 at its peak, I think-
and if we can get a work like that in
operation, other work will be provided as
well, because when a large body of men
like that is employed, work is created in
other directions.

I do not think there is any need for
pessimism in this country. Nor need we
fear large-scale unemployment. Let us
have a look at the building industry, for
instance. That Industry is a large em-
ployer of labour and its ramifications are
very great. There will still be in Western
Australia a vigorous policy of home-build-
ing. Great numbers of houses are being
erected at present, and I think that during
this coming year it is expected that some-
thing like 7,000 will be built. Apart from
that there is a demand for building out-
side of Government control for which
finance from the Government will not
have to be made available; and I am sure
that those building projects would run
into a very large sum of money. So I do
not think we need fear any real recession
in the building industry.

It is unfortunate that, apart from our
loan shortage, we are also suffering acutely
on the revenue side. I think that because
of this unfortunate strike, we are deserv-
ing of special consideration from the Com-
monwealth Government. It will be re-
membered that when the coal strike oc-
curred, some Millions of pounds were made
available to the States to compensate
them for the loss occasioned by that
strike. The present strike, from our point
of view, has been far more disastrous to
us than was the coal strike. If members
study the railway revenue position they
will find that in July, 1951, there was a
surplus of £13,000 but in July, 1952, there
was a deficit of £350,000. The deficit for
August will probably be worse.

Of course, a Government, like any other
business, has to have money to carry on:
and if we are going to lose hundreds of
thousands of pounds in a month, it is
only natural that in the very near future
there will be much more-and more widely
spread-unemployment than at present. I
do. not know that I need say anything
more on this Supply Bill at present. mhe
amount I am asking for is £13,000,000 and
I suppose that in about three months'
time I shall have to bring in another
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Supply Bill. This money will keep us going
for at least another three months, and it
is absolutely vital we should have it;
otherwise the Government could not con-
tinue. The other matters referred to by
members are really outside the scope of
the Supply Bill. I admit that all that has
been said can be said on the Supply
Bill, but I do not think I should be ex-
pected to deal with all the matters thiat
have been raised by members at this par-
ticular stage.

Question put and passed.
Resolution reported and the report

adopted.

In Committee of Ways and Means.
The House resolved into Commit-

tee of Ways and Means, Mr. Perkins in
the Chair.

THE PREMIER (Hon. D. R. MoLarty-
Murray) [12.311: I move-

That there be granted to Her
Majesty on account of the services of
the State for the year ending the 30th
June, 1953, a sum not exceeding
£13,000,000.

Question put and passed.
Resolution reported and the report;

adopted.

All Stages.
In accordance with the foregoing resdlu-

tions, Bill introduced, passed through all
stages without debate and transmitted to
the Council.

BILL-INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Stand ing Orders Suspension.

THE PREMIER (Hon. D. R. McLarty-
Murray) (12.36): I move-

* That so much of the Standing Orders
be suspended as is necessary to enable
the Industrial Arbitration Act Amend-

* mont Bill to be introduced, and, if
necessary, .passed through all its

* stages in one day; and the aforesaid
business to be -dealt with before the
Address-in-reply is adopted.

I wish to give reasons why I am going to
ask-for the suspension of Standing Orders.
The purpose of this motion is to enable
Parliament to give consideration, as a
matter of urgency, to amendments to the
Industrial Arbitration Act. The metal
trad~s strike has nciw continued for five
months, and all attempts at settlement
have failed. -In view of many misstate-
ments and misunderstandings, it would be
Well to state the principles Involved,
.The metal trades unions approached the

Government for increases in margins be.-
ya 'nd those awarded by the .Arbitration

Cbairt in this State to metal trades workers
in private employment, and to the same
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class of workers, by Conciliation Commis-
sioner Galvin, in the Federal Court. The
Government was unable to give its ap-
proval, and as agreement could not be
reached, the way was then open under our
system of arbitration, as established by law,
for the union to approach the Arbitration
Court to determine the matter. Two of
the unions involved were prepared to obey
the law, while two refused, and their mem-
bers went on strike.

The strike was not supported by the
official organisation of the Australian
Labour Party, or the trade union move-
ment in Western Australia. In the East-
ern States, where the metal trades strike
originated as a protest against the Galvin
award, the men have long since returned
to work. In this State, however, the strike
persists though the Calvin award has no
application here. There is every reason to
believe that the strike is receiving strong
communist support, and that Western Auis-
tralia is being used as a testing ground f or
similar action elsewhere should the strike
prove successful,

Mr. Graham: Where did you get that
idea from, and on what do you base that
assumption?

Mr. Griffth: On facts.
Mr, Graham: Let us have a few facts.
The PREMIER: When I was given a

copy of the communist paper In Australia.
the 'Tribune', I1 noticed that the strike in
Western Australia was featured on the
front page, and a good deal of space was
devoted to it.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: It has been on the
front page of all the local newspapers.

The PREMIER: It was urging that sub-
scriptions should be sent and financial
assistance given In order to keep the strike
going.

Mr. Graham: There is nothing rare
about that.

The PREMIER: The hon. member says
there Is nothing rare about it, but pam-
phlets are being placed in letter boxes by
the thousand-paid for by the Communist
Party-with the sold object of helping the
strike and, of course, of trying to bring
the Government to its knees.

Mr. J. Hegney: That does not prove that
it is a communist-inspired strike.

The PREMIER: I Maid the strike was
receiving strong communist support, and
I think that Is a justifiable statement.

Mr. Graham: I questioned you on the
point of Western Australia being made a
testing ground.

The PREMIER: I believe it is. I do not
think there is any doubt about it. Why
has this strike been continued in Western
Australia when, in every other State where
the men were all out on strike, they have
long since gone back to work?

Mr. Graham: You would know the
answer if you would consult with the lead-
ers of the strikers.

The PREMIER: I have consulted
through the recognised channel-the dis-
putes committee of the A.LP. I have
never refused to meet them at any time
when they wanted to meet me.

Mr. J. Hegney: But you have ignored the
representatives of the unions.

The PREMIER: I thought the hon.
member would support strongly any action
taken by the disputes committee of the
A.L.P. If I were not going to negotiate
on this occasion through the recognised
channels, how soon might it be that some
other organisation would come along and
ask me to meet it, again not through the
official channels?

Mr. J. Hegney: The strike could have
been settled months ago,

The PREMIER: It could have been
settled long ago if the A.LP. had Maid to
the unions that have defied it, "If you do
not obey the rules, we will expel you from
the movement." That seems to create
amusement for the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, but I do not think an organisation
that is without discipline can get very far.

Mr. Styants: You are a champion at
passing the buck.

The PREMIER: Over a considerable
period, the Government has conducted
almost continuous negotiations in an en-
deavour to end this strike. On the 15th
July, a letter was sent to the secretary of
the disputes committee of the A.LP., offer-
ing to approach the President of the State
Arbitration Court with a view to having
the Conciliation Commissioner act as
mediator. It was proposed that the com-
miissioner should endeavour to arrive at a
solution of the matters in dispute, except
the question of margins. On margins, the
Government insisted that the matter must
remain one for the decision of the Arbitra-
tion Court.

Mr. McCuiloch: They would have to
apply for re-registration.

The PREMIER: Let them go back
work and apply for re-registration.

Mr. McCulloch: And be fined £500.

to

The PREMIER: If they go back to work,
they will not be fined another £500, On
the 21st July, the State Executive of the
A.L.P. passed a resolution that the offer
should be accepted. Certain discussions
then ensued before the Conciliation Com-
missioner. but I understand they are now
at a standstill. It is not my intention to
deal with the provisions of the proposed
legislation, but merely to state the case
for its urgency, so that the House will
agree to the suspension of Standing Orders.
I do not think there can be any argument
at all about the utmost urgency of this
matter.
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Ron. A. R. 0. Hawke: What will the
legislation do?

The Minister for Education: Wait till
the Hill comes down, and that will be
pointed out.

The PREMIER: I have mentioned the
railway losses for July. Our railway system
is being brought almost to a standstill,
many people are out of work and others
are working on reduced time. Grave
damage is being done to the economy of
the State. The failure of the strikers to
return to work in spite of the imposition
of penalties provided under the existing
law has given emphasis to the necessity
for stronger legislative provisions to deal
with attempts of this kind to disrupt the
State's economy and inflict hardship on
the people.

Mr. Graham: You will not get very f Iar
with a big stick.

The PREMIER: This a challenge that
cannot be ignored. The Government i's
prepared to accept it and we intend to ask
Parliament to deal with this legislation
expeditiously as there is no doubt about
the necessity for it.

Hon. E. Nulsen: Can you give us any idea
of what the legislation contains?

The PREMIER: Certainly. The Minis-
ter will tell members about it tonight.
After five months, it should be apparent
to the strikers that they have been com-
pletely misled and that there can be only
one solution, which is for the men to
return to work and have their claims for
increased margins heard by the Arbitra-
tion Court in accordance with the laws of
the State. For the Government to submit
to the demands of the strikers would mean
the end of our industrial arbitration sys-
tem and would invite industrial anarchy.
So far as the Government is concerned.
the only matter preventing the settlement
of the strike is the question of margins, and
on that we are adamant.

Mr. Graham: What about victimisation?
The PREMIER: I will come to that. The

question of margins must remain a matter
for determination by the Arbitration Court
af ter the strikers have returned to work.
In order to arrive at a settlement of the
other points in dispute, the Government
arranged for the appointment of a Con-
ciliation Commissioner of the Arbitration
Court to act as mediator. The proposal
was recommended by the State executive
of -the A.L.P. as one which should be
accepted. The mediator initiated certain
discussions with the unions and the Rail-
way Commission, and I understand that
he was within reasonable distance of sec-
uring agreement when the discussions
were broken off by the striking unions.

It is believed that if these discussions
are resumed, agreement can be reached
within a short space of time. However,
the Railway Commission have informed me

that discussions have reached such a stage
that even if they are not resumed and
the men are prepared to return to work
(a) leaving the question of margins for
decision by the court, and (b) without
raising further issues not already put
before the Conciliation Commissioner, the
Railway Commission would then be pre-
pared to accept whatever course of action
the Conciliation Commissioner might re-
commend on the reinstatement of the dis-
missed men and the application of penalty
clauses in regard to holidays. What could
be fairer than that?

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: Do I understand
from that that those two issues would be
decided after the men went back to work?

The PREMIER: No, the margins issue
would be decided after the men returned to
work, but these two other matters would
be questions for the Conciliation Commis-
sioner. I have here a report from Mr.
Schnaars, the Conciliation Commissioner.
The report Is of considerable length and
although I would like to read it, I intend
to quote only the concluding paragraph.
This report is dated the 5th August, 1952,
and is signed by Mr. Schnaars. The last
paragraph states--

It has been and is being asserted
that the main difficulties preventing
a settlement of the strike are those
matters arising out of the dispute.
namely. holiday penalty clause and
reinstatement of dismissed men. I can-
not accept this as correct. In MY
opinion the primary obstacle is still
the fact that the striking unions have
not yet acknowledged that the margins
issue must remain one for the Arbitra-
tion Court. Once this acknowledgment
is made, and the unions are prepared
to negotiate on the other matters aris-
ing out of the dispute then I can see
no reason why a settlement should not
be rapidly effected by negotiations be-
tween the employers and the unions.

We have heard it said tonight that the
Government has been dilatory, that the
Government should have done this and
should have done that. I claim that the
Government has taken a most reasonable
and responsible attitude with regard to this
strike. A considerable amount of my time
has been given up to negotiations in con-
nection with It both with representatives
of the Disputes Committee of the A.L.P.
and Government offcers. I have spent
many hours in trying to do something to
end this unfortunate business and even
when I have gone home for the week-end.
my time has been taken up in trying to do
something about it and I have had to come
back to Perth in order to carry on negotia-
tions.

I am asking members to agree to the
suspension of Standing Orders because it
must be evident to them that our present
industrial laws are such that they are not
strong enough and our Arbitration Court
has not sufficient power to deal with men
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who are deliberately breaking the industrial
laws of the State. We . frequently hear
members on both sides of the Chamber
say that they stand for arbitration and
it has become the accepted law of the
country. But arbitration cannot function
successfully if certain men, or a body of
men, can defy it merely because they are
not getting what they consider they should
get. Arbitration cannot be a one-sided
affair. If we have an Arbitration Court.
surely it is only right and reasonable to
expect that its decisions shall be obeyed:
if they cannot be obeyed, there is some-
thing wrong with our industrial laws and
for that reason they want tightening up.

I do not think any law-abiding man or
unionist will have anything to fear from
the measure that will be introduced to-
night. Occasionally I hear it said that
unionists should he able to retain the
right to strike. We know that before the
days of industrial arbitration men looked
for redress and the only method they had
was to withhold their organised labour.
Because of that, industrial arbitration
came into being and representatives of
members on the opposite side of the House
strongly supported the idea. But if we are
to have arbitration and it is to function
effectively, can we still say, "There should
be the right to strike?" When should that
right be exercised? When there is a dis-
agreement with the decision made by the
Arbitration Court? Surely spich an attitude
can never hold! If it can, what is the
use of arbitration?

There are undoubrtedly men, and some
women too, in Australia today who are
out to smash arbitration, fully believing
that if they succeed they can bring about
industrial turmoil and anarchy. It is
our duty not only to uphold the Arbitra-
tion Court but also to protect it. That is
what this Bill proposes to do. If the House
will agree to the suspension of Standing
Orders, as I hope it will, the Attorney
General will introduce the Bill tonight and
members will have an opportunity to look
Pt it tomorrow and Thursday and then I1
see no reason why we should not proceed
with a discussion on the measure.

HON. A. R. G. 'HAWKE (Northam)
(12.58 am.]: The Premiler had a very heavy
job upon his shoulders to put forward a
case which would justify the House In ac-
cepting the motion moved by him to sus-
pend Standing Orders to enable one of his
Ministers to Introduce a Bill to amend the
Industrial Arbitration Act. I think the
Premier failed almost completely to dis-
charge his obligations satisfactorily.

Mr. Yates: He might have to you, but
lbe did not to me.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Of course the
member for South Perth did not need to
be persuaded. He would follow as a mat-
ter of course.

Mr. Yates: Not necessarily.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Absolutely.
Mr. Yates: No.
Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKE: There is no

question about it. The hon. member would
follow blindly.

Mr. Yates: I do not follow blindly like
those who follow you.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: The hon. mem-
ber kicked up a fuss early in his Political
career but he was rapped over the knuckles.
and he has been the best behaved boy on
the Government side of the House since
that time.

Mr. May: We have never heard from
him since.

Mr. Yates: No, far from it.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: The Premier

had to prove, first of all, he had taken
every possible and practicable step to try
to bring the metal trades strike to an end.
The Premier did not prove that in any
shape or form; he did not show to the
House. because he could not show to the
House, that the Government had exhibited
any worth-while initiative in handling the
dispute or in trying to bring it to an end.
We have only to study what the Govern-
mnent set out in the Speech by His Excel-
lency the Governor at the opening of Par-
liament on Thursday of last week to get
a correct measure of the efforts made by
the Government to settle the strike. The
only thing the Government could set down
in the Governor's Speech in explanation of
what it had done to settle this 28-week-
old strike and to bring it to an end was
that a mediator had been appointed. The
actual portion of the Speech reads:-

My advisers suggested that settle-
ment of other issues involved in the
strike might be arranged by a media-
tor, but reiterated their firm deter-
mination that the question of mar-
gins must be decided by the Arbitra-
tion Court.

Obviously any Government would embody
in the Governor's Speech the utmost it
could include of attempts it had made to
settle the strike. The only thing of a
practical nature done by the Government
to try to settle the strike was to appoint
a mediator. As I said a moment ago, this
strike has been in operation for 28 weeks,
approximately. When was this mediator
appointed by the Government-28 weeks
ago, 27 weeks ago, 20 weeks ago. 15. 10
or 5 weeks ago? No, this mediator was
appointed about two weeks ago.

The Premier: If he could not get a
settlement now, he would have had a poor
chance many weeks ago.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I differ from
the Premier on that. I differ very much
on that because of the fact that the atti-
tude of the leaders of the unions-the two
unions concerned-and their members on
strike hardened very considerably when
the Government in effect wiped the leaders
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of the unions off by saying that it
would have nothing to do with them,
would not see them, would not nego-
tiate with them, and would not allow them
to be present with members of the State
Disputes Committee oft the A.L.P. when
the members of that committee were nego-
tiating for a settlement with the striking
unions.

The Attorney General: 'Under your con-
stitution and under their constitution, is
not the State Disputes Committee the one
to negotiate with?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: There is not
the slightest necessity for the Attorney
General to become dramatic.

The Attorney General: Is not that so?
I am interested.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I will tell the
Attorney General all about it in due
season, and at the proper place in my
speech. At the present time I am dealing
with the point raised by the Premier.

The Attorney General: You are fright-
ened to answer.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I cannot
imagine anybody, even a school child, be-
ing afraid of the Attorney General.

The Minister for Lands: Tell us what
you did, as Leader of the Labour Party,
to end this strike.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I will.
The Minister for Lands: You were dead

silent; 'we did not hear from you at all.
Hon. A. R. G3. HAWKE: I was not dead

silent.
The Minister for Lands: Yes, you were.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I was not. As

a matter of fact, the Minister of the
Government who should have been the
most active in trying to bring this strike
to an end is the Minister now Initer-
jecting.

The Minister for Lands: And has been.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: The Minister

for Lands has not been very active at all,
and to whatever extent he might have
been he has been completely ineffective.

The minister for Lands: How effective
have you been?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE- I will endeavour
to explain that to the House if the Minis-
ter for Lands will contain himself and
try to suppress the political bitterness of
which he has more than the average
quantity.

The Minister for Lands: Now you are
joking!

Hon. A. R. 0. 'HAWKE: I know all
about the Minister for Lands and I know
that he gets his information from people
who talk out of the corner of their
mouths.

The Minister for Lands: You are blow-
ing through your whiskers.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I might be, but
I must say that during this strike the
Minister has misled the Government.

The Minister for Lands: Would not you
like this House to believe it?

Hion. A. R. 0. HAWKE: 11 am not con-
cerned whether the House believes it or
whether the people believe it. What I am
concerned about is that I believe it.

The Minister for Lands: Because it
suits you.

Ron. A. R. 0. HAWKE: If the Minis-
ter for Lands is prepared to allow me
to say what I think, I have no objection
to his saying what he thinks, that is if
he thinks, when I sit down.

The Minister for Lands: Do not try to
be funny.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I will deal with
the Minister for Lands presently. First
of all, the Attorney General and then
the Minister f or Lands tried to drag me
off the track-

The Attorney General: I just wanted
to know; you will tell me?

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I will. From
the activities of the Government, or I1
should say the Inactivity of the Govern-
ment, in connection with this strike, I
am convinced that at the beginning, and
continuously for a good while afterwards,
the Government believed that the strike
would collapse at any tick of the clock.
and I have a suspicion, a hunch if mem-
bers like, that the Government's advice
in that regard was given to It by the
Minister for Lands. As a matter of fact,
there was a general opinion throughout
the State that the strike would not last
long; that it could not last long: that it
did not have the support of the trades
unions generally; that it did not have the
support of the majority of the members
of the two striking unions, and that ic
would break down in a very short time.

The Minister for Lands: I think that
was a right opinion, too.

I-on. A. R. G. HAWKS: I am glad the
Minister for Lands agrees that I was right
in my hunch. I know he will if I can
keep him talking long enough. The Pre-
mier has tried to give the House the im-
pression that he has negotiated on every
Possible occasion, and certainly on every
necessary occasion, with the members of
the State Disputes Committee of the
A.L.P. for the purpose of trying to find
a basis upon which this strike could be
settled. That is true. It is also true, as
the Attorney General has suggested, that
the cozniittee to which I have just -re-
ferred is the body within the Labour move-
ment which, under the constitution of
that movement, is charged with the duty
of trying to prevent any threatened in-
dustrial dispute from occurring and of
trying, after any dispute has actually
come into being, to settle it as quickly as
possible.
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The Attorney General: As a matter
Of fact, under the rules, they are bound
to accept the committee's mediation.

Hen. A. ft. G. HAWKE: Every affili-
ated organisation of the Labour movement
is, or should be. bound by its rules. How-
ever, the Attorney General is old enough
and has had sufficient practical experi-
ence with organizations of various types
to know that at least occasionally one
or more units of an Organisation breaks
the rules when it feels justified in so doing.
That sort of thing is not peculiar to the
Labour movement in Western Australia; it
happens now and then to - almost every
unified organisation within the State
where the unified organisation has
branches, affiliated groups or whatever
they may be called.

About the middle of June, if not earlier
in the course of the dispute, the State Dis-
putes Committee of the A.L.P. pleaded
with the Premier to allow the officials of
the two striking unions to accompany it-

Mr. Needham: That is the whole point.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: -and to be

present at negotiations that the disputes
committee was to carry on with repre-
sentatives of the Government.

Mr. Needham: That is where the
Government was wrong.

Hon. A. ft. 0. HAWKE: I visited the
Premier's office-I think on the 12th June
-and discussed this point with him, but
for reasons best known to members of
the Government, he refused to allow
officials of the two unions to accompany
the disputes committee. At a later stage.
probably early in July, pleadings were
again made to the Premier to allow repre-
sentatives of the two unions to he Present
with the disputes committee to discuss a
possible basis for the settlement of the
strike. Again the Premier very stub-
bornly, in my opinion, and very foolishly,
too, refused to allow any of the officials
of the two unions concerned to attend
even in company with members of the
disputes committee to talk the *matter

ovar around the table in an all-in dis-
cussion to try to find a basis for settle-
ment.

The Minister for Housing: Was not the
original dispute about margins?

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: What has that
to do with the point I am discussing?

The Minister for Housing: Did you
expect the Government to give in? The
dispute was because the men refused to
accept the Calvin award.

Hon. A. U. G. HAWKE: These men did
not have to accept the Calvin award.

The Minister for Housing: Then why
the strike? There was nothing they could
discuss with the Premier. They struck
because they did not agree with the Calvin
award, which did not apply to them.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKS: No wonder the
Government has failed to make progress
in trying to settle the strike when there
are men within the Government like the
Minister for Housing.

The Minister for' Housing: I do know
that the law of the country must be
obeyed. We do not believe in the law of
the jungle, which you apparently do.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: I should not
be surprised if the hon. member bad
broken the law of the jungle when It
suited him. The point the Minister for
Housing is making has nothing to do with
the angle of the problem with which I
am dealing. Does the Minister for Hous-
ing take the silly view that when parties
meet around the table-

The Minister for Housing: What was
the good of meeting around the table when
the men had come out on a margins
strike?

The Minister for Lands: And insisted
on discussing margins, too.

Ron. A. R. G. HAWKE: If the Minister
for Housing had had more experience and
if he knew so much more than he appears
to know about this sort of thing, he would
appreciate that when representatives of
the Government or employees meet around
the table with representatives of trade
unions to discuss a strike and the possi-
bility of reaching a settlement, they dis-
cuss all sorts of matters and all angles of
the problem.

The Minister for Housing: The only
angle they wanted to discuss was that the
Qovernment should give in on the margins
question.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: That is abso-
lutely untrue.

The Minister for Housing: That is what
they wanted to discuss, seeing that they
came out on strike over the margins issue.

Ron. A. R. 0. HAWKS: If that be so
and if the Minister for Housing has a
logical mind, which I now doubt, why did
the Government appoint a mediator?

The Minister for Housing: Because red
herrings were drawn across the path later
on.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: The Minister is
completely hopeless. He said it was of no
use meeting the representatives of the two
striking unions because the only question
that could be discussed would be the ques-
tion of Margins. Yet subsequently the
Government appointed a mediator to try
to settle the strike.

The Minister for Housing: That was
after the Government had declared that
the men must go to the Arbitration Court
on the matter of margins. The idea was
to discuss those red herrings that had been
brought in to cloud the issue.
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Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKE: That is not so.
because the Government, from the very
beginning of the strike, ,;aid that the
margins had to be settled by the Arbitra-
tion Court. Consequently, what is the use
of the Minister for Housing saying that
this was something decided on subse-
quently? As a matter of fact, I quite agree
with the declaration of the Government
regarding the question of increased mar-
gins. I said so publicly in the newspapers
on more than one ocesion.

The Minister for Housing: if you believe
in that, why did not you advise the strikers
to go back to work?

Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKE: I did advise
them.

The Minister for Housing: They did not
take much notice of you.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: They were not
bound to take notice of me any mare than
they are bound to take notice of anyone
else. That was a matter entirely for their
own decision. I am concerned now with
the unfortunate reaction upon the officials
of the unions concerned and their mem-
bers through the attitude of the Govern-
ment in refusing in any way to allow the
officials. of the two unions to accompany
members of the disputes committee and
meet representatives of the Government to
discuss the whole question around the
table in order to ascertain whether it was
not possible to find a basis of settlement.

Mr. Hutchinson: Do you think that one
point justifies the continuation of the
strike?

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: No. I do not
think it justifies the continuation of the
strike at all. But I was trying to point
out that the action of the Government in
refusing to meet those officials, even in
company with members of the disputes
committee, had an unfortunate result.

Mr. Hutchinson: I wanted to find out
whether you thought it justified the con-
tinuation of the strike.

Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKE. it had the very
unfortunate result of stiffening the resist-
ance of the men concerned. The Govern-
ment wiped them off, they in turn wiped
the Government off. Was that not a
natural reaction? It was the most natural
reaction imaginable.

The Minister for Housing: They ap-
parently wiped the disputes committee off
too.

Hon. A. Rt. 0. 'HAWKE: They did, in
fact, wipe the disputes committee off.

The Minister for Lands: Too right they
did!

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKCE: They broke the
rules and constitution of the A.L.P.

The Minister for Housing: Do you not
think that the A.L.P. should have dis-
ciplined them?

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: How could it?

The Minister for Housing: By turning
around and declaring the strike white.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Declaring the
strike white! The Minister becomes more
and more hopeless, if possible. It will be
a miracle if the strike Is ever settled. if
the Government has anything to do with
its settlement.

Mr. Hoar: It will not be settled by this
Bill.

Mr. Graham: The Government will be
settled all right!

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: it is not possible
to create the atmosphere necessary to
bring an industrial- dispute to an end by
slapping over the face the leaders of the
union, the leaders of the men who happen
to be involved in that strike.

Mr. J. Hegney: The elected leaders, not
communists.

Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKE: The situation
that developed in this State as a result
of the stubbornness and foolishness of the
Government on this point was that the
Government became a sort of immovable
object and the union became a sort of
irresistible force, with the community
crushed in between the two and doing all
the suffering.

I recall very well the loco strike because,
at that time, if I remember rightly, I was
in the same position in which the Minister
for Lands and Labour finds himself in
relation to this dispute. That union broke
the law of the land. It went on strike In
connection with the question of operating
the A.S.0. engines. Again, if I remember
rightly, the union broke the rules and
constitution of the A-L.P.; but did we. as
members of the Government at that time.
say that we would not look at the leaders
of the loco union; that we would not meet
them or have any discussion with them?
Did the disputes committee of the ALP.
say, "Well, the loco unions wiped us off,
so wve will wipe them off?" No, most de-
cidedly not!

In our view of that situation, we saw
interests that were far more important,
far above the interests of the Govern-
ment as such and of the loco union as
such; and those interests were, of course,
the interests of the general community,
interests which should always be para-
mount in a situation such as we had then
and such as the Governent has now. I
know very well that a Government has
some dignity, some pride, some determink-
ation. But surely to goodness no Govern-
ment is justified in trying to preserve all
those things at the expense of the inter-
ests of the general community.

As a result of all the negotiations and
discussions which we had with the State
Disputes Committee of the A.L.P. when the
loco strike was on, and with representatives
of the loco union, that strike was finally
settled upon a basis which was acceptable
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to both sides, the Government and the
union. It was not a basis which was com-
pletely acceptable to the Government; it
was not a basis which was completely
acceptable to the union. But it was a
reasonable compromise in all the circum-
stances and it lifted from the community
as a whole a load of inconvenience, loss
and suffering which had been experienced
from the time the strike started until it
was settled.

Did the State Disputes Committee of
the A.L.P. wipe off the A.E.U. and the
Boilermakers' Union and wipe off the
leaders of those unions when they broke
the rules and constitution of the A.L.P.?
Did they say. "Well, you have brushed us
off; now we will brush you off. We will
not talk to you any more; we will not
look at you any more; we will have nothing
more to do with you. You go Your way
and we will go our way"? No, the dis-
putes committee members did not adopt
that attitude, although they would have
been justified in adopting It equally with
the Government adopting the attitude it
has taken up in regard to the leaders of
these two unions.

However, members of the State Dis-
putes Committee of the A.L.P. are ex-
perienced industrialists and have been for
many years. They know what is involved
in this kind of situation. They know the
psychology of the industrial worker, es-
pecially when he reaches a stage where he
throws his job in and, with his fellow
workers, initiates a strike against some
decision or some factor. So, to the ever-
lasting credit of members of the State
Disputes Committee of the A.L.P, let It
be said that they sank their pride; they
put aside their own personal dignity; they
Wook insults which were published against
them by at least one of the officials of
the two unions.

They did all these things and much
more. Why did they do them? Was it
because they were concerned only with
themselves, or only with the A.L.P., or only
with other unionists who might be affected
detrimentally if the strike continued long
enough? Well, in respect to that last
point I think the answer could be yes; but
in respect of the other points the answer
would be no.

Another Important consideration In the
minds of members of the State Disputes
Committee of the A.L.P. was that com-
munity interests were paramount, and that
it was essentially in the interests of the
best welfare of Western Australia that
every effort should be made by consulta-
tion and negotiation to find a basis of
settlement which would be acceptable to
the Government and to the members of
the striking unions. So the disputes com-
mittee has ever since continued to do the
job which the Government ought to be
doing in this State, but which it has been
sitting down on practically ever since the
strike started.

Members: Hear, hear!
The Minister for Lands: Loud cheers

from the Labour Party!
Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWE., I am not con-

cerned in this matter whether there are
cheers or hoots. I can imagine that my
attitude towards the strike has not received
any cheers from those who are on strike,
and certainly I imagine it would receive no
cheers from the communists because I have
adopted a clear-cut attitude from the be-
ginning. I condemned the unions for
staging the strike against the arbitration
law of Western Australia, and I condemned
them for breaking the rules and constitu-
tion of the A.L.P., which was something
they were in nowise entitled to do. So I
am not chasing cheers in connection with
this matter, and I1 do not Care, either.
whether I get hoots from any particular
section. I do not even mind the Minister
for Lands and Labour indulging in ridicule
towards me, if that satisfies him.

The Minister for Lands: I would not do
that.

H-on. A. R. G. HAWKE: My frank view
of the situation is that it is far too serious
for any of us in this Parliament to worry
about whether we shall get Commendation
or condemnation, or cheers or hoots for
whatever attitude we adopt. There is no
doubt in my mind that the Premier, when
he made an interjection in this House
last Thursday while the member for Can-
ning was speaking, did, in fact, refer to
the leaders of the two striking unions.

The Premier: I did not.
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Every member

of the House, I should say, interpreted his
remarks that way, and I am sure every-
one in the gallery did likewise. The news-
papers did the same thing, too.

The Attorney General: Who are the
heads of this union? Are they not Rowe
and Wilson?

Hon., A. R. G. HAWKE: Is it any wonder
that this Government has proven itself
to be completely hopeless in trying to settle
this strike?

The Premier: I know you say I referred
to Messrs. Gibson, Cahill and Symons as
communists.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Yes.
The Premier: I say I did not.
Ron. A. ft. 0. HAWKE: I will quote

from what is an accurate report of the
appropriate proceedings--

Mr. Griffith: As far as the Leader
of the Opposition is concerned, he is
one who agrees that this strike should
be settled by arbitration; he nrote
a letter to the Press and said so.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: I strongly
believe in it. But the Government had
no clues or the strike would have been
settled long ago.

The Premiper: By meeting the com-
munist leaders and toadying to them.
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The Minister for Lands: The Leader
of the Opposition seems to be devoid
of clues.

Mr. Kelly: There is no doubt about what
he said.

The Premier: Of course I said it. As I
explained to the Leader of the Opposition
today, I had some communist propaganda
in my hands at the time. I did not refer
to the men mentioned by the Leader of the
Opposition.

Hon. A. ft. G. HAWKE: There can be
no other possible Interpretation of what
the Premier said.

The Minister for Lands: Yes, there can.
He had these communist documents in his
hand.

Mr. Graham: Just a pamphlet.
The Premier: When I say I did not, why

do you persist? Why do you not accept
it?

Hon, A. R. G. HAWKE: I say it because
it is so obvious. Let me read the particular
part again.

The Premier: Is this with the object of
stirring up further trouble with the
strikers?

Ron. A. R. G. HAWKE: No. The only
thing likely to stir up further trouble with
the strikers is the proposed Bill, make no
mistake about that: and I shall have a good
deal to say on the point in a few moments.
I refer again to what the Premier said
last Thursday. The only leaders of the
two striking unions are Messrs. Cahill, Gib-
son and Symons. Therefore. any reference
to the leaders of the strike can have refer-
ence only to those men.

Mr. J. Hegney: He refused to meet them.
Mr. Needham: And they are not com-

munists by any stretch of Imagination.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE; I want to Quote,

if I may, from leading articles on the strike
which have been published in two news-
papers, because these leading articles
clearly indicate deep dissatisfaction with
the approach of the Government to the
strike, and with every effort, or lack of
effort, by the Government to try to settle
it: The first one appeared in the "Sun-
day Times" on the 6th July, 1952.

The Premier: The "Sunday Times" has
had one or two very good leaders.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: This is one of
Its best, although I do not agree with one
of the words in it, which I shall mention
when I come to it. This editorial is headed
"Government by Surrender," and In it we
find the following:-

There has never been a more glar-
ing example of governmental inept-
ness than this week's announcement
by the State Government that train
services to the Eastern States will
cease at the end of this month.

Later iii the article we find-
The community has tolerated a

mounting succession of inconveniences
during the last 20 weeks, and there
has been a comparatively placid ac-
ceptance of the Government's milk-
and-water attitude over the whole
sorry strike business.

But public patience will not toler-
ate this ridiculous admission that the
Government is incapable of providing
the necessary road service to join up
with the Trans. train at Kalgoorlie,

It may be diffiult to supply new
backbone for the Administration, but
at least the taxpayers are entitled to
expect sufficient enterprise to main-
tain this important link with the rest
of the Commonwealth.

Towards the end this paragraph appears--
If this sort of thing is to be count-

enanced, the Cabinet may as well sur-
render to the strikers and agree that
it is unable to run the affairs of this
country.

Now I propose to read the last sentence,
which contains a word, with the use of
which I would not agree, although I would
express the samne sentiment by using more
respectable language-

To put it in plain everyday Aus-
tralian, it is time the Government
showed some guts.

The next leading article to which I refer
was published in "The West Australian"
of the 11th July last. It dealt with the
position which developed when the Tram-
ways Union put into operation a regula-
tion strike in connection with the use
of one-man buses and the department
subsequently amended certain regulations
relating to the mnaximumn number of pas-
sengers that could be carried in each type
of bus. The article referred to statements
made by the secretary of the Tramway
Employees' Union, Mr. Pereira, and then
continued-

The public should not bank on Mr.
Pereira's putting its comfort first in all
circumstances. What would the Gov-
ernment do then? On its perform-
ances to date in the handling of in-
dustrial disputes, not very much,

The third article to which I desire to refer
is a subleader published mn "The West
Australian" on the 22nd of July. It is
headed, "A.L.P. Decision" and reads as
follows:

Short of declaring the metal trades
strike "black"--
not white, as the minister for Housing
suggested some little time ago-

-the State Executive of the Aus-
tralian Labour Party has gone as far
as it could in Western Australia in
condemnation of the Amalgamated
Engineering Union and the Boiler-
makers' Society. The Government's
offer of last week-
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That was the offer to appoint a mediator-
-was fair and reasonable and de-
served a much better reception at the
hands of the two unions. The strike
is still in progress, but the Govern-
ment's offer has now been endorsed
by the main executive body of the
Labour movement. It has been given
this support, not because the Labour
Party is opposed to higher margins,
but because the movement is stand-
ig for arbitration and is aware of

the strikers' economic threat to the
State.

Cabinet, accordingly, Is in a strong
position: in a tactical sense perhaps
It now holds more cards than at any
time since February. For this reason
it might consider now whether it could
not afford to make some concession to
the strike leaders. Possibly Mr. Mc-
Larty will reconsider his decision not
to have direct dealings with them.

lin other words, "The West Australian"
was saying to the Premier, "As far as we
are concerned, you are now at liberty to
have discussions with representatives of
the two striking unions," but not even at
this present date-the 6th August, if I am
sufficiently alert in the matter of dates-
has the Premier or the Government agreed
to have any consultation or discussion
whatever with the leaders of the two unions
to which I have referred.

The Attorney General: The leaders in
Western Australia?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Yes. I am
glad that the Attorney General made that
interjection because it brings to mind a
moat interesting point. Some time ago
there were in this State the Federal Gen-
eral Secretary of the A.E.U. and the Fed-
eral Secretary of the Boilermakers' Soc-
iety, one, I think, being a Mr. Cranwell and
the other a Mr. Buckley. I do not know
whether Cranwell is a communist-

The Premier: I am sure he is not.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: No, but he is

a leader of one of the striking unions
and, judging by some of the interjections
by members on the Government side today
and last ni~ght, he is one of those now
sending financial support to Western Aus-
tralia to keep the strike going here. Yet
when he was present In this city a few
weeks ago the Premier met him.

The Premier: Met who?
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Cranwell.
The Premier: Yes, and Monek. too.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: If it is a reason-

able proposition for the Premier, as Leader
of the Government to meet Mr. Cranwell,
the Federal general secretary of the Amal-
gamated Engineering Union, surely to
goodness it an even more reasonable propo-
sition for him or for a sub-committee of
Cabinet to meet, together with represent-

atives of the disputes committee, the local
leaders of the two unions. What objec-
tion could there be to that? Not the
slightest!

Yet the Premier, not, I should say, of
his own volition, but because of same de-
cision made for him or owing to some in-
fluence that is operating, has refused con-
tinuously to meet these local men-these
Western Australians-despite the fact that
a few weeks ago he met the Federal leader
of the A.E.U. who does not live in this
State at all. I could have understood the
attitude of the Premier and his Ministers
in refusing to meet the local leaders of
these unions if the disputes committee of
the A.L.P. had recommended that course. I
could understand the Premier and the Gov-
ernment refusing to meet the leaders of
these unions in this State If the disputes
committee had not pleaded with the
Premier that he should meet them.

Surely to goodness the Premier knew,
when the State disputes committee of
the A.LP. pleaded with him to let these
men come along and take part in consul-
tations and discussions, that members of
the disputes committee knew absolutely
that such action on the part of the Premier
and the Government would create a better
atmosphere and would be a more likely
foundation upon which to settle the strike
much sooner than would otherwise be the
case. in all my experience I have never
known of a strike in which the Govern-
ment has been directly involved and where
it has refused and failed to meet the
leaders of the unions concerned in the
strike. It is difficult to imagine a strike
being settled without such discussions and
consultations.

The Attorney General: Are these men
just State organisers under the control of
the Federal body or are they the local
presidents, or what? I understand they
have to obey the orders of the Federal
body.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I am not in-
formed as to the details of the associa-
tions, but I should say they have local auto-
nomy in matters of this description, be-
cause they are elected by a ballot of local
members.

The Attorney General: But they can be
dismissed by the controlling body, I under-
stand.

Mr. Hegney: No, they cannot.
The Attorney General: I understand

they can.
Mr. J. Hegney: You should read tbe

Federal rules and find out.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I am not suf-

ficiently well informed on the question to
discuss that aspect, but it stands to reason
that a strike will continue for a very long
time if a Government which is involved
in it refuses point blank, and continues
to refuse, to meet the leaders of the
unions most directly concerned.
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The Minister for Housing: What does
the Leader of the Opposition think of the
report of Mr. Schnaars, the Conciliation
Commissioner, to the Government? He
said that the one thing that is still hold-
ing back the striking unions is margins.
If Mr. Schnaars cannot get any closer
than that, how do you think that by
the unions meeting the Government we
are going to get any closer?

Honi. A. R. G. HAWKE: I do not know
Mr. Schnaars sufficiently well to be able
to say that he is the best man to be
appointed as a mediator. Even if he
were, I would still say that the people
most likely to make a worth-while in-
pression on the minds of' the leaders of
the unions would be the Government.

The Attorney General: I should have
thought that the presidents of the unions
and not the organisers would be the lead-
ers.

Mr. Graham: That Is for the unions
to say.

Mr. J. Hegney: The president and
secretary.

The Attorney General: Are not they
the organisers? I am only asking ques-
tions.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
Hon. A. ft. 0. HAWKE: We gain no-

thing by discussing that point at this
stage. The fact is that Mr. Gibson, Mr.
Symons and Mr. Cahill are the important
officials associated with the two unions.

The Attorney Greneral: They are more
important than the president, are they?

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: I understand
so, but there would be no objection from
them if their presidents came along to
have some discussions. But Mr. Schnaars
is an officer of the Arbitration Court, and
very foolishly the Arbitration Court de-
registered this union-wiped it off.

Mr. Kelly: That was the first error
they made.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKS: It was a very
bad mistake in tactics: however, that is
by the way.

The Minister for Housing: That has
nothing to do with the Government.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I think it has
a great deal to do with the Government. I
cannot imagine action of that kind being
taken without the Government knowing
something about it.

The Minister for Housing: I would be
rather surprised if it did.

The Premier: You do not think the
President would come and ask the Gov-
ernment to deregister the union, do you?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: No, but I think
he would advise the Government before-
hand of the decision he was going to
make.

The Attorney General: No.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: He may have
done so.

The Attorney General: Courts do not
do that sort of thing.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: We will leave
it at that. As I said, the Arbitration
Court wiped off this union. First of all.
the court fined the unions £500 each and
then wiped them off; lost control of them:
lost jurisdiction over them and lost lnfiu-
ence over them. Then, some 24 or 25
weeks afterwards, the President, as a re-
sult of a conference he had with the dis-
putes committee, went along to the Pre-
mier and evidently suggested to him that
the Government should appoint Mr.
Schnaers as a negotiator.

The Minister for Rousing: And Mr.
Schnaars found that the dispute was still
about margins.

Ron. A. Rt. 0. HAWKS: I will come to
that.

The Minister for Housing: And yet you
still want the Government-

Mr. McCulloch: Is not Mr. Wallwork
settling margins in Collie now? He is a
commissioner.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKS: The Govern-
ment appointed Mr. Schnaars as a medi-
ator. It is strange that the Government
would expect Mr. Schnaars, to meet the
leaders of the two striking unions but it
would not negotiate with them. It was
good enough for Mr. Schnaars to do it.

The Minister for Housing: Would that
not be the proper thing to do?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKS: But the Gov-
ernment Itself-not one member of it-
would not meet these men. It is not a
logical, sensible or practical approach. The
Minister for Housing seems to have a bee in
his bonnet-and perhaps more bees than
one-which tells him that it would be use-
less for the Premier, or any of the minis-
ters, to meet the officials of the two strik-
ing unions because, presumably, as soon
as they met the representatives of the
unions would say. "No settlement of the
strike unless there is an Increase In mar-
gins over and above the 3s. granted al-
ready to members of the A.S.E. and the
moulders employed by the Government."
And the Government representatives
would then say, "No increase In margins
by us above the 3s. a week." As the
Minister for Housing visualises it, he im-
mediately concludes that the whole situ-
ation falls to pieces, becomes hopeless and
impossible, and that the meeting which
has been held has been a waste of time.

The Minister for Housing: It has been
a waste of Mr. Schnaars' time, because
after many negotiations he finally reports
to the Government that negotiations must
fail because the issue is still margins. That
is what they originally came out on strike
for 28 weeks ago.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKS: The Government
is the vital instrumentality in connection
with this matter.
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The Minister for Housing: No, the Arbi-
tration Court is and these men will not
obey the law of the land.

H-on. A. R. 0. HAWKE: The Arbitration
Court ceased to be an important instru-
mentality in this matter when it dereg-
ifitered the union.

The Minister for Housing: It ceased to
be an important thing with these men
because it did not do what they wanted it
to do.

Hon. A. H. G. HAWKE: It lost control
of the union, as I said before. It lost in-
fluence over it.

The Minister for Housing: If the court
had done the same thing as Mr. Galvin
did when he gave them the LI increase
two years ago, they would have agreed to
it because it was what they wanted. Be-
cause they did not get what they wanted
this time, they came out on strike.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: There is no argu-
ment as to whether or not there is a
strike.

The Minister for Housing: I think the
Leader of the Opposition and his party
should support the Government in uphold-
ing law and order.

Mr. Hutchinson: Hear, hear!
Hon. A, R. 0. HAWKE: I have already

made more than one public statement to
the effect that we do that.

The Minister for Housing: I think that
you should charge yourself with inertia
and not go criticising the Government. I
have not heard you taking a very active
part In trying to settle the strike.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: The Minister
for Housing does not see everything, does
not hear everything and does not know
everything despite the fact that he might
think he does. The Government is the
responsible instrumentality; it is the Gov-
ernment of the whole State and it has
much more standing, authority and power
than the opposition. The strong point I
am trying to make about the whole matter
is that the Government has not yet ex-
hausted all the possibilities; it has not yet
accepted strong advice given to it by the
State Disputes Committee of the A.L.P.
It has ignored that advice and continues
to ignore it.

Mr. J. Hegney: They wanted to continue
the victimisation.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE:- No one can
foresee the basis upon which this strike
will be settled but surely the men con-
cerned, and their leaders, are entitled to
know the basis upon which the Govern-
ment would be prepared to settle it.

The Premier: They have been told that.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: They have been

told that the Government will not grant
any increase In margins for skill.

The Premier: Yes.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: They have been
told other things, not all of which are
completely acceptable to them.

The Minister for Housing: Because they
come back and say that the only dispute is
marglns-'when you give us margins, then
we will talk."

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Let us get a
bit nearer to brass tacks if we can. Is it
not a fact that Mr. Chamberlain, secretary
of the State Executive of the A.L.P. and
also secretary of the States Disputes Corn-
mittee of the A.L.P., presented to the
Premier a few days ago a suggested basis
of settlement which had already been ap-
proved by the Industrial Trade Unions
Council of W.A.? Is that not a fact?

The Premier: That Is so.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Is the Govern-

ment prepared to approve all that is sug-
gested as a basis for settlement of that
strike?

The Premier: Margins were included In
that. They wanted the mediator to con-
tinue and for margins to be the sole mat-
ter for outside-

H-on. A. R. 0. HtAWKCE: Would the
Premier please express himself more
clearly? I am afraid I have not been able
to follow what he says.

The Premier: They did come to mue with
these four points but while they agreed
to the mediator mediating on certain mat-
ters. margins were still in dispute.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKCE: What phase of
margins was still in dispute? What was
the proposal regarding negotiations in
future, and that regarding margins?

The Premier: They were prepared to
mediate but still wanted the margins as
an issue.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: As I understand
it, Mr. Chamberlain presented to the Pre-
mier a suggested basis for settlement which
if accepted by the Government would allow
the strike to be settled at this stage or in
the very near future on the understanding
that the question of margins would be
considered at some time in the future. In
other words, the suggested basis of settle-
ment does not ask the Government as a
Government to make any decisions at all
about increased margins. Is that not the
position?

The Premier: What was that?
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I am sorry, I

shall have to explain it again. I under-
stand. Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Chamberlain
had presented to the Premier on behalf
of the whole of the Labour movement in
Western Australia a number of proposals.

The Premier: That is so.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKCE: If reference was

made in those proposals to the question
of margins--

The Premier: They were.
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Han. A. R. 0. HAWKE: -the reference
was in the direction of allowing the ques-
tion of margins to be further negotiated
upon after ihe strike had been settled and
the men had returned to work. Is that
not so?

The Premier;, No, that is not so. If
that were so. and the mediator had been
able to agree upon the points on which he
was mediating, I think the strike could
have been settled.

Hon. A. R. 0, HAWKE: For heaven's
sake, let us leave the mediator out of it
for the present. Let us try to get a clear
picture of what was recommended to the
Premier and the Government by the A.L.P .
My understanding of the situation Is that
the A.L.P. placed before the Premier, or
presented to him, a suggested basis for
settlement which did not in any way call
upon the Government to make a decision
about margins; it was to make no decisions
about increasing margins of any of the
metal tradesmen employed by the Govern-
ment. The member for Middle Swan has
been good enough to supply me with a
copy of the proposals set out in the sug-
gested basis of settlement. It is as fol-
lows-

We consider that the objective of
the unions,

That is the A.E.U. and the boilermakers,-
namely, increased margins can best

be achieved by an inumediate re-
sumption of work, provided that in
addition to the points already resolved
in favour of the unions there shall be
complete satisfaction to the A.E.UE.
and the Boilermakers' Society in re-
spect to-

The Premier: Complete satisfaction.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Wait a minute.

The Premier is Jumping to Conclusions:
he seems to be completely at sea over this
document which was presented to him
only a few days ago by Mr. Chamberlain.

-complete satisfaction in respect to
(a) the reinstatement of the 12

men dismissed at the Midland
Junction workshops;

(h) the application of the penal ty
clauses relating to annual
leave;

to) the withdrawal by private
employers of the summonses
against their employees;

(d) that the State Disputes Comn-
mittee be requested to assist
in expediting negotiations in
respect to margins.

The Minister for Housing: They wanted
complete satisf action.

The Premier: Do you negotiate on those
lines?

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Only under four
specified headings. As a matter of fact,
the Premier knows only too well that the

Government and the State Disputes Com-
mittee, as a result of negotiations carried
on over a period of time, have already
agreed regarding a number of conditions;
have already agreed upon them. So the
A.LP. Comes forward to the Government
now and puts up as a possible basis for
settlement the proposals which I just read.

The Minister for Housing: Would not
this be a fasit accompli? How can there
be negotiation when they ask for complete
satisfaction?

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: The only mem-
ber talking about negotiations is the Min-
ister for Housing, and he is about two
furlongs behind.

The Minister for Housing: You are say-
ing that there are four points on which
they want complete satisfaction, I ask
how there can be negotiations if you bring
along proposals like that.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I say that the
A.L.P., representing the trade union move-
mient of Western Australia, has presented
to the Government a document as a sug-
gested basis for the settlement of the
strike.

The Minister for Housing: In which
they give four major points.

Hon, A. R. 0. HAWKE: The only major
point is margins.

The Minister for Housing: Mfter having
jungle law prevail, you wish the Govern-
ment to give them the four things they
want and let them go back and say, ""You
Nave been really good boys!"

Hon. A. H. G. HAWKE: The Minister
for Housing does not know what he is
talking about.

The Premier: Oh, yes, he does.
Hon. A. H. 0. HAWKE: Nor has he

known at any stage what he is talking
about. These are the proposals set out
by the A.LP. I have no idea even
whether the two unions concerned will
accept this, but it is necessary that they
should know as soon as possible the at-
titude of the Government regarding these
proposals.

The Minister for Rousing: It is evident
from the report of Mr. Schnaars to the
Government that the issue is still mar-
gins and not those four points.

The Premier: Yes, only yesterday he so
reported.

Hon. A. H. 0. HAWKE: Because Mr.
Schnaars has reported In that waty, are
members of the Government going to sit
down on a particular part of their
anatomy, as they have done, and say the
position is hopeless and helpless and that
they can do nothing?

The Minister for Rousing; Some little
time ago you twitted thle Government for
not appointing a' mediator. We have ap-
pointed one, and he has reported back to
the Government that the issue is still
margins.
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Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: Not at any
stage of my speech did I twit the Gov-
ernment for not having appointed a
mediator. it was the other way about.

The Minister for Housing: For not hav-
ing appointed him earlier,

Hon. A. ft. 0. HAWKE: If the Gov-
ernment was not going to do anything it-
,self and was going to appoint a mediator.
it, should have appointed one much earlier.
My whole argument has been that the
Premier or a sub-committee of Cabinet
should have carried out the negotiations.

The Minister for Housing: Do not you
believe that the Arbitration Court Is the
proper body to conciliate in a dispute like
this?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I am a tremend-
ously patient man, and I would say again
to the Minister for Housing-I hope for
the last time-that the Arbitration Court
wiped these unions off, deregistered them,
kicked them out.

The Minister for Housing: Well, a
mediator was appointed.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I am saying
that a much more satisfactory approach
would be-

The minister for Housing: That the
Government should give in.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I can only say
that the Minister for Housing-

Mr. Hutchinsoln, Has completed your
speech for you.

H-on. A. R. 0. HAWKE: .N, that he is
quite hopeless and is displaying a stan-
dard of lucidity that would not do credit
to the inmates of a certain institution in
the district represented by the Speaker.

The Premier: There is no need to be
offensive.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE.' Well, the Minis-
ter is quite impossible. The Premier would
agree that it is impossible to discuss the
matter rationally with him, and I am not
capable of discussing It with him the other
way.

The Premier:* Well, see if we can get
this mnediator to work and get the margins
referred to the Arbitration Court.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: Let us see if we
can get the Government to work, because
the Government is the vital instrumentality
in the whole matter and has been ever
since the Arbitration Court kicked these
two 'unions out of court.

The Premier: I am satisfied that if the
two unions would agree to let the media-
tor go on with his work and take the mar-
gins question to the court, we would get
over this dispute. you .say they cannot
go to the Court, but they could make
application to be registered again.

Mr. McCulloch: What if they did not
get registration?

The Premier: Let them make the ap-
plication.

Hon. A. It. 0. HAWKS: Let us discuss
the suggested basis of settlement put for-
ward by the A.L.P. Take the first part-

We, (the Trade Union Council of
the A.L.P.) consider that the objective
of the unions, namely, increased mar-
gins, can best be achieved by an im-
mediate resumption of work, provided
that In addition to the points already
resolved as between the Government
and the State Disputes Committee in
favour of the unions, there shall be
complete satisfaction to the A.E.U.
and the Boiler Makers' Society in re-
spect to-

I take it the Premier agrees with what has
been expressed regarding the margins
issue.

The Premier: Yes.
Hon. A. ft. 0. HAWKE: That is in line

with the Government's attitude.
The Premier: That is so.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Let us take the
next paragraph-

(a) The reinstatement of the 12
men at the Midland Junction work-
shops.

I do not ask the Premier to say at this
stage whether he agrees with that, but
is the Government prepared upon the basis
of this document to decide whether it is
in favour of that as a possible basis for
the settlement of the strike?

The Premier: That is where the media-
tor was negotiating with both sides. I
told You that if he made a recommenda-
tion that these men should be re-employed,
I1 do not think there would be any diff-
culty about it.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Then for good-
ness sake let us be as practical as we can.
The Government is the employer. The
Railways Commission does not exercise
the legal power it had in former years.
because the Premier's Government secured
the passage of a Bill which gave legal
power to the Minister for Railways over
and above the Railways Commission. Con-
sequently, the Government is legally and
in every other way all-powerful in this
regard. Surely to goodness it is not only
possible but quite practicabie for the Gov-
ernment to decide its policy on that sug-
gestion! There is no need for a mediator
to be brought in to make up the Govern-
ment's mind. It Is a straightforward pro-
posal capable of being answered with
a clear-cut "Yes" or "No." I suggest that
the Government have a square look at
the proposal and hold whatever consul-
tations may be desired with the chairman
of the Railways Commission and the In-
dustrial officer of the Railways Depart-
ment and come to a decision.
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Paragraph (b) deals with the applica-
tion of the penalty clause relating to an-
nual leave. I understand that the present
mind of the Government is to punish the
men concerned to the extent of depriv-
ing men of their three days' holiday
Surely the Government could have a
square look at that suggestion and wake
a quick decision! All that is asked of
the Government is whether it will waive
the Proposed Penalty of three days' leave
in respect of holidays due to the strikers.
I am satisfied that members of the Gov-
ernment could make up their minds about
that in a quarter of an hour. and there
is no need for a mediator to be running
around in connection with that sugges-
tion. The next Paragraph (c) suggests
the withdrawal by Private employers of
the summonses issued - against their em-
ployees. Admittedly the Government
cannot decide that.

The Premier: And the other is extremely
hard to decide.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: It is one that
the Employers' Federation would have to
decide. I believe that if members of the
Employers' Federation had an idea that
this suggested basis of settlement could
bring the strike to an end within a week,
they would be broadminded enough and
would have the interests of the whole
State at heart suffciently to agree to that
proposition. As a matter of fact, in the
last two or three weeks, more than one
large private employer have told me how
much they admired the unremitting efforts
of the general secretary of the State Exe-
cutive of the A.LP., who is also secretary
of the disputes committee, Mr. Chamber-
lain, to find a basis for the settlement of
the strike at the earliest Possible moment.

They have been unrestricted in their
praise of the effort. energy, time and
thought he has put into the task. There-
fore, I am fairly confident that the Em-
ployers' Federation, or a majority of its
members, would agree to that proposition
if they believed that, as a result of their
agreement, the unfortunate strike would be
brought to an end reasonably soon. Para-
graph (d) is-

That the State Disputes Committee
be requested to assist in expediting
negotiations in respect to margins.

The Premier: Negotiations with whom?

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: In view of
what is said in the preamble to these
specific proposals, negotiations with the
unions and the industrial tribunals which
would be capable of investigating the
question as to whether there should in
this State be any margins for skill for
metal tradesmen, over and above the 3s.
a week increase which was granted to such
tradesmen in Private industry by the State
Court of Arbitration in November of last
year.

I put forward the interests of the whole
of the State in regard to this matter. I
am not concerned primarily with the miem-
bers of the Boilermakers' Union or of the
Amalgamated Engineering Union. I am
not concerned primarily with members of
the Government or their dignity or pride
or determination, or decisions which they
have made not to do certain things. I
am not concerned with members of the
Opposition. I am not concerned with
Parliament, as such. But I am very vitally
concerned with what is happening to the
country.

For some weeks, this strike did not
affect anybody very badly, but in recent
weeks it has been affecting a great many
people in a most extreme way. Unfortun-
ately, too, the people who are suffering
most inconvenience, most loss and most
trouble are the people who live a great
distance from the metropolitan area, people
at places like Esperance, on the Goldfields
and in the far out places where they depend
very greatly on the operation of the rail-
way system as the mode of transport
which brings them the goods they so
urgently need from week to week. It
might very well be that they are getting
some goods today because of road tran-
port, but every one of us can imagine
easily what a tremendous financial cost is
involved in getting goods to those places
by road transport.

Mr. Kelly: They have lost all the
amenities they gained in the last 20 Years.

Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKE: Everyone can
easily imagine, too, what is happening to
the road system in Western Australia be-
cause of the fact that the railway system
is practically out of operation. When I
refer to the road system, I am referring
not only to main roads but also to roads
which have to be maintained by local
road boards, because a lot of these heavy
transport trucks which are taking goods
to the country are taking them not only
over main roads but also, in a great
many instances, over district roads which
were never built to carry the loads to
which they are being subjected at present.

The Premier: We have done our utmost
to prevent hardship. We are paying great
numbers of railwaymen today that we
cannot continue to pay.

Hon A. R. 0. HAWKE: I have not
uttered one word of criticism about the
attitude of the Government in those di-
rections, not one word of criticism at all.
As a matter of fact, I am prepared to offer
some commendation to the Government
in regard to what it has done and attemp-
ted to do in those directions. However,
I put forward and plead the paramount
interests of the whole community in this
matter. I say to the Government that it
ought to agree to the suggested basis of
settlement put to it recently by the AL.P
disputes committee's general secretary.
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The Government has agreed to almost
all of what the disputes committee has
suggested in its latest memorandum. It
does not have to go more than two short
steps further to approve of the suggested
basis of settlement. What is the objection
to doing it? Could it be argued for a
moment logically, as the Minister for
Housing tried to argue, that if the Govern-
ment were to take those two additional
short steps forward in addition to the
other steps it has taken forward previously.
its action would represent a victory for
the strikers? Surely not!

These suggested Items are incidental.
They are not vital; they are not important;
they are incidental. There was only one
primary issue, only one major issue, in
this strike, and that was margins. Here
we have the whole of the Labour move-
ment of Western Australia putting forward
to the Government a suggested basis of
settlement which declares in respect of
margins that we consider the objective
of the unions, namely, increased Margins.
can best be achieved by an immediate
resumption of work. That is what the
whole Labour movement declares to the
A.E.U. and the Boilermakers' Union, Pro-
vided that, in addition to the points
already resolved by the Government in
consultation with the disputes committee.
there shall be complete satisfaction to the
two unions in respect of the four proposals
which I have read out and explained on
at least two occasions. Surely to good-
ness, there could not be a more reasonable
suggested basis for a settlement, especially
-and this of very grave importance-as
this suggested basis of settlement comes
to the Government with the backing of
practically the whole of the Labour move-
ment and the whole trade union move-
ment in Western Australia! Is not that
worth something?

The Premier: And they want it settled
to their complete satisfaction!

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: In regard to
four specified items.

The Premier: They must have complete
satisfaction there!
. Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: The Govern-
ment is to say that it agrees with three
of the proposals, and the Employers'
Federation is to say it agrees with the
fourth. All the Government has to do is
to take two short steps forward. It has
already taken some, but the Government
has refused to take the big step.

The Premier: It has taken some long
steps forward.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: I do not think
so. but I do not mind the Premier say-
Ing the Government has taken some long
steps forward. At any rate, the Govern-
ment has not taken the giant step for-
ward of granting to the unions the in-
creased margins they have demanded. I
am not suggesting the Government should

take that giant step because I have suffi-
cient experience of government to know
that once a Government becomes a wage-
fixing tribunal its life becomes an absolute
misery, and its continued existence is
rendered impossible.

The Premier: That is true enough.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: So the Govern-
ment is not in any danger of defeat in
regard to the strike because it stands firm
upon the very issue of the strike itself,
which was the question of increased mar-
gins.

The Premier: Do You suggest we should
pull the mediator right out?

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Yes.
The Premier: And the Government

should make these decisions?
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKCE: Undoubtedly,

because the Government is the employer
and by law is responsible for the admini-
stration of the Railway Department, which
is the main concern of the Government.

The Premier: We should overrule the
Arbitration Court in regard to the penal
clauses, for instance?

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: As I have said
during the debate, the Arbitration Court
has wi ped these unions off; kicked them
out of the court; deregistered them.

Mr. Styants: Very unwisely, too.
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: The Govern-

ment has. in effect, to take the place of
the Arbitration Court in negotiations of
this character. The Government has
already made a decision about the rein-
statement of some of the 12 men. It has
already made a decision as to the extent to
which the penalty clauses in the award will
be applied in respect to holidays and
holiday pay. So, what is there to prevent
the Government from going the two extra
steps to which I have referred.

The Premier: When you say the Govern-
ment has agreed to them, I remind you
that that is the suggestion that came from
the mediator.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I think the
Premier would be fair enough to say that
it has been generally understood among
Ministers that they would be prepared to
go to the extent I have mentioned in re-
gard to the penalty clauses and in respect
of the re-employment by the Railway De-
partment at Midland Junction of a num-
ber, but not all, of the 12 men.

The Premier: Why not let us agree to
allow the mediator to continue his work
when I firmly believe that agreement can
be reached: and the matter of margins
decided by the court?

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I am prepared
to say this-I cannot bind the members
who sit on this side of the House with me
because we have not had any possibility of
Prior consultation about it-that I will have
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no objection if the Government will post-
Pone further consideration of this motion
until the negotiator tries to do what the
Premier wants him to try to do; provided
also that in the event of the negotiator fail-
ing-and time is the essence of the con-
tract, surely-within the next day or two,
then the Premier and the Minister will
themselves seriously get down to the pro-
posals put forward by the A.L.P. and make
firm decisions about them.

The Attorney General: Why not have
the BiDl introduced and let us have a look
at it?

Hon. A. R, 0. HAWKE, I will tell the
Attorney General why not. I have a deep-
seated fear that the introduction of the
Bill will be to the members of these two
unions and probably to members of other
unions in this State as well, like a red rag
to a bull.

The Attorney General: You do not know
what is in it.

Hon. A. R. G, HAWKE: I know the
Attorney General.

The Attorney General: It is not my Bill.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I understand

the Attorney General drafted the Bill while
he was in bed. Therefore I have all the
more reason to fear its contents. The Bill
cannot be other than repressive.

The Attorney General: How do you
know?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I know because
I happen to have been born with a. few
grains of commionsense.

The Attorney General: You will wel-
come the major portion. of the Bill with
open hands.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Will the Attorney
General deny that some portion of the Bill
is repressive in character?

The Attorney General: No, not some por-
tion, but I say you will welcome the major
portion of it.

Hon, A. R. G. HAWKE: I may welcome
the Title, and perhaps the first clause.

The Attorney General: You will sup-
port most of the Bill.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I might. I am
not committing myself on a Bill I have
not seen.

The Premier: Why not let it be intro-
duced?

I-on. A. R. 0. HAWKCE: Because, as I
have already said, the introduction of the
Bill, which must of necessity contain re-
pressive clauses, would act on the members
of the striking unions and on some other
unions in this State as a red rag would
to a bull, and so bring about a situation
which none of us desires to see. There is
another reason why I would be solidly
against the repressive clauses of the Bill.
and that is related to the conspiracy which
the big employers' organisations, in Aus-
tralia are now trying to put into effect

through the Commonwealth Arbitration
Court. The big employers' organisations in
Australia are trying to perpetrate a con-
spiracy against the working class in Aus-
tralia under which the workers would be
robbed of £2 Gs.-

The Attorney General: Not by the State
Arbitration Court.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: -per week of
the existing basic wage and of the next
two quarterly adjustments of the basic
wage, and would be compelled to work
four additional hours every week.

The Attorney General: Not those reg-
istered under the State Arbitration Court.
You know that.

Mr. Hutchinson: Would not the 30-hour
application rob them, too?

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKCE: I think, as I
explained yesterday to the Premier, or to
the Attorney General, the 30-hour applica-
tion is a counter-claim to the employers'
claim to increase the 40-hour week to 44
hours.

Mr. Hutchinson: The 3D-hour proposi-
tion was mooted long before that.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: It might have
been. If the Commonwealth Court of
Arbitration allows this conspiracy to be
put into operation-in other words, grants
the whole or part of the employers' appli-
cation to reduce the basic wage and to
prevent quarterly adjustments of the basic
wage during the next two succeeding
quarters-- is there any member of this
House. even on the Government side, who
would expect the trade unionists of Aus-
tralia to knuckle down under it in view
of the existing high prices and uncon-
trolled inflation operating in Australia
today? of course not! The workers of
Australia would strike against an im-
position of that kind, and they would be
justified in so doing, and I would sup-
port them in their strike action if they
decided on it.

The Attorney General: It is not related
to the State Act.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKCE: I am comning
to that. Is the Attorney General so in-
nocent, after all his worldly experience, as
to think the State Arbitration Court
would not be approached by employers'
organisations in this State if the big em-
ployers' organisations in Eastern Aus-
tralia succeeded in their present applica-
tion before the court?

The Attorney General: Do you not think
there would have to be an amendment of
the Act?

Ron. A. R. G. HAWKE: I do not think
that at all.

The Attorney General: I think that is
right.

Ron. A. R. G. HAWE: Anid I am not
taking any risks about it. either. If, for
the sake of argument, Parliament in this
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State passed this Bill and all the repres-
sive clauses that are in it, would that
not be a glorious weapon?

The Attorney General: Why not see
what is in it?

Hon. A. IR. 0. HAWKE: Would it not
be a glorious weapon for the Government
and the employers' organisations in this
State to use in the Arbitration Court
against the trade unionists in future When
they might decide to put up a fight against
being made to carry the whole of the sac-
rifice necessary to place the Australian
economic system back on an even keel?

The Attorney General: Why not see
what is in the Bill and then raise your
objections?

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I have already
put forward a strong argument why
the Bill should not be published at this
stage. In my opinion, the strike negotia-
tions are at a very delicate stage. I have
good reason to believe that the Strike could
be settled within the next week and I think
the Government owes it to members of the
State Disputes Committee of the A.L.P.
and to the trade union movement generally
in this State at least to give the official
of the disputes committee a reasonable
chance of persuading the striking members
of the two unions to call the strike off on
this suggested basis.

I believe that the Premier would be the
first to admit-as private employers have
already admitted to me-that the State
Disputes Committee of the A.L.P. has done
a tremendously good job from the time
the strike commenced until the present,
in trying to settle it, despite what the
Deputy Premier most unjustly said about
the disputes committee in a statement that
he gave to the Press some weeks ago.
Surely the Government owes something to
the whole trade union movement, apart
from these two unions, for having re-
mained loyal to the Arbitration Court. to
the industrial Arbitration Act and-if
necessary-to the Government in con-
nection with the question of strike or no
strike. Surely the Government owes some-
thing to the Labour movement in that
regard.

The Premier: Yes, and I think we have
shown our appreciation in a very prac-
tical way.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I am not talk-
ing only of the A.SE. and the moulders
but also Of the other unions in the
State that have stood loyally to the dis-
putes committee. It seems to me that in
recognition of what they have done, the
Government should agree to this suggested
basis of settlement and allow Messrs
Chamberlain and Webb, the secretary and
president, respectively, of the disputes comn-
mittee, to go to a meeting of the striking
unions in Perth next Saturday and see if
the whole question cannot be settled on
that basis.

The Premier: They have both agreed
that what we offered by way of mediation
was a reasonable and fair offer.

Hon. A. R.G. HAWKE: Dloes the Prem-
ier, by "mediation," mean the appoint-
ment of Mr. Schnaars?

The Premier: Yes.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: That is all right

and the A.? disputes committee has
supported every move which it thought
might possibly effect a settlement. That
is why I say that the Premier and his col-
leagues in the Ministry should give the dis-
putes committee a reasonable opportunity
of trying to bring this strike to an end
next Saturday morning. The Government
ought to be able to make up its mind
about these propositions by next Friday
afternoon at the latest and then should
make its decisions known to Messrs. Cham-
berlain and Webb.

The Premier: What they agreed should
be done through mediation, they now want
done by direct Government action.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: The Minister
for Housing told us this morning-the
Premier backed him up-that the mediator
had failed.

The Premier: He has.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Then surely
the time has arrived for the Government
to come into the business more fully. It
is the all-important authority in this State
since the Arbitration Court deregistered
these unions. It is the employer, legally
and in every other sense, and it therefore
seems to me that in the interests of the
whole community the Government is in
duty bound to look closely at this pro-
posed basis of settlement-either later to-
day or tomorrow-and make firm decisions
about It and then let the disputes commit-
tee of the A.L.P. know exactly where it
stands. The introduction of this Bill could
easily cause the strike to go on for many
weeks, because it will be intensely pro-
vocative.

The Attorney General: How do you
know?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: It will be in-
tensely provocative not only to the mem-
bers of these two unions but also to the
members of most other unions in Western
Australia.

The Attorney General: How do you
know? Why not read the damned thing
instead of talking!

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: There would
have been no objection to the Premier
giving us some idea of the main provisions
of the Bill, but he refused to do that even
though we invited him to follow that
course. It is therefore surely better, in
a desire to bring this strike to an early
conclusion, that the Bill be left where it
is for at least another week. There will
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not be much extra loss in that time and
a tremendous amount might be gained.
It is a great thing that, following the set-
tlement of a strike, there should be no
bitterness carried over.

We have prided ourselves in this State
over the years on our record of industrial
peace. That record has been due not to
the law so much as to the reasonably happy
and co-operative relationship that has al-
ways existed between the employers on
the one side and the trade unions on the
other. That Is the greatest guarantee of
industrial peace; not some piece of legis-
lation that is placed on the statute book,
and that is especially so if such legislation
is of a repressive character.

Trade unionists are human beings-flesh
and blood-and they react in the same
way as we do, in the same circums tances.
If anyone threatens to hold a big stick
over us in our respective spheres of act-
ivity, the reaction of almost every one of
us is that our hair begins to stand on end.
That happens even in this Chamber when
interjections fly from one side to the other.
The Government is Playing with dynamite
in bringing down a Bill of this descrip-
tion.

The Attorney Genera];, You do not know
what is in it.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Instead of a
Bill of this kind settling the strike and
preventing other strikes from developing
in the future, it could easily have the ef-
fect of prolonging this strike for many
weeks.

The Attorney General: No, not this Bill.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: And the further

effect of creating much industrial trouble
which would not have happened other-
wise. So on behalf of the Opposition,' on
behalf of the whole community in West-
ern Australia, on behalf of the A.L.P. as
a whole and the State Disputes Commit-
tee of the A.L.P. particularly, I ask the
Government to allow this motion to be ad-
journed until we have been able to have a
square look at these proposals and at least
until Mr. Chamberlain and Mr. Webb
have been able to address the striking
members of the two unions concerned next
Saturday morning. If that is done, and
provided the Government goes the two
short steps forward that have been sug-
gested, there will be no need to bring down
this provocative and repressive legislation.

The Attorney General: it is not pro-
vocative and it is not repressive.

I-on. A. R. G. HAWVKE: It will create
bitterness between the Government and
employers on the one side and the trade
union movement in this State on the other
side.

Mr. .1. Hegney: I move-
That debate be adjourned.

Motion put and negatived.

MRt. J. HEGNEY (Middle Swan)
[2.51 a.m.]: I intend to oppose the motion
because I dn not think it is as urgent as
the Premier would have us believe. If it
is urgent, Will it affect the men who
are members of the two unions now out
on strike? My leader has ably em-
phasised the fact that if this Bill, which
we understand will be of a repressive
character, Is brought down, it will antago-
nize the men who are out on strike. The
history of the trade union movement in
Australia shows that we do not get very
far with repressive legislation and it
would be a retrograde step in this State
if the Government persisted in bringing
down the Bill mentioned in this motion.

in the final analysis, it is a question of
margins and the Government has said
that the unions must go to the Arbitration
Court. There is another point, however,
and that is the question of victimnisation
once the strike has been settled. Members
can take it from me that the unions will
not go back to work unless the 12 men,
known as the 12 apostles, are reinstated
by their employers. As a matter of fact,
I have personal interest in this case be-
cause my own brother is the secretary of
the No. 2 branch of the A.E.U. and he is
one of the 12 men concerned. He refused
to do a job, because he had instructions
from his own organisation, which could
not be done outside. He said that he
wanted the same pay as was granted out-
side for that particular class of work, and
when he did not get it he was sacked.

it is a fundamental and vital principle
of the trade union movement that when
it comes to a question of the settlement
of a dispute there shall be no victimisation.
The men will certainly not go back to
work unless these 12 men are reinstated
by their former employers. A Bill such as
this must be repressive and will certainly
not do much to help settle the dispute.
The Premier made a statement two months
ago that because of the dispute Parliament
might be called together earlier than
usual. But this business has drifted along
f or a further two months and today the
State is in a chaotic position. Railway
transport has almost ceased to exist and
tremendous inconvenience is being caused
to people all over the State in going to and
from their places of employment. This
question affects everybody.

In the early stages it was thought that
there would be an early settlement of the
dispute. I am one who has had a good
deal of experience with industrial dis-
putes and I was out on strike in this State
for six months. The Federal Arbitration
Court of that day was stacked by an
anti-Labour Government and the court
reverted the engineers, and those working
under Federal awards throughout Austra-
lia, to a 48-hour week.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: Did you win?
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Mr. J. HEGNEY: No. The Attorney
General and Prime Minister of that time
amended the law to provide that three
judges would decide the question of hours
and when the case came before the court
the men were ordered to revert to a 48-
hour week. The struggle in this State
lasted for six months and it was settled
then only because the leader of the dis-
putes committee told us that we were
beaten and we would have to go back.
Within a year or so the 40-hour week
came into operation throughout Australia,
despite opposition from the Employers'
Federation and the anti-Labour forces
throughout the Commonwealth.

The men involved in this strike have a
genuine grievance, believing that they are
entitled to increased margins for skill. Do
not let us forget that we cannot get these
skilled artisans from anywhere else. We
must rely on these men to do the skilled
work in our railway and outside engineer-
ing shops. They have served their time
for five years at the trade and today the
margins they get above the basic wage are
smaller than they should be. As the basic
wage is increased, so their margins for
skill become less. As the member for
Guildford-Midland pointed out, young
men are not entering trades these days.
They can get more money by working on
baker's carts and other similar Jobs. These
skilled artisans are important to the State
because they are leaders in industry and
they should be paid for their skill. How-
ever, their margins are becoming less all
the time. I have worked at the trade and
I can appreciate their point of view.

The strike has lasted for six months
now and the community is suffering be-
cause of it. Apart from the merits of the
dispute, I think the time has arrived when
the Government should say, "If the men
go back to work and go to the Arbitration
Court to negotiate their dispute on mar-
gins, we are prepared to say there will
be no victimisation." It is a lot of guff
to say that the strike is communist-led
and because of that the Government re-
fuses to negotiate with the representatives
of the boilermakers and engineers. That
is merely antagonising the men. Much
play has been made about the disputes
committee. I have been a member of the
committee and have worked on it at times
to try to settle disputes in this State. The
purpose and function of the disputes com-
mittee Is to try to prevent strikes extend-
ing beyond the organisation primarily
involved, but in this instance the unions
have said, "We are not going to place the
matter in the hands of the disputes com-
mittee." Consequently the committee could
not function.

The question of margins was being
fought on an Australian-wide basis and
mention has been made of the Calvin
award. That award antagonised skilled
artisans throughout Australia because no
increases were granted to them. Mr. Gal-

yin, as a Conciliation Commissioner under
the Federal Jurisdiction, refused to grant
an increase in margins for skill to those
engaged In the iron trades industry
throughout Australia on the ground that
it would Intensify the inflationary spiral.
He took upon himself the role of poicy
maker. A month or so later the Prime
Minister in sponsoring a Bill to increase
the salaries of members of Parliament-
of the Prime Minister and his Ministers,
and the rest-by a substantial margin, re-
ceived the recommendation of Judge Nic-
holls and arising out of the discussions
in Parliament the salaries of parlia-
mentary members were increased con-
siderably.

No objection was raised then as to the
inflationary spiral which existed. No men-
tion was made that the country could niot
stand it. The increases were accepted
and the Prime Minister of Australia, the
policy maker, propounded it and it was
carried. In the case of the engineers, the
skilled artisans, Galvin refused to give
them any increase at all. Before the end
of last year Mr. Justice Jackson of the
State Arbitration Court, awarded a 3s.
margin in connection with outside awards;
that is the Increase they got.

In the case of the engineers who were
on strike and who were operating in Gov-
erment employment, they refused to go
to the Arbitration Court because they got
a raw deal in November last and they re-
fused to take the risk of getting another
3s. They decided to act in their own
way and that was to refuse to sell their
labour for the Price offering. It was an
infringement of the award and the law
of the State was put in motion. First of
all, they were fined £BUO which, of course,
antagonised them. It will be remembered
that the bailiff took over their furniture
in order to try to meet the fine and sub-
sequently they were deregistered. After
that they continued without any further
negotiation being made with them.

For the good of the community of this
State the Government ought to negotiate
with the representatives of the union, It
has definitely antagonised the organisa-
tions affected by this dispute. For my
part I have never known Governments
or employers refuse to negotiate with
representatives of the unions concerned.
The fact seems to be stressed that these
people are communists. I have known
Cahill for many Years and I also know
Gibson. They are not communists but
they are certainly dinkum trade unionists.
They are worthy citizens of this country
and have done a first-class job In their
own sphere of work. In the present case
their grievances are justified.

This sort of thing has happened in
Australia many times and will continue
to happen. I do not think that the
passage of this legislation through the
House tonight will help matters. Irrespec-
tive of how the Government frames the
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Bill-and no doubt it will be framed to
repress the workers, because it will be
brought down to frame them and be re-
pi essive so far as they are concerned-it
will not solve the difficulties. The Leader
of the Opposition has pointed out the de-
cisions arrived at by the trade unions
Council Of W.A. which made certain recom-
mendations as a suggested basis of settle-
ment of the strike, looking at it from
the point of view of the workers in the
industry. They contend that they either
go back to the court to try to settle the
dispute or that it should be settled on that
basis by the Government.

The Government should adopt a bit of
commonsense in trying to solve the three
or four proposals involved. They are
nothing revolutionary and are really a
question of reinstating men who acted In
good faith on the instruction of the union.
Of course, if the men did otherwise they
would be termed scabs or blacklegs, and
there are very few who would wish to be
called scabs or blacklegs. It was suggested
in the earier stages of the dispute that
the question of reinstatement of the 12
would be left to the Railway Commission.
But the Commission has turned from that
attitude and it Is now to be left to the
Conciliation Commissioner, Mr. Schnaars.
I understand from the unions concerned
that they have tried to resolve this diffi-
culty.

If this goes on much longer, goodness
knows what condition the State will be
reduced to. The Government has been sit-
ting tight so far. Now it finds the State
is in this morass and it thinks that it
will solve the matter by repressive legis-
lation. I remember the Garrett engine
dispute. The men were adamant in their
decision not to go back to work and the
Garretts were taken off the road; they
are off the road now, and that represented
a cost of nearly £3,000,000. The Gov-
ernment decided to agree to the Engine
Drivers' and Firemen's Union and finally
with the Intervention of the disputes com-
mittee the position was resolved.

Mr. Griffith: How long did the Garrett
strike go on?

Mr. J. HEGNEY: For at least a fort-
night. AS far as the engineers and boiler-
makers are concerned, they did all they
could to keep the rollingstock going. In
fact, it is contended by many, that trains
could be run at least in the peak hours
where none are running today. It is also
contended by many people outside that the
Government could have done much more
by getting the railway transport going. I
have met several people who say that from
among the many engines some could be
found for trains that could be run from
the hills to Perth and also to fetch children
to and from school in the metropolitan
area. At present the scholars are catching
two buses and paying extra fares. It is
creating a great hardship: there is no
doubt about it.

Most People whom I have met who are
not Labour supporters agree that the people
involved in this dispute have a just claim,
Particularly on margins. I do ot think
the Government should proceed with the
legislation at this stage. The debate should
be adjourned and in a few days an en-
deavour should be made to resolve this dis-
pute before it becomes intensified. If the
Government proceeds with this repressive
legislation which proposes to impose penal-
ties on those involved, the dispute will not
only become worse, but it will also get the
backs up of others and they will unite to
fight against the Government. I hope the
motion will not be proceeded with.

MR. NEEDHAM (North Perth) [3.10
amn.]: I sincerely hope that the Govern-
ment will give consideration to the ap-
Peal made by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion and the member for Middle
Swan for the adjournment of the de-
bate in order that there may be time to
Ponder what the Leader of the Opposi-
tion has said on the subject. At one
stage, I thought that the Premier was
impressed, but unfortunately subsequent
events showed that my impression was
wrong.

I cannot see for the life of me what
value this proposed legislation will have
in connection with the Present industrial
trouble, or indeed with any other indus-
trial dispute, and the Present is certainly
an inopportune time to introduce it. I
was somewhat perturbed when the mnem-
ber for Canning, in moving the adoption
of the Address-in-reply on Thursday last.
approached the question of this strike in
the manner he did. He was able to offer
no suggestion for the settlement of the
strike, and anyone with experience of in-
dustrial troubles realises that there are
times when the least said is soonest
mended. I was astonished that he should
have made any mention of the matter at
that stage, and still more astonished at his
charges of communism against the union
leaders.

Mr. Griffith: I defy the member for
North Perth to show one word in the
report of my speech charging anyone with
being a communist. The only reference
I made was that the strike had received
strong communist support.

Mr. NEEDHAM: I cannot agree with
the hon. member's remark about com-
munist support, either.

Mr. Griffith: A lot of people do be-
lieve it.

Mr. NEEDHAM: There is no member
more strongly opposed to communism than
I am. but I should certainly not be one
to label every man a communist simply
because he holds advanced ideas.

Mr. Griffith: You would not suggest that
I would?
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Mr. NEEDHAM: There is a tendency
nowadays to label as a communist any
man or woman who expresses advanced
views. This afternoon, in reply to a
question by the member for South Fre-
mantle, the Premier defined a communist
as a man who was trying to do his best
to disrupt the industry of the country and
bring down the British Commonwealth
of Nations as well. The leaders of the
strike are certainly not engaged in that
sort of thing. They are as loyal to the
country and to the British Commonwealth
of Nations as anyone, and I wish to dis-
abuse the mind of any member who might
think that communists are in any way
associated with this industrial dispute.
None of the union leaders has any con-
nection at all with the communists; nor
has he any sympathy with their ideals.

I gather that very delicate negotiations
have been going on and are still proceed-
ing in the effort to find a solution of the
trouble, but I am satisfied that the mo-
tion before the House will not tend to as-
sist in reaching a settlement. If there
was any need to introduce legislation to
deal with this problem and to strengthen
the Arbitration Court, the proper course
would have been to summon Parliament
many weeks ago. I am under the impres-
sion that the proposed legislation is de-
signed, not to strengthen the Arbitration
Court, but to strengthen the hands of the
Government.

We have been told of the refusal of the
Premier to meet the leaders of the strik-
ing unions because they have been guilty
of breaking the law, this despite the ef-
forts of the State Disputes Committee of
the A.L.P. to have them in attendance at
the various conferences which have been
held. I point out that there have been
various instances in this State where the
leaders of striking unions have sat in
conference with the disputes committee
and the employers, and those unions were
breaking the law at the time. I am able
to make that statement because I was
at one time secretary of the disputes com-
mittee and also a member of that body.
On some occasions when representatives
of the striking unions met the employers
in conference, representatives of the Gov-
ernment departments were also present.

I repeat that if it was necessary to
introduce legislation of this type, it- should
have been done long ago. I could have
understood its being introduced had there
been considerable industrial disturbance,
but there has been nothing of that sort.
Very few people are really aware of the
excellent work done by the disputes com-
mittee to preserve industrial peace, and
of course, the consideration given by
many employers in assisting the commit-
tee to prevent industrial disputes. If this
had occurred in the other States and other
parts of the world where strikes are more
frequent, there might have been more
reason for it.

Mr. Yates: This could be the forerunner
of other strikes such as have taken place
in other Parts of the Commonwealth.

Mr. NEEDHAM: I repeat that we have
been very free from industrial disputes in
this State. I want to record my opposition
to this motion. qnd I am very much afraid
that when the contents of the legislation
foreshadowed by it are revealed, they may
tend to prolong rather than settle the dis-
pute.

MR. McCULLOCH (Hannans) [3.22 a.m.]:
As this dispute has affected the Goldfields
much more than the metropolitan area I
desire to discuss this matter. I also have
a feeling that the motion will have very
serious repercussions if it is agreed to. As
already stated here, it is six months since
this strike began. It started some time in
February. The Government, all of a
sudden, just in the last few days, has come
to the conclusion that It is now a matter
of urgency and has kept us here for about
14 or 15 hours for the purpose of getting
a Bill introduced this morning.

Strange to say, the Premier is all wrap-
ped up in arbitration; yet when, not so
very many weeks ago, the railway officers
had a minor dispute in connection with
the appointment of some gentleman to the
road transport system and the union
wanted the case to go to arbitration for
settlement, the Premier said, "No." He
said the matter would not go to arbitra-
tion. but that the Government would de-
cide it. But now he tells us that the Gov-
ernment will not decide the metal trades
dispute but it must go to arbitration. There
is the worm turning! There is the twist-
ing and turning of the worm!

Several suggestions have been made re-
garding communist support for this dis-
pute. I have been actively associated with
the Perth Trades Hall and have attended
very many meetings in connection with
this matter, and I do not know of any
communist support. I say honestly that
I do not know of any communist support
whatsoever. There is every possibility that
the union is obtaining financial support
from its headquarters in the Eastern
States: but again I do not know that. So
where the Government members get their
information from that this strike is being
led by communists and is receiving com-
munist support, beats me.

I know the communists would support
any strike. I understand the communists.
I have fought them ever since I have been
in Australia. I fought them before I came
here and will continue to do so. But I
definitely say that this is not a com-
munist strike. I know Hedley Symons,
Bob Gibson and George Cahill are as bitter
against communism as I am. The origin-
al cause of the dispute was concerned
with margins, but the Trade Union Council
has put certain propositions forward that
will allow margins to be applied for in
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the proper way, provided there is no
victimisation of the 12 men who were
dismissed and whom the Railway Commis-
sion has refused to reinstate. That is
something that would not have arisen if
the dispute over margins had not occurred.
Those men woulid not have been suspended
and the penal clauses concerning holidays
would not have been invoked.

If I had anything to do with the unions
concerned in this matter I would have
shown more fight. The Arbitration Court
in Western Australia just insulted the
unions when it gave a 9s. increase in
margins and then immediately took away
the 6s. war loading, thus offering the men
3s. or about 6d. a day. Just fancy that!
Fancy a body of tradesmen, craft union-
ists. who have served their apprenticeship,
in some cases getting less than ordinary
labourers!

In 1940, the A.E.O. and other metal
trades unions had an award delivered when
the margin was £l10ls. for fitters and
turners, while pattern makers and welders
received a higher rate. In 1942 the 6s. war
loading was granted. That award was
supposed to expire in April, 1943. How-
ever, between the time when the award
was due to expire and 1946 or 1947, Judge
Drake-Brockman made an award increas-
ing the margin from 30s. to £2 6s. for
fitters and turners with a correspondingly
higher rate for welders, pattern makers
and other tradesmen.

The basic wage in that particular period
had risen 9s. 3d. per week, but since the
Drake-Brockman award was delivered, the
basic wage has risen by £8 Is. 6d. Judge
Drake-Brockman gave a judgement that
these craft tradesmen should receive
£2 6s. margin or 16s. above the original
margin when the rise in the basic wage was
93. 8d. Yet this Arbitration Court insults
the men by offering them 3s., notwith-
standing that the basic wage has increased
by another £6 since the Drake-Brockman
award was delivered. That indicates to
anybody that these margins are losing
their effect. If these men were entitled
to a margin of £2 6s. for skill when the
basic wage was £5 10s. 9d., surely they
are entitled to much more than 3s. now.

We heard a lot about the conciliation
commissioners. The Galvin award men-
tioned here has nothing whatever to do
with the present dispute. If he gave a
marginal increase of £1, £2 or £3 it would
not have an effect on the unions in this
State. All these unions operate under
the State award, but strangely enough the
conciliation commissioners, who did not
take into consideration, and who had no
right to take into consideration, the eco-
nomic conditions of the country-Con-
ciliation Commissioners Finlay and Austin
-delivered marginal increases up to 15s.
a week In certain territories. If that sum
had been granted to these unions that
would have been the end of the matter.

They would have accepted it. But I say
it was an insult to offer them 3s. I will
go further.

What are the implications of this dis-
pute? We have seen in the papers where
it has been reported that the Employers'
Federation has been ringing up certain
employers to say that an engineer or
boilermaker is working there. It does not
want the men to get work, but to be
thrown out of work, and It has been suc-
cessful in some cases, but not all. It was
successful In having eight men put off
from the Perth Road Board. The Em-
ployersm Federation wants to have men
out of employment, not in employment.

A lot has been said about the Premier
being willing to meet the disputes com-
mittee of the Australian Labour Party,
but not the officials of the union. I have
been in many disputes, not only with
unions with which I was personally con-
cernied, but other unions, too, and as a
member of the Trades Hall disputes com-
mittee, and I say it never was the practice
to go along to an employer without an
official of the union affected. That has
been the practice for years, and it stands
today.

The Premier's idea was, or he might
have thought it was, that he was going
to converse with communists. He told us
that on Thursday night. However, it has
been proven beyond doubt now, I think,
that it was not a case of his not wanting
to confer with communists, but of want-
ing to see the strike continue. Both sides
are adamant; they are both out to win.
What happens? Sometime the strike has
to end, whether it is this month, next
month or next year, but in the meantime
the people of the State, especially those in
the back country, are suffering.

I do not see anything extorttonate in
the four points read out by my leader.
This dispute has run on for six months
and the unions may become re-registered,
although that is not absolutely certain.
I have a sneaking feeling that the Presi-
dent of the Arbitration Court would re-
register them, but I also have a feeling
that if they are re-registered and at some
future date get Into a dispute again, they
will not get away with a £500 fine because
there is no minimum. I suppose these
unions, like all others, have not money
to throw away.

If I were in their place, I would be
very cautious about re-registration. I can
remember when the Arbitration Court in
this country was quite easy. The ordinary
bowyang could go along and put up a bit
of a story, but now it is necessary for
a man to be pretty well a Q.C. before he
can put up a case to combat some of the
legal luminaries that we see in the Arbi-
tration Court. Arbitration was never
meant to operate that way. We know that
the President of the Arbitration Court in
this State took the job, provided he was
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made a judge of the Supreme Court. If
the Arbitration Court is going to float
along on those lines it will grow out of
the system upon which the workers
thought It was built.

I believe in arbitration and say it is a
good system. I have been in industry in
many parts of the world, and when I came
to Australia I thought the arbitration sys-
tem was an extraordinarily good one. It
is definitely better than what was adopted
in the Old Country 30 years ago. Much
has been said about the dispute being
banded over to a mediator. Hie is not
allowed to say what the margin shall be.
Why does the Government tie the hands
of its own conciliation commissioner in
this way?

When reading the paper the other day,
I noticed where the Industrial magistrate,
Mr. Wallwork, was at Collie, and he had
to settle everything-margins and every-
thing else. I believe the engineers there
asked for 10s. extra a week, although I
would not be certain of the amount. The
miners were also asking for something,
and Mr. Wallwork had the power to grant
their claims, so why can we not give our
own conciliation commissioner here-I do
not care whether it is Mr. Schnaars or
someone else-the same power?

I have an idea that if these unions go
back to the court for a settlement of the
dispute after registration, they will be
in a serious predicament. They are de-
registered and the court has nothing at
all to do with them, and neither has the
Government. These men are entitled to
sell their labour on the best market they
can get, notwithstanding that the Em-
ployers' Federation is having them put
out- of other industries. It is not going
to allow them to sell their labour. The
position is pretty bad when conscription of
labour is going to take place so that these
men are to be made to work in the metal
trades. I have always believed in the right
to strike, and I think I shall continue to
believe in it-as a matter of fact, I am be-
yond thinking. Personally, I can see what
is transpiring here now. The Bill will be
introduced and passed, but do not think
that will suppress the militant unions. I
do not care whether the Attorney General
includes in the Bill all the suppression
clauses in the world; the unions need not
necessarily obey them. The organisations
can be deregistered but that will not worry
them because that is not the class of arbi-
tration we desire. We will get out of it
and conciliate with the employers. In all
the cases I had, both in the court and with
individual employers. I have obtained more
satisfaction from conciliation than from
arbitration.

What is to happen now that the unions
are deregistered? Will the Government
agree that this legislation should be held
up for two days in order to give considera-
tion to the four points that have been put

forward? There Is to be a meeting of the
unions in the dispute on Saturday morning.
The president and secretary of the State
Disputes Committee of the A.L.P. have
have been invited to attend and I think
they will be there to address the meeting.
All the unions in the State were rep-
resented at the industrial council at
the Trades Hall last Thursday and
they decided that they would support
this proposition-they agree with arbitra-
tion-and that the margins question should
be settled later on when the men have re-
turned to work.

The basis of arbitration over the years
has been that nothing shall be done un-
til the men have returned to work. There
is not much in the other points and the
Government would be conceding nothing
if it agreed to them. The trouble started
over one job, which was black, and which
the individual concerned said he would not
do. Like any member of this Chamber, in
similar circumstances, he did not want to
be termed a scab, and so he refused to do
the work. The process was repeated until
eventually they had these 12 men off.

Then the Governmnent sent the stuff
from East Perth to Midland Junction
and eventually all the men were out.
They said, "One out, all out." I think
the effect of this Hill will be that
not only these two unions but also many
more will be out on strike, yet the Govern-
ment says it cannot wait another two days,
having already waited six months. The
men are not appealing for sentiment, be-
cause they know the Government must
hold the scales of justice between the
workers and the employers, but I think the
proposition with regard to the reinstate-
ment of the men, the penalty provisions
in relation to holidays and the withdrawal
of the summonses by private empioyers
is reasonsable,

The margins can be dealt with after the
men have returned to work. I hope the
Government will hold up the Bill at least
until next Tuesday, so as to give the State
Disputes Committee a chance to settle the
trouble before further repercussions arise.
The onus is now on the Government and
it is no use saying that the Opposition
has done nothing. We have done our
best and, as I have said, if the Govern-
ment does not agree, the onus rests with
it.

M4R. BRADY (Guildford-Miliand)
r3.45 a.tn.l: When speaking to the de-
bate on the Supply Bill earlier in this sit-
ting. I said that I hoped to discuss certa in
matters more fully at a later stage. I
do not think the Government has been
generous to the men in the workshops
who were loyal to It throughout the war
and during the time when private em-
ployers, both here and in the Eastern
States, were offering margins consider-
ably higher than were lawfully payable to
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these workers. Now that these men are
due for a fair return for the work they
do, the Government is not prepared to
meet them.

As I said earlier, we should encourage
men to take up professions or trades such
as the metal trades and to remain in
the workshops as a career rather than
follow the big profits and inducements
offered outside, which do not make for
economic stability in the State. It is a
disservice to the country to drive men
out to follow these Profit-sharing and
profit-making schemes. Two years ago I
had occasion to ask numerous questions
of the Minister representing the Minister
for Railways, with regard to the number
of men leaving the workshops, and invari-
ably the answer was that they were leav-
ing in hundreds because the margins paid
in private employment were much greater.

The men wvho remained loyal to the
Governent under those circumstances
now find that they are left on the shell
and that the Government has no regard
for their loyalty. The Government has
also overlooked the fact that It is entering
on a rehabilitation scheme that was
recommended by a Royal Commission
which advocated the spending of about
£27,000,000 of public money over a period
of years. The section of the railways
that was said to be more in need of re-
habilitation than any other was the work-
shops in which these tradesmen have been
working for many years under difficult
conditions with ancient and decrepit
machinery.

The service they have rendered has not
been recognised. It is definitely wrong.
and earlier this evening I used the words
'criminal neglect on the part of the

Government', not to try to do something
to appease these men and end the strike.
Not only has the Government lost approxi-
mately £1,000,000 this year as a con-
sequence of its pigheadedness, but last
month the State had a record deficit of
£532.000. The repercussions of the stop-
page will be felt for the next 12 or 18
months.

The railways were approaching a stage
where, if the metal tradesmen had con-
tinued in work, they would have been able
to handle hundreds of thousands of tons
of freight which are now being hauled at
considerable cost by road transport. That
position will continue for the next 12 to
18 months and as a consequence the
Government, which is already facing econ-
omic difficulties, will have that position
gravely aggravated. That is another
reason why the Government should have
tried to do something about this position.
I understand that the margins paid to
these men in 1947 repreented about 45
per cent. increase on the basic wage. To-
day the basic wage has been increased
to such an extent that these margins are
losing their value and a tradesman is now

getting to the stage where he is very
little better off than a labourer or a fit-
ter's assistant.

One of these tradesmen recently said
that he would be better off if he left the
workshops and took a position as a police-
man who is getting a greater margin for
his Job than is the skilled tradesman. A
policeman has probably three or four
months' tuition at the police school and
is entitled to a policeman's full wages
but a metal tradesman has to spend five
years learning his trade and is put to the
expense of buying books in order to in-
struct himself and increase his skill. When
he qualifies he is paid a lower wage than
is a policeman. Other instances couid be
produced which show that a tradesman
is at a disadvantage compared with men
doing semi-skilled work.

The question of apprentices to metal
trade work has also been mentioned, These
apprentices are paid very small wages
compared with junior workers and Jun-
ior labourers who are working alongside
them. Apprentices go to a good deal of
trouble and make sacrifices to learn their
trades and then find that they cannot
get reasonable wages when they finally
qualify. Somebody in the House men-
tioned that it is about time the workers
realised that they should do a fair
day's work for a fair day's pay. I ask
the hon. member whether these men are
getting a fair day's pay having regard to
all the circumstances.

Mr. Griffith: Who said that?
Mr. BRADY: I think it was either the

member for Canning or the member for
Nedlands.

Mr. Griffith: Neither of them said it.
Mr. BRADY: One or the other did.

The hon. member may not have dotted
the "I" or crossed the "T1," but he said
words to the effect that it is about time
the workers did a fair day's work for a
fair day's pay.

Mr. Griffith: You cannot read; if you
can read, then you cannot understand.

Mr. BRADY: I can hear what is said
in this House and that is what the mem-
ber for Canning said. He can try to talk
himself out of it because at this stage he
must realise that it has been printed and
appears in "Hansard," and it would not
look very good if some of his electors Saw
it.

Mr. Griffith: I defy you to prove that
I said that.

Mr. BRADY: I would now like to quote
the apprentices' rates paid while they
are learning their trades. A lad from 14
to 15 gets 25 per cent, of the basic wage;
from 15 to 16, 35 per cent.; 16 to 17, 45
per cent.; 17 to 18, 55 Per cent.: 18 to 19,
65 per cent., but if he likes to go and work
as a bread carter he gets about £12 10s.
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a week and if a lad drives a 30 cwt.
truck he gets 30s. over the basic wage.
But because he wants to sacrifice
£6 or £1 a week to learn a trade for
the benefit of the State and the public
generally, he Is subsequently penalised by
the Government and Is not paid a reason-
able margin for his skill. A lad from 18
to 19 is paid 65 per cent. of the basic
wage and a lad of 19 to 20-he is virtu-
ally a man and could be rearing a family
-gets 75 per cent. and at 20 to 21 he is
being paid the huge figure of 85 per cent.

Mr. McCulloch: And if he were driving
a milk cart he would be getting £16 a
week.

Mr. BRADY: Yes. It is a poor out-
look for the State and our secondary in-
dustries if our skilled men are to be
treated in this fashion by the Government
and my appeal tonight is the same as if
I were advocating a case for the metal
tradesmen. As my Leader has said, the
Government is almost in the same position
as an arbitration court, and it should
make up its mind to meet these men in
conciliation and try to do the right thing
by them. During the debate I went out
to the reading room and looked up some
old industrial gazettes and one can note
many occasions where awards have been
made by consent. The cases were not
argued in the court because the employers
and the employees-in some cases the em-
ployer being the Government-had a
round table conference and agreed upon
the matters under discussion. The cases
were then taken to the court and the
awards granted. I see no reason why
the Government could not have entered
into negotiations with the leaders of the
metal trades in an endeavour to grant a
reasonable margin.

As I said earlier. I honestly believe that
the heads of the Railway Department
were prepared to pay a reasonable margin,
but I think the Government said, "No,
we will force them into the Arbitration
Court!" A few years ago the Govern-
menit said "We believe in conciliation.
Conciliation and arbitration is our Policy."
But when the whips are cracking con-
ciliation goes overboard and unfortunately
the men are now outside the Jurisdiction
of the Arbitration Court. So the men
are in the happy position that they can
negotiate as individuals: nobody can take
that right away from them and they are
exercising It. Ministers should realise that
position and it will be a sad day for the
Government and the State if we are not
going to have men working in these in-
dustries.

The Government must realise that it
will not always be on that side of the
House: the wheels will turn and we on
this side will be occupying the Treasury
bench. The people whom the Government
represent today will have to sell their
wares at a price fixed by the Govern-

menit of that day. Why should a skilled
tradesman be made to take wages he is
not prepared to accept, while everybody
else in the community can hold out for
what price hie likes for the particular com-
modities he produces or sells? There Is
no justice in that attitude and the Gov-
ernment is getting down to a very low
level of logic when it treats men in this
fashion.

Great merit has been placed on arbi-
tration in regard to the settlement of dis-
putes. Both the Government and others
who have discussed the matter appear to
overlook the fact that there is no arbi-
tration in England: there is no arbitra-
tion in America, and all the industrial
disputes are settled largely without the
help of arbitration. So there is no special
significance in going to the Arbitration
Court but, as I have said, in the thousand
and one industrial disputes which take
place from time to time oversea, the Arbi-
tration Court does not come into the pic-
ture at all, so we are brought back to
the position I described at the outset
tonight.

This dispute could have been settled by
conciliation, and it is not too late to do
it now. As I said before, although I did
not care for the manner in which the
metal trades officials have handled their
dispute, I am satisfied that if the Gov-
ernment granted those men a reasonable
margin, they would be prepared to resume
work. I will close my argument by quot-
ing some of the comparative increases in
farm and other commodities which will
help to show that the men are not un-
reasonable in asking for Increased mar-
gins. Take, for example, the position of
the woolgrower. In 1945-46, he was get-
ting £100; in 1950-51, he got £542. In
other words, the wool man is getting five
times what he got in 1945-46.

The wheat farmer is getting 33 per cent.
more. Where he got £100 in 1945-46, he
is now getting £133. So I think it is only
reasonable that the metal tradesman
should also get an increase in his margin.
In my opinion, the basic wage today in
some respects is "cooked". I have used
that term in this House before. It is
"cooked" by people who know what com-
modities send up the cost of living. As a
consequence, those costs are kept low by
the people concerned, and the commodi-
ties which the working man uses in his
house, his domestic and household re-
quirements, are increased in price.

The basic wage is not a true reflection
of price increases. For every increase in
the basic wage-and increases take place
apart from the commodities inside the
basic wage ambit-tthe margin is de-
creased. So that the metal tradesman is
little better off than the labourer. I would
like to quote from Rydge's Journal for
June, 1952. There is an article headed
"Stop Inflation, Increase Production" by



[5 August, 1952.] 0

Burton Graham and Maurice Mitchell.
they give comparative prices for 1939 and
1952, as follows:-

Men's Clothing
suit .... ...
Pair shoes
Coat ....
Shirt .... ....
Tie.... ,.. ..

1939.
E s.
7 0

10
4 0

12
3

1

1952.
d. f a.
o 17 0
1 2 10
0 9 0
6 2 5
6 12

d.
0
0
0
0
6

So one can go down the whole gamut of
articles used by the working man, and
yet the Government questions the right
of the metal tradesman, who has served
five years of apprenticeship, to ask for a
reasonable margin!

The Jackson award was delivered after
a certain case was put up for the Amal-
gamated Society of Engineers. He gave
a shandy-gaff decision. He said that the
margin has increased by 9s., but In view
of the fact that there is no war, he was
taking away 6s. So they received 9s. and
6s. was taken from them, which meant
that they got 3s. That was a positive
insult. Tradesmen are Supposed to be of
a higher standard of intelligence than
the average man. These men have rail-
way rollingstock, etc., worth £30,000,000
under their care, and it is an insult to
ask them to accept a 3s. margin: It is a
gratuitous insult. These men could have
gone to the Eastern States or to a private
firm and got a £1 margin three or four
years ago.

So far as I am concerned, I feel that the
metal tradesmen who have Put in for an
increase in their margin should be con-
gratulated on the loyal stand they have
made for each other's interests, irrespec-
tive of how the dispute is settled. I do
not agree with the tactics that have been
adopted, but I think they have a very good
case, and I cannot help but admire the
manner in which they have stood together
a hundred per cent. They had to show
that they were disgusted with the pro-
posed increase given by the Arbitration
Court. The writing was on the wall and,
knowing they would not get any more,
they certainly had the right to negotiate
with private employers and the Railway
Commission, and that is what they have
done. They have done nothing unlawful,
as far as I can see. The Government is
not going to make amends by introducing
an amendment to the Industrial Arbitra-
tion Act. It would be repressive legisla-
tion and an unwarranted slur on these
men to take an action of that kind. I
hope the House will not agree to the
motion.

MR. STYANTS (Kalgoorlie) [4.8 am.]:
It will not take me very long to express
my views on this matter because much of
what I intended to say has been said by
previous speakers. At the outset I want to
make it clear that I have a firm belief in
the policy of arbitration and conciliation.
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While it has its shortcomings, I think it
has proved to be the best method, in Au's-
tralia, at any rate, for the settling and
prevention of industrial disputes that we
have been able to evolve. Even with our
system of conciliation and arbitration, we
still have industrial disputes, but that
would be no justification for doing away
with the Arbitration Court, just as one
would not advocate doing away with, the
Police Force simply because certain crimes
are committed in spite of its existence.

Coupled with my belief in the system
of arbitration is a firm conviction that
the tribunal set up to protect arbitration
must be free from bias of any kind. Un-
fortunately, that has not been the case
in Australia particularly in the matter of
the appointment of presidents of the Arbi-
tration Courts. We have had men taken
for that position out of the hotbed of poli-
tics, such as the Chief Judge of the Com-
monwealth Arbitration Court on one occa-
sion, and we have at present a gentleman
as President of our State Arbitration Court
whose Previous training as an advocate for
the employers might lead some People to
believe that he would be biased by the
very fact of his previous environment and
training. Such men, when appointed to
these Positions, are supposed to shed all
bias, but knowing human nature as we do,
I am afraid that some of them are not
able to rise to such heights and that their
previous environment and training have
left indelible imprints on their minds, no
matter how much they might try to guard
against such influence.

The matter of the Calvin award need
not be taken into consideration in this
State because I believe there is not a metal
trades worker who would come under it.
I happen to know Mr. Galvin as well as
I know any member of this House. Mr.
Galvin was the Federal Secretary of the
union of which I was a member and an
official for some 24 years, and while I had
a great respect for his secretarial abilities,
I cannot say that I admired his action in
endeavouring to compel a small section of
the community to arrest the inflationary
spiral.

I think he set himself out well beyond
the bounds of his jurisdiction; he set him-
self up as a sort of economic Messiah. I
believe that there was much logic in what
he said and that any worker would agree
that the constant rise in basic wage and
margins is of no great value to anyone.
Nevertheless, it is not the function of an
industrial commissioner to say what shall
be done to arrest the inflationary spiral.
That is the function of Parliament, and
he went well outside his jurisdiction when
he gave his decision. Practically the whole
of those tradesmen had to be kept by their
parents while they were serving their ap-
prenticeship because the niggardly allow-
ance made to apprentices was insufficient
to Pay for their food and clothing. Mr.
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Galvin said that he was going to place
the anus Upon them of arresting the in-
flationary spiral. In my opinion, that was
entirely wrong, but the metal trade work-
ers in this State are really on strike against
an award of the State Arbitration Court
issued last November.

The first question we have to ask our-
selves Is: Has an injustice been done?
After all, the Arbitration Court is not more
likely to be infallible than any other court.
and we know there have been miscarriages
of justice in other courts. I believe that
90 per cent. of the People in this State
would say that an injustice had been done
by refusing to increase the margins for
these tradesmen by more than 3s. a week.

Mr. Griffith: You think they are on
strike against the Jackson award?

Mr. STYANTS: It could not be against
the Galvin award because there is no metal
trades worker in this State who comes
under it. If the Calvin award were
amended tomorrow, the metal trades work-
ers in this State would not benefit.

Mr. Griffith: I do not think your opinion
is shared by members on Your side of the
House.

Mr. STYANTS: That is my impression,
at any rate. The Galvin award applies
to metal trades workers in the Eastern
States, who very largely come under the
jurisdiction of the Federal Arbitration
Court. while metal trades workers in this
State come within the jurisdiction of the
State court. Therefore they would not be
affected If the Galvin award were amended
in favour or against those coming under
it.

Mr. Griffith: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion did not convey that impression.

Mr. STYANTS: The Leader of the
Opposition has his views and I have mine.
I believe that 90 per cent. of the people
in this State-and this would include a
large percentage of employers--would
admit that these men received a very raw
deal from the State Arbitration award
issued in November last. I have seen the
figures and, speaking from memory, they
showed that whereas In 1941 the tradesmen
on strike had a margin of 47 per cent.
above the basic wage, today, as a result of
the November award, the margin has been
reduced to 34 per cent, over the basic
wage and, taking into account the latest
increases in the basic wage, the percentage
would be even less than that.

I do not think that anyone could logic-
ally contend that if a tradesman's margin
was, say, 30s. above a basic wage of £5 a
week and the basic wage rose to £12 a
week, the tradesman should receive only
30s. margin. Thus a gross injustice is
being done to these skilled workers who,
in my opinion, have a definite grievance.
They are rankling under a sense of in-
justice. While I do not approve of the

method they adopted to rectify their griev-
ance. I cannot overtook the fact that they
have such an undeniable case for rec-
tification that I am inclined to forgive
them for any transgression.

I appreciate the difficult position in
which the Government finds itself. Any
Minister who permitted himself to be used
as a medium for short-circuiting a decision
of the Arbitration Court would place him-
self in a very awkward position. The
metal trades workers were suffering an
injustice and sought means by which to
get it rectified. They found themselves
obliged to continue for 12 months under
the industrial award before they could
make an appeal to the court for a varia-
tion. Seeing that it would be a matter of
approaching the same court using the
same lopsided logic in arriving at a deci-
sion, they thought it not worth while to
go back to the court and decided to cease
work.

This involves the question of the right
to strike. I would not support any measure
that would deny the worker the right to
strike. His labour is the only commodity
he has for sale, and he has as much right
to refuse £2 per day for his services if he
considers them to be worth £2 10s. or £3
as has the primary producer who takes
lambs to the fat stock market at Midland
Junction and is offered a price less than
he considers to be fair and exercises
an inalienable right to take his stock
back to his farm, as he frequently does.

It is just the same as the man who puts
the product of his labour into the saleyard
or into any place where goods are sold,
whether it be primary production, or
furniture or other non-consumable goods.
He has a perfect right, and exercises that
right, to refuse a lesser price than he con-
siders profitable. I wonder how members
on the Government side, particularly
primary producers, would view a measure
brought forward by members of the Op-
position to compel primary producers to
supply stock for meat at a lesser price
than they considered they should receive.

When meat was in short supply a couple
of years ago and the people were meat-
hungry, how would members opposite have
viewed a measure brought down by the
opposition to compel primary producers
to put stock into the market at a price
which was not considered sufficient to
compensate them for the cost of produc-
tion? They would strongly object to that,
and on the same principle I object to any
compulsion of men to work for a lesser
wage than they consider their labour is
worth.

It has been forced upon me to a greater
extent than I imagined possible that the
knowledge of the principles of unionism
held by members on the Government side
of the House is based only on hearsay.
They have had no actual experience. Be-
fore passing on to that point. I would
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like to say that I consider a cardinal
blunder made by the Arbitration Court
in this dispute was the deregistration of
the organisation. The court did have some
statutory control over the union while it
was registered. But once the union was
deregistered and had paid its fine, the
court had no authority over it whatever.

The court was not as shrewd as the
Federal Minister for Labour, Mr. Holt.
When the waterside workers refused to
work overtime, he was wise enough to see
that the granting of an application by
the employers' authority-I think it was
the stevedoring industry-for the deregis-
tratlon of the Waterside Workers' Union
was the worst possible thing that could
happen. He stated publicly that he was
not prepared to allow the stevedoring in-
dustry to make an application for the de-
registration of the union, realising, as the
court here should have realised, that while
the union was registered there was some
control or some influence that could be
exercised over it.

I was saying that I believed members
on the Government side base their know-
ledge of the principles of unionism on
hearsay. What extended the present strike
is what is known as the 'dismissal of the 12
men at Midland Junction" issue. Certain
work carried out in the running sheds by
members of the metal trades union was
taken to Midland Junction and other men
who are usually not called upon to per-
form that class of work-what is known
as running shed repairs--were called upon
to do it when their fellow unionists were
out on strike at East Perth. Had members
on the Government side had any know-
ledge of the principles of unionism, they
would have known there was one inevit-
able result-that the men would refuse to
do work previously done by fellow unionists
at East Perth. The men at Midland Junc-tion decided not to go on with the work
and the result was that a dozen were dis-
missed. That has created an issue which
should not be an issue at all in an indus-
trial dispute of this magnitude.

The same tactics were adopted in cer-
tain private establishments. Machinery
repair work was sent to private establish-
ments where no friction existed between
the employer and his employees. The work
was brought from shops where repairs had
been partly done but where the men had
ceased work, having either been dismissed
or ceased work of their own volition.
When the work was taken to another
private establishment, friction was im-mediately caused because the men adopted
the same principle that unionists adopt
anywhere of not doing work ordinarily
performed by others on strike at the time.

Much has been said about the appoint-
ment of a mediator and his functions and
what he has been able to achieve. In my
opinion, there was no need for the ap-
pointment of a mediator. In this matter
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there Is one major issue between the Gov-
ernment and the metal trades strikers.
and that is the question of margins. Every-
thing else, such as the question of the 12
dismissed men and the matter of the holi-
day penal clauses, should not be issues at
all. In every industrial dispute there are
always side issues creeping in. and they
are always settled on the understanding
that if the men return to work there will
be no victimisation. With very rare ex-
ceptions, that has been carried out entirely.

If the Government imagines that these
men will return to work while there is any
doubt about their colleagues being taken
back with them, it has another think
coming. They will never go back to work
while there is victimisation of the 12 men.
It is entirely contrary to the generally
accepted Principle of the settlement of in-
dustrial disputes that there shall be vic-
timisation of any kind; and on those rare
occasions when there has been victimisa-
tion it has always rankled and festered and
become a sore in the industry and finally
it has always had to be done away with
because of the dissension and feeling of
resentment on the part of the men that
victimisation should have occurred after
they had returned to work.

There should have been no need to ap-
point a mediator to settle side issues. The
Government passed the buck to the Rail-
way Commission in regard to the reinstate-
ment of the 12 men who were dismissed
from Midland Junction. Their dismissal
did not arise out of the margins dispute
but because they refused to carry out an
order issued by an official of the Railway
Commission. I know that the Government
endeavoured to pass the buck regarding
the re-employment of these men to the
Railway Commission; but I also know that
if the Government intimated to the Com-
mission that for the purpose of getting
men back to work those 12 should be re-
instated on the same conditions as the
other men, there would be no difficulty
so far as the Railway Commission is con-
cerned, and there certaily should not be
any penal clauses invoked in regard to
holidays or anything of that kind.

Some doubt has arisen as to what might
be contained in the measure. The Attorney
General has said that we do not know what
is in it. That is so. We have not been
taken into the Minister's confidence the
same as have members on the Government
side. They are conversant with what the
Bill provides, hut I think that we on this
side of the House could make some fairly
accurate guesses as to its contents. I
should say that there would be some puni-
tive measures In it as far as the strikers
are concerned and some clauses which will
be repressive not only to the striking unions
but against all unionists in Western Aus-
tralia.

Mr. McCulloch: It would not now affect
the metal trades unions.
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Mr. STYANTS: No, because the court
has lost control of them by the deregistra-
tion of their organisations. In the case of
a comparatively small union composed of
highly skilled men, It Is problematical
whether there is much advantage in being
registered under the provisions of the In-
dustrial Arbitration Act, because these men
by virtue of their training and important
position in the community life of the State
could quite easily and Conveniently, and
perhaps profitably to themselves, adopt the
old system of arriving at agreement by
barter and negotiation.

I can remember some years ago, as one
of the executive of the Locomotive Drivers'
Union, I was on deputations which
negotiated a considerable number of agree-
ments with the Railways Commissioner. We
never went to the Arbitration Court at all,
and we probably got just as fair a deal by
means of round table consultations and
negotiations as we did when we eventually
went to the Arbitration Court. The engi-
neers could adopt that system without any
difficulty.

It shows what a colossal blunder was
made when the court decided to use the
big stick and bludgeon these men by de-
registering them. I should say that any-
thing in the Bill of a punitive or repressive
nature against these metal trades strikers,
or other unionists, will certainly be repug-
nant to members on this side of the House.
I would make a guess, without the slight-
est knowledge of what is in the measure,
that it makes some provision for a com-
pulsory secret ballot but of course the
weakness of that, as was found in the
Federal legislation, is that as a means of
settling an industrial dispute one asks
what is going to happen. If a union is
on strike and it holds a secret ballot of
its members and they decide to continue
the strike, does that legalise the strike?
What is the next move then? Provision
to hold a compulsory secret ballot to set-
tle industrial disputes is a two-edged tool
to anyone with an impartial mind. If the
men decide to go back to work, that is
all right, but if on the other hand they
decide not to, their claims must be con-
ceded.

I am on the State executive, and have
been for 12 or 14 years, and I believe
with the other members of the executive
and my leader that the only means of
settling a margins dispute Is through the
Arbitration Court. It should not be the
subject of consultation or negotiation, and
a mediator is not required. It should be
stated that there will be no victimisation.
We are hopeful-and I am not speaking
with inside information-that if the Gov-
ernment will agree to the status quo be-
ing continued as it was prior to the strikers
ceasing work, the margins could be
adjudicated on by the Arbitration Court,
and this unfortunate and disastrous strike
be brought to an end at an early date.

MR. MOIR (Boulder) [4.35 a.]: 1
cannot let this occasion pass without
raising my voice in support of those who
have already spoken against the motion.
I am fully in accord with the remarks of
the Leader of the Opposition, and I think,
perhaps, the introduction of the Bill is
a most unwise move for the Government
to make. Repressive legislation and pen-
alty clauses in connection with industrial
matters do not solve any problems at all.
I long worked under an award on the
Goldfields in which there was a penalty
clause that was included by the Arbitra-
tion Court. It was, I believe, the first
award in this State to contain such a pro-
vision.

I have had many years' experience of
industrial affairs, have taken part in a
number of discussions on industrial mnat-
ters, have worked on jobs where indus-
trial disputes have threatened and have
also had to deal with them as a union
official. When any dispute threatened,
and it was being discussed by the workers,
the surest way to make them put their
heads down was to remind them of the
penalty clause. When anyone was ill-
advised enough-probably with the best
intentions-to mention that the penalty
clause would probably be invoked, the
other people who were trying to solve the
problem peacefully and amicably would
have to do Some very fast talking to
a void a stoppage of work.

While I believe in arbitration, I do think
that recent decisions both by Mr. Galvin
and our State Arbitration Court have been
very poor, to say the least of them. I
agree, with the member for Kalgoorlie,
that it Is not the province of a conciliation
commissioner to deal with problems of in-
flation or to place on one section of the
workers the burden of arresting the costs
spiral. Members of the metal trades
unions have a real grievance over their
margins. Anyone who has studied the
question knows that margins fluctuated
from 40 to 45 per cent of the basic wage
for many years. They have now deteri-
orated to the extent that they represent
something in the vicinity of 26 per cent.
of the basic wage.

The grievance of the workers in regard
to margins is doubly justified when we
realise that there are all over Australia
people who have for a considerable time
plundered the public right and left. In
this State they have done it, if not with
the approval of the Government, at least
with its acquiescence. The amount of
money that the worker receives in his pay
envelope is of vital importance to him,
because with it he must feed and clothe
himself, his wife and his family. I think
the Government should accept the advice
tendered by the Leader of the opposition
and consider seriously the proposals that
have been put forward.
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In view of interjections from the Gov-
ernment side of the House during this
debate1 I believe that the knowledge of
most Government members with regard
to trade unions and industrial affairs is
elementary. Quite a few of them are not
even in kindergarten class as far as an
understanding of these problems is con-
cerned. As the member for Kalgoorlie
said, one hurdle that no one can expect
to get over unless agreement is reached
is the question of the reinstatement of
the 12 men who have been dismissed. Has
any member the slightest doubt that this
dispute will go on for a Considerable time
if agreement in that regard is not
reached? The rest of the workers would
never be able to hold up their heads again
if they agreed on any settlement that did
not Provide for the reinstatement of these
dismissed workers in their employment,

But the member for Canning-I am
sorry he is not in his seat-by inference
tried to place a communist tag on this
dispute, and the Premier, as has been
.proved, endeavoured to place the com-
munist brand on the leaders of the
workers. I, like other members on this
side of the House, know the three men
concerned and am aware beyond doubt
that they are neither commlunists nor
communist sympathisers. In fact, they
are anti-communists. it is a poor old
argument for the Government to say that
the dispute has received strong support
from communists. That is beside the
point. I believe that some of the state-
ments made in this House would also re-
ceive the strong support and approval of
the communists, yet that does not prevent
such statements being made.

If the Government persists with this
legislation and the Bill eventually be-
comes law, it will bring about the very
effect that the Government professes a
desire to prevent. Such legislation will
provoke disputes, not only in the present
instance, but in the case of any other
troubles that may arise. Such legislation
would widen the present dispute. Union-
ists everywhere are hostile at the mere
mention of this sort of thing, and I have
no doubt what will happen if the Bill
becomes law. Much has been said tonight
of peace in industry and the record of the
workers of this State. As a union official,
I took a pride in that record, but I did
not believe in peace at any price.

So long as the worker continues work-
ing. people say be is a fine fellow and no
one is concerned at any injustices he may
suffer. If he ceases work, people begin
to inquire what the trouble is about and
then they generally come to the conclu-
sion that the worker is a bad lot, because
he will not continue working and simply
put up with these things. Much has
been said about decisions of the Arbi-
tration Court, but I would point out
that the court sets a minimum which, over
the years, has always been the maximum.

An employee has every right to ask an
employer for as much as he thinks the em-
ployer will pay him. Many workers in this
country have worked and received from
their employers a wage which is more than
that prescribed by the Arbitration Court.
I have done it myself and it is the practice
in many industries and could be extended
to a good many more.

The Government would be well advised
to examine closely the proposals which
have been put forward in the hope that
some solution can be found the prob-
lem confronting the State. The people on
the Goldfields would be those most serious-
ly affected by this dispute because they
are suffering inconvenience in having to
travel by bus and are required to pay high
prices for goods on account of freight
charges. The Government has not done
as much as it should have because some
of the road buses operating to and from
the Goldfields are not properly equipped;
I would say that some of them are in
a dangerous condition. I was travelling in
a bus the other day and we had two punc-
tures on the road. One occurred because
a recapped tyre was being used on the
front wheel, and if it had blown, the bus
would have overturned, probably resulting
in serious injury to about 40 passengers.

I reiterate that these workers have just
cause for complaint so far as their margins
are concerned and I think the Government
has made a poor job of its handling of
the dispute. it would be well advised to
study, and give serious consideration to
the proposals put forward by the industrial
council of the trade union movement.

Mr. GRAHAM:. I move-
That the debate be adjourned.

motion put and a division taken with
the following result:-

Ayes ..
Noes ..

.... .... .... 18

.... .... 22

Majority against

Mr. Brady
Mr. Graham
Mr. Guthrie
Mr. Hawks
Mr. J. Itegney
Mr. Hoar
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Lawrence
Mr. May

Mr. Abbott
Mr. Aciclanci
Mr. Butcher
Dame P. CardelL-Oll
Mr. Doney
Mr. Griffith
Mr. Heannan
Mr. RHill
Mr. Hutchtnson
Mr. Manning
Mr. McLarty

4

Ayes.
Mr. McCulloch
Mr. Moir
Mr. Needhama
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Sewell
Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Btyanta
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Kel Ly

(Teller.)

Noes.
Mr. Nalder
Mr. Nimmo
Mr. Oldfleld

Lver Mr. Owen
Mr. Perkins
Mr. Thorn
Mr. Totterdell
Mr. Watts
Mr. Wild
Mr. Yates
Mr. Grayden

(Teller.)
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Ayes.
Mr. W. Hegney
Mr. Marshall
Mr. (Joverley
Mr. Rodoreda

Pain.
Noss.

Mr. Brand
Mr. Cornl
Mr. Mann
Mr. Bovell

Motion thus negatived.

HON. E. NULSEN (Eyre) [4.58 an.]:
It is almost 5 a.m. on Wednesday, the 6th
August, and I am hopeful that we will
finish the sitting about breakfast time. I
have very little to say, but I want to pro-
test against this new legislation-

Mr. Bovell: You do not know what it is,
Hon. E. NULSEN: -that is to be intro-

duced. If we knew something about It,
we would probably not oppose-

The Attorney General: That is just it.
Hon. E. NULSEN: -the motion for the

suspension of Standing Orders. But, not
knowing what the measure contains, we
feel it will do more harm and cause more
antagonism than already exists. My Leader
has left very little for any of us to say.
but I cannot miss the opportunity of pro-
testing about the remarks and innuendoes
that have been made and printed in regard
to our leaders being communists.

I know the leaders of the unions con-
cerned in Western Australia personally and
I know perfectly well that they are anti-
communists. In many instances their
religion does not allow them to be com-
munists and they are definitely not com-
munists. So I feel that those inferences
have not been fair. I wondered why the
member for Canning introduced the sub-
ject of the metal trades margins strike in
his Address-in-reply speech on the open-
ing day. He did not seem to know his
subject nor did he appear to understand
arbitration and conciliation to the extent
he would have had he not been influenced
to bring down the subject as he did.

Mr. Griffith: If I had had five minutes
without the House being a complete rabble,
it might have been a little more fair.

Ron. E. NUTLSEN: I feel the hon. mem-
ber did mar the sedate atmosphere of this
House. There must have been some object
in it and the only Object I1 can see is that
the Government was anxious to find what
reaction there would be to a Bill of this
description if introduced in this Chamber.

Mr. Griffith: May I assure you that was
not the idea and if you refer to "Hansard"
y'ou will find that I did not speak more
than 20 words before the member for
Middle Swan interjected.

Ron. A. I. G. Hawke: If he refers to
"Hansard" he will find other things, too.

Hon. E. NULSEN: However, I believe it
was not of the member's choosing, but that
he was prompted and inspired by the Gov-
ernment to speak on the metal trades
strike.

Mr. Griffith: I assure you that you are
quite wrong.

Hon. E. NULSEN: He said the strike was
an unjustifiable dispute to satisfy the dic-
tates of union leaders. Union leaders and
secretaries do not look for trouble; they
want harmony; they do not look for work.
I am satisfied that as far the present
leaders are concerned they would have been
very happy to see harmony prevailing
rather than discord entailing work in
their organisations. As I said before, I
know Mr. Gibson and also Mr. Cahill and
Mr. Symons. They were merely servants
of their organisations and had to carry out
what those bodies wanted them to do. It
was not their wish, but they are paid for
what they do. There are militants in these
organisations, but there is nothing wrong
with a militant person. I admire militants
and have nothing against them. If a per-
son is a militant, I feel he has firm con-
victions and is usually working for the
betterment of his organisation. The great-
eat mistake the Government made was in
not meeting those leaders in co-operation
with the disputes committee.

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: Hear, hear!
I-on. E. NULSEN: I am perfectly satis-

fled that those leaders were anxious to come
to some harmonious agreement whereby
their members would have gone back to
work. But, of course, when they were dis-
regarded, it antagonised their unions and
consequently the strike went on. Even now
I am convinced that if the mediator can
come to some definite agreement, the
unions will be satisfied to go back to work
provided that the side issues are satis-
factorily determined.

But if the Government is going to con-
tinue the attitude it has adopted and dis-
regard these people altogether, then this
strike will go on for many more weeks and
the country cannot afford that. The strike
has affected my electorate very severely
because, as we know, pyrites comes from
Norseman. This is particularly so from
the farmer's point of view because super
is the lifeblood of the primary producer
and the consumer and if something does
not happen soon there will be no trains
to run at all.

The Premier: That is very true.
Hon. E. NULSEN: If the Government

had the guts, to use a common but an ex-
pressive word, and had taken the bull by
the horns and decided to close down the
railways after the strike had been going on
for a fortnight and not used any of the
rollingstock until such time as a satisfac-
tory agreement was reached, it would have
been far better. What is going to happen
now? We have been losing money from
the inception of this strike and when an
agreement is reached, there will be no
rollingstock to carry the goods which it is
necessary for them to haul in this State.
It will be quite three to six months before
we get back to normal and before the
railways will be able to handle these com-
modities. There is no doubt that the metal
workers are entitled to increased indus-
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trial margins. You can ask anyone for
his opinion, Mr. Speaker, and he will tell
You that these people are entitled to
their margins.

The Attorney General: If everyone got
his margins then the basic wage earner
would get nothing.

Ron. E. NULSEN: I venture to say that
if we were to reduce the margins of the
Governor or the judiciary or the Ministry
and probably our university professors-

The Attorney General: What about
members of Parliament?

Hon. E. NtTLSEN: -and the depart-
mental heads in the way in which we have
reduced the metal workers' margins, there
would be an outcry. Would the Minister
agree to having his margin reduced?

The Attorney General: It has been re-
duced tremendously.

Hon. E. NULSEN: It has not been re-
duced.

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: It is not a
margin for skill.

Hon. E. NERSEN: These people have
a genuine grievance. As far as the
Government is concerned, it could have
done much more than It has and had
it been more conciliatory and met these
people as the State Disputes Committee
of the A.L.P. wanted it to, perhaps this
strike would have been settled.

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: Now the Govern-
ment is going to pour oil on the flames.

The Premier: On the troubled waters.
Hon. E. NUL8EN: I hope the Govern-

ment will adopt a greater sense of re-
sponsibility and meet these people on fair
ground. I also hope the mediator will
do everything in his power to get the men
back and that he will not be influenced
in any way by the Government or any
of its Ministers.

Mr. McCulloch: What about making
the Attorney General the mediator?

Hon. E. NEJIAEN: I fear that the At-
torney General would not give much con-
sideration to it. A lawyer would be in-
clined to be more autocratic and would
not be as tactful as I would be, being a
working man, having had to work with
the people and understanding their feel-
ings as I do. I could handle them in a
more diplomatic way.

The Minister for Lands: That is a
good one from a real capitalist.

Hon. E. NULBEN: I rose to voice my
objection to the manner in which the
strike has been handled by the Govern-
ment. Had the Government been a little
more conciliatory and shown a greater
sense of responsibility, we would not have
had this long strike. It is not too late
for it to take action, and although Western
Australia has. to a great extent, been a
guinea-pig for the Eastern States-

The Attorney General:
were the guinea-pig.

Of course, we

Hon. E. NULSEN: But Ministers were
the autocrats. They are telling these men,
"You are not entitled to anything. You
must go to the Arbitration Court. We
will not give you any consideration at all."
The unions have been deregistered and
you fined them £600.

The Premier: Who did?
Hon. E. NtJISEN: The court.
The Premier: You said we did.
The Minister for Lands: You had the

railway men fined when they went on
strike.

Hon. E. NtILSEN: I do not think so.
The Minister for Lands: Of course;

they were deregistered and fined.
Hon. E. NVIAEN: And the matter was

soon adjusted.
The Minister for Lands: That is cor-

rect.
lion. A. R. 0. Hawke: And the strike

was soon settled.
The Premier: Is that your view of

arbitration, that all the penalties should
be given back?

Mon. E. NtILSEN: Of course.
The Premier: Then why not repeal

the penalty provisions?
Hon. E. NUISEN: If the Premier wants

harmony, he must give and take.
The Premier: But you want us to do

all the giving.
Hon. E. N1JLSEN: No; the margins in

1947 were about 48 per cent, of the basic
wage whereas today they are about 22 per
cent.

The Premier: Would You remove all
the penal provisions from the Industrial
Arbitration Act?

Hon E. NEILSEN: No, but on the other
hand I would apply them judiciously.

The Premier: Would you return the
fines?

Hon. E. NUIEEN: Yes, if necessary. Do
not Ministers approve of the round table
conference to discuss disputes?

The Attorney General' Yes.
Hon. E. NtILSEN: Then there must be

a readiness to give something back. The
Attorney General could not expect to take
all. Unless the Government is conciliatory,
the strike will continue for much longer.

The Premier: We have been very con-
ciliatory.

Hon. E. NtUhSEN: Not at all. What has
the Government done?

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: After 25 weeks It
has appointed a mediator.

Hon. E. NUISEN: And what has he
done up to date?
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The Premier: He has not accomplished
very much.

The Attorney General: They walked out
on him.

The kremier: Your leader said that
negotiations were going on continually,
and I agree.

Hon. E. NtILSEN: Ministers should
realise that times have changed. We are
living in a different age and must alter
our tactics. Twenty or thirty years ago,
it was possible to dictate to the workers
and allow them to starve, but not so today.

The Premier: We do not want that.
The Attorney General: That Is why the

worker needs to have a sense of responsi-
bility.

Hon. E. NUISEN: I am afraid that
Ministers merely wanted to be dictators.
They held the whip over these men and
said, 'You have to go to the Court. If
you do not, we will give you no redress."
Consequently the strike has continued.
The men had a perfect right to strike. If
we deprived them of the right to strike, it
would not be long before they would find
themselves in receipt of a mere pittance
to live on.

The Minister for Lands: Never in your
life, and you know it.

Hon E. NULSEN: That would not hap-
pen if the Labour Party were in power,
but I believe that the Government con-
siders that the worker Is not entitled to
anything unless it is granted by the
Arbitration Court. Although there are
three members of the court, one of them
represents the employers and one the
workers. Therefore it is really a one-man
court and the decisions are those of one
man.

The Attorney General: You think there
should be three Judges?

H-on. E. NTJLSEN: No, I do not think
we should have a legal man as president.
A legal man has not had the experience
to deal with industrial troubles. His en-
viromnent and training have been different
from those of the workers and he has not
had to accept employment for a starvation
wage, as many workers have had to do.
Any man working, for a wage of £10 or £12
a week has very little left after paying
his way. The Act should be amended
to provide for a president other than a
legal man, and then we would not have
so much trouble. In saying this. I am
not reflecting on Mr. Justice Jackson, who
is a very fine man.

The Attorney General: I think you are.

Hon. E. NUT.9EN: I have no intention
of doing so, but legal men are not good
businessmen and are not always concilia-
tory. I shall oppose the motion because I
consider that these tradesmen have not
received the justice to which they were
entitled.

MR. JOHBNSON (Leedervllle) (5.19 am.]:
I am fairly new to the parliamentary game
and am here to learn, and I think I have
learned something tonight. We are asked
to adopt a motion to suspend the Stand-
ing Orders in order to permit of the pass-
ing of a Bill to amend the Industrial
Arbitration Act. Members on this side of
the House have advanced lengthy argu-
ments, and sound arguments, too, giving
reasons why no amendment of the Act
should be made yet. From the Govern-
ment we have had one speech by the Pre-
mier setting out reasons which may have
appeared good to him but which quite
obviously convinced nobody else. After the
Leader of the Opposition had spoken and
appeared to have made some impression
on the Government bench, no member on
the Government side rose to refute any
of the arguments.

Nobody opposite was prepared to say
this is urgent. Members opposite are con-
tent to listen to our argument and not
refute any of it. Does that mean that in
the subject of debate-and I understand
Parliament is the place for debate-am I
to conclude that the arguments put
forward from this side are without answer;
or am I to understand that the Govern-
ment has only one voice and that we have
here the spectacle that we have seen on
gramophone records of His Master's Voice
and a little white puppy dog that follows
behind? Is that the situation in this
House?

I am learning. I think I may be drawing
wrong conclusions; but perhaps not. I
can only go on what I see. To Speak very
briefly on the subject on which we are
arguing, this dispute occurred before I
was elected to this Assembly. When I
entered the House first, the dispute was
already on, and since that time there has
been a special session of Parliament to
deal with another matter that was con-
sidered urgent. During that session mem-
bers on this side of the House were refused
an opportunity to debate a matter
which was then urgent, and which is still
urgent and is getting more so-the mat-
ter of housing.

At that time, although this dispute was
then in existence, no mention of its
urgency was made. Perhaps it was not
considered urgent then. Perhaps it was
part of the Government's deflationary
plan. We know that strikes and unemploy-
ment are deflationary. Was the oppor-
tunity of the dispute grasped deliberately
by the Government and enhanced to in-
crease inflation? It would appear so. I
may be wrong, but I say it appears so, be-
cause anyone who is not a child in in-
dustrial affairs realises that deliberate
provocation of the men in the workshops
was created by the movement of certain
engines from East Perth to Midland Junc-
tion. There can be no denying that that
was provocation-and deliberate provoca-
cation. it was not done by fairies.
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The men have a very righteous reason
to believe that they are being unfairly
treated in the matter of margins, and for
a very righteous reason they are prepared
to maintain their right to rehabilitation
of their margins. Let us take the figures
that are quoted in the Jackson award for
outside shops. I might mention there
is no award yet for the railways. Taking
the figures in the award for outside shops,
which all reasonable men can assume
would be fairly closely followed for the
railways, I find that in 1925 when the
basic wage was £4 3s. 4d. the margin
was £1 4s. or 28.8 per cent. At the
present day it is 23.6 per cent. In 1938
the basic wage was £4 Is. Id.; the margin
was £l10ls. or a percentage of 36.9. In
1947 the wage was £5 9s. 3d. and the
margin £2 6s. or 42.1 per cent. Yet on
present~day figures the percentage is 23.6
as opposed to 42.1.

The claim for a double margin was not
very greatly In excess of justice, partic-
ularly if allowance Is made for increased
taxation. While dealing with the subject
of that same award, Mr. Justice Jackson
said In relation to special rates and pro-
visions-

These additional rates are in the
nature of margins.

Further down, dealing with an increase
In height money, he said-

The time has come in my view for
some adjustment in the amount
hitherto fixed which has been in force
far many years and has depreciated
considerably in value.

For that reason he increased the rate of
Is. to is. 6d., a 50 per cent increase. The
increase he gave in the actual margin
was microscopic. It is niot my intention
to delay the Chamber, except to remind
members that in November of last year.
dealing with a somewhat similar matter,
but on the other side of the picture the
member for Nedlands said-

We should try to ensure that tte
landlord gets the same return on his
investment in terms of real goods as
he got in 1939. After all, I think
he is just as much entitled as anyone
else to maintain his standard of living
and, as the standard of living of other
people in the community has not
dropped. I do not see why we should
force his standard down.

*I would like to say that a tradesman should
get the same return for his investment,
his Investment being his apprenticeship, as
he did in 1939! Perhaps that Is not the
intention. Speaking on the same subject
on the 20th November. 1951, the member
for Roe said-

The investor who, in 1930. invested
in real estate, which for many years
had been reckoned to be a sound in-
vestment-

-as previously was the investment in any
apprenticeship-

now finds that it has turned out to
be anything but that.

Similarly, so has the apprenticeship.
Had he invested his money in some

* other type of security he would now
be better off.

I might mention that had these trades-
men Invested their time, their five years
of hard labour in becoming tradesmen,
in some other form of investment, they
would have been better off, too. For that
reason, and for reasons that I know mem-
bers of the Government support, because
they voted for the regulations being de-
fended on that occasion-if members
would like to check the division list they
can do so-I say that the principle which
we mention now is the same principle that
they mentioned then, except that this
time It is applied to tradesmen and not
landlords.

I do hope members will remember that
a principle is a principle whether it Is
applied to a working man or to one who
does not work. If it is just for a working
man, it is just for a non-working man-
a landlord-and if it was just in Novem-
ber. it is just now. I remind them that
arbitration is like all other law in that
it should have the consent of those gov-
erned, and if arbitration does not have the
consent of the governed it will not have
the respect of the governed, and a law that
does not command respect is not obeyed.

Mr. Grayden: Do you not think the
majority of the people believe in arbitra-
tion?

Mr. JOHN SON: Yes, but if this legisla-
tion is of the kind we imagine it to be,
and as we have shown by argument-and
our argument in that direction has not
been refuted--and it is likely to lead to
further disturbance and to bring arbitra-
tion into disrepute, then I feel the Govern-
ment is moving against arbitration.

Mr. Grayden: If you believe that, you
will not mind fighting the next election
on that Issue.

Mr. JOHNSON: I would be pleased to
fight the next election tomorrow. If the
Government would like to go to the coun-
try right now on its handling of this strike,
its invitation would be accepted.

Members: Hear, hear!
Mr. JOHNSON: The member for Ned-

lands has been drawing me from the trail
I wish to follow, and that after my prais-
ing him for his ideas on principles. I
trust that when the matter is put to the
vote he will remember his principles and
not his Principals. I hope that the other
members who voted for the legislation in
which that principle was enunciated will
remember it too, and will vote again in
the same way, because there is no doubt
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of the Justice of the claim for an in-
creased margin. Whether the Arbitra-
tion Court believes in It or not, it must
be remembered that the Arbitration Court
consists of human beings, and human
beings make mistakes. What is more, the
Arbitration Court has moved from the
principles on which It was based in the
first place. -I would take that a little
further except that the hour is getting late,
and probably we will have to liten to a
good deal more before breakfast. I will
therefore keep what else I have to say
for the next occasion when arbitration is
debated.

THE PREM[IER (Hon. D. R. McLarty-
Murray-in reply) U5.33 ar.]: The main
charge against the Government that has
come out of this debate is that It has not
done all that is possible to end this strike.
When I spoke I gave some indication of
what the Government had done to try to
bring about the termination of the strike
which, I find, started on the 21st Feb-
ruary. I came into it on the 9th April
when I made an appeal to the strikers
to return to work. I notice that every
day or two from the 9th April to the 31st
July I did something in regard to the
strike. So I Just do not know how the
Leader of the Opposition can substantiate
a charge that the Government has not
been making every possible effort to bring
the strike to a conclusion.

The stand the Government has taken
is that the strike must be brought to a
termination through the proper channel.
namely, the Arbitration Court. There has
been some criticism about the time taken
by the Government to appoint a mediator.
But even now, when we have appointed
a mediator, we find, despite the fact that
the Railway Commissioners are quite will-
Ing to accept his recommendations, that
he Is not able to get very far and that
the question of margins once again looms
largely in the picture, I do not think any
member seriously believes the charge that
if I had met the two strike leaders the
men would have gone back to work, be-
cause my attitude towards the strike
leaders would have been exactly the same
as I adopted towards the two members
representing the Disputes Committee of
the A.L.P.

Mr. Hoar;. That is so-the big stick.
The PREMIER: No. I do not think

those members of the A.L.P. can say I
used the big stick. I think I was pretty
reasonable right through. I agreed to a
mediator, and he was appointed.

Mr. Hoar: Very late in the day.
The PREMIER: it was generally fully

expected that as a result of the action of
the Government in appointing a mediator,
and the terms under which he was to act.
the strike would be brought to a success-
ful conclusion,

Mr. Lawrence: How do you know that?
The PREMIER: I get my Information,

and I think it is pretty right.
Mr. Lawrence: I thought you said you

thought it.
The PREMIER: Yes, I said, "I believe"

or, if the hon. member likes "I thought"
-I do not mind which.

The Minister for Lands: You are allowed
to think.

Mr. Lawrence: That is if you are cap-
able.

The Minister for Lands: Yes.
The PREMIER:, The Government is

convinced that it Is necessary to amend
the Industrial Arbitration Act, and I hope
the Attorney General will Introduce very
shortly a Bill for that purpose. I want to
be fair, and, as I i nformed the Leader of
the Opposition in a note, I wish to give
him time to look at the Bill and discuss
it with those with whom he might desire
to discuss it. in order to do that, when
the House adjourns, before long, I will
move for a special adjournment of the
House so that we shall not meet again
until 2.30 p.m. on Thursday next.

Mr. McCulloch,. You are getting more
generous every day.

The PREMIER: I want to maintain my
reputation for fair dealing.

The Minister for Lands: it is typical of
the Scots.

The PREMIER: Quite apart from the
present strike, there has been a necessity
for widening and strengthening the powers
of the Arbitration Court. Whilst the At-
torney General will state the Provisions in
the Bill, I would say at this stage there
is a need to give union members more
power in regard to the affairs of their own
organisations. I do not think there can
be any objection to that.

Mr. Graham: What powers do they lack
at present.

The PREMIER: The hon. member knows
they lack certain powers about which I
shall tell him.

The Minister for Lands: Have you been
to one of their meetings?

Mr. Graham: Dozens of them.
The PREMIER: They should be strongly

indicated to the hon. member by the
present strike. I am told that only about
hal the A.E.U. members are on strike.

Mr. Graham: There would not be half.
The PREMIER: Yet the more than half

members who are not on strike, under the
methods adopted in this dispute, are not
given an opportunity to vote and express
their opinion as to whether the strike
should continue.

Mr. Graham: If you continue with this
Bill, you will have the lot of them out.
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The PREMIER: It seems apparent that
the non-striking members of the union are
not even consulted.

Hon. E. N,&Iten: They can all attend
the meetings.

The PREMIER: Yes, but they are not
allowed to say anything, or vote.

The Minister for Lands: They were
not allowed in the body of the hall but
were told to sit in the gallery.

Mr. Graham: That was not a meeting
of the union.

The PREMIER; I believe that during
the greater part of this strike the presi-
dent of the A.E.U. has been working at
his trade at his ordinary place of employ-
ment and has not personally taken any
part in the strike.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: Do you want to
bring him out, too?

The PREMIER: No. but it is an extra-
ordinary state of affairs.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: What is wrong
with it?

Mr. Lawrence: What point are you
making?

The PREMIER: He is setting a good
example, but apparently he cannot exer-
cise any influence on his union and can-
not even vote as to what action should
be taken In regard to this strike in which
the union is involved.

Mr. Lawrence: That is something you
believe, but you do not know it.

The PREMIER:. It is obvious that the
members of the union as a whole have
not had opportunity to decide whether
or not there should be a strike or whether
the strike should continue.

Mr. Graham: No more than members
of your party have been able to decide
whether this Bill should be brought for-
ward.

The PREMIER: How does the hon.
member know that?

Mr. Graham: I do know.
The PREMIER: I did not know the hon-

member was at the innermost councils of
my party.

Mr. Graham: No branch of your party
decided unanimously on it.

The PREMIER: Does the hon- member
want me to run round to all the branches?

Mr. Graham: No. but you want the
A.E.U. to do that.

The PREMIER: I want to give miem-
bers of the union opportunity to say
whether or not the strike shall continue.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: The danger is
that this Bill will bring other unions in.

The PREMIER: Let the Leader of the
Opposition wait and see what the meas-
ure contains.

Mr. Hoar: We do not want the Lib-
erals telling the unions how to run their
domestic affairs.

The PREMIER; Whilst speaking to
the debate, the Leader of the Opposition
gave no consideration to the opportunity
for union members to express themselves.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke:- I do not mind
the Premier mentioning this, but it is not
strictly in order. He is supposed to be
replying to the debate.

The PREMIER: The debate covered a
very wide field.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: This is new
matter, but I have no objection to it.

The PREMIER: I would remind mem-
bers, and the community, that the Chifley
Labour Government-in recent years-
owing to the trend of industrial disputes,
was obliged to amend its Arbitration Act.
pretty drastically.

Mr. Lawrence: When was that?
The PREMIER: The hon. member-

knows perfectly well. He can read Dr.
Evatt's speeches on the question, if het
desires to do so.

Mr. Lawrence: Are you getting mixed'
up with the implementation of the Crimea
Act?

The PREMIER: The Chifley Govern-.
ment amended its Arbitration Act drasti-
cally and increased the Powers contained
in It, The Labour Government of New
South Wales did likewise, as the hon.
member knows.

Mr. Lawrence: I asked when It was
done.

The PREMIER: I do not remember
the exact date, but it was not very long
ago.

The Minister for Education: It was in
194'7 or 1948.

The PREMIER: The Government of
Victoria also amended its Arbitration Act.
If it has been necessary for the Federal
Government and the Governments of New
South Wales and Victoria to amend their
legislation in this regard, members must
realise the necessity that exists for West-
ern Australia to take similar action.

Mr. Graham: Victoria gave adult fran-
chise to its Legislative council.

The PREMIER: The member for East
Perth should remember that it is many
years since any worth-while amendment
was made to our industrial Arbitration
Act.

Mr. Hoar: Are you copying the New
South Wales Bill?

The PREMIER: The Attorney General
will explain the Bill to members in a few
minutes. I believe there are some goodi
provisions in the New South Wales meas-
ure. The Leader of the Opposition seemed
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to be on the side of all the parties con-
cerned, and he made a strong plea in the
interests of the community as a whole.
The Government, also, is concerned with
the interests of the community as a whole.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: One would not
think so,

The PREMIER: The Leader of the
rOpposition then proceeded, without offer-
ing any criticism of the Arbitration Court
-and certainly no violent criticism-to
talk about the striking unions, and he ex-
pressed some sympathy with the men who
are on strike. He repeated that he
favoured arbitration and thought that the
men should go to the court, particularly
on the margins question. The Govern-
ment is just as conscious of the need to
jpreserve the weifare of the community as
is the Leader of the Opposition and is
as well aware of the hardships being suf-
fered as a result of the strike.

Mr. May: He has given you a chance
to prove that.

The PREMIER: The Government has
shown its concern and has done its best
not to have men thrown out of work where
,that. could possibly be avoided.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: You sacked 50 yester-
day.

The PREMIER: The hon. member is talk-
Ig about the Fremantle harbour and I am
talking about the men affected by the
strike. We have been anxious to end it
ever since it started and I claim that every-
thing possible has been done short of con-
doning breaches of the law. Dealing with
the matters raised by the Leader of the
Opposition and the four points presented
to me on behalf of the Trade Union Coun-
cil by Messrs. Webb and Chamberlain, I
would Say that it is not so simple as the
Leader of the opposition would have us
believe when he asks me to have a look
at the proposals and agree to them, again,
I repeat, to the complete satisfaction of
the two unions.

Paragraph 4 of the resolution as sub-
mitted by the council desires the State 'Dis-
putes Committee of the A.LFP. to assist In
expediting negotiations regarding margins.
I believe it is well known that this clause
was added by the council to its original
resolution at the instruction or instance of
the striking unions.

Hon. E. Nulsen: That is, after they have
gone back to work.

The Minister for Education: It does not
say so-

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: of course It is.
The PREMIER: Even so, It Is still a mat-

ter of margins. It demands complete satis-
faction on negotiations for margins as well
as on other matters. I think that is the
interpretation to be Put upon it.

Mr. May: I think that is wrong.

The PREIER: It cannot possibly have
reference to any application to the court
because no one could guarantee completx
satisfaction if that was the case.

Hon. E. Nulsen: They go back on thg
understanding that they must go to tht
court.

The PREMIER: No one negotiates with
the court believing that he is going to get
complete satisfaction. So the effect of that
clause is to bring the margins question
again to the forefront, and that is what
the unions concerned have always wanted.

Hon. E. Nulsen: "Complete" is only a
word.

The PREMIER: It is a very important
one in any agreement which is drawn up.

Hon. E. Nulsen: But they will be back at
work.

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: It is not half as
important as trying to get the strike settled.

The PREMIER: I can only repeat that
we are most anxious to get the strike settled
with honour to both sides.

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: It does not matter
about honour to both sides.

The PREMIER: Yes, it does.
Ron. A. R. G. Hawke: No, it does not.
The PREMIER: Yes, it does to both

sides.
Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: Get the strike

reasonably settled.
The PREMER: Yes, reasonably and

honourably settled and the Government, I
repeat, has gone a long way in its en-
deavours to provide a mediator. I am sure
that if a reasonable attitude were taken by
the striking unions the mediator would
make recommendations acceptable to the
Government, and the strike would end.

Mr. Lawrence: Do not you think the
workers would be happy to go back to
work.?

The Attorney General: of course they
would be.

The PREMIER: I think the majority of
them are anxious to go back and I am pre-
pared to help them to get back to work.
I say that on behalf of the Government.

Mr. Lawrence: Do not you think It is
time the Government found the reason why
the men will not go back to work? They
are not happy about getting a bit of dole
each week.

The PREMIER: I hope the House will
agree to the motion to suspend standing
Orders so that the Attorney General can
advise members as to the provisions con-
tained in the Bill.

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

Ayes .. . . .... .... 22
Noes ... ... .... . .. 18

Majority for 4
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Ayes.
Mr. Abbott
Mr. Ackland
Mr. Euteber
Dame F. Cardell-Ollver
Mr. Donev
Mir. Griffith
Mr. Hearman
hit. Hi
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. Manning
Mr. Mclarty

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Brady
Graham
Guthrie
Hawks
J. Hegney
Hoar
Johnson
Lawrence
May

Ayes.
Mr. Brand
Mr. Cornell
Mr. Mann
Mr. Bovell

Mr.
MY.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Nalder
Nimomo
Oldfield
Owen,
Perkins
Thorm
rot terd el
Watts
Wild
Yates
Orayden

Noes.
Mr. McCulloch
Mr. Moir
Mr. Needham
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Sewell
Mr. Sleenman
Mr. Styants
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Kelly

Pair.

Mr.
Mrt.
Mr.
Mr.

Noes.
W. Heaney
Marshall
Coverloy
Rod ored a

Question thus passed.

Leave to Introduce.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. A.
V. R. Abbott-Mt. Lawley) [5.58 a.m.]:
Before starting on the Bill-

The Premier: Ask for leave to introduce
the Bill.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I know
what I am doing! I would like to wish
you, Mr. Speaker, a very good morning,
and I express the same wish to members
opposite. I now move-

That leave be given to introduce a
Bill for an Act to amend the Indus-
trial Arbitration Act.

HON. A. R. G. HAWKE (Northam)
(5.59 a.m.]: I oppose the motion and it Is
encouraging to members of the Opposition
to find Government members now at odds
and beginning to quarrel one with the
other.

Mr. Lawrence: Strongly, too.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: It is the first

breach we have seen in the Government
ranks in connection with this matter. The
Attorney General is in no fit condition to
explain clearly and reliably a Bill of such
importance at this stage after a long and
continuous sitting.

The Attorney General: I have had quite
a long rest.

Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKE: It is not a fair
proposition from any point of view for the
Government to put upon the Attorney
General the heavy mental burden of try-
ing to explain the provisions of the Bill
at this stage of the sitting. I have no
doubt that, by a mighty physical and
mental effort, the Attorney General could
put forward some sort of explanation
about the Bill, but that explanation could

easily be misleading and could put mem-
bers on this side of the House on the
wrong track. On that ground, therefore.
we should refuse leave to introduce the
Bill at this stage.

In addition to that, and of much more
consequence and importance, I think the
introduction of such a measure at this
stage of the negotiations for settlement
of the strike could easily have the effect
of the strikers hardening in their attitude
towards a possible settlement which might
thereby cause the dispute to be unduly pro-
longed. There is no doubt but that the
prospects of settlement have improved
over recent days.

Mr. Yates: Like the Korean peace talks!
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Because the

prospects for settlement have improved,
everybody who is anxious to serve the in-
terests of the community by settling the
strike at the earliest possible time should
be anxious to preserve the more favourable
atmosphere which has come into existence.
Most certainly Parliament should be ex-
tremely careful not to take any action
which would disturb that somewhat
favourable atmosphere: It should be care-
ful not to take any action which would
destroy altogether that atmosphere and -
replace it with one that would be un--
favourable to settlement, except on the,
basis upon which the strike orginally
started.

The Introduction of this Bill and the
explanation of its provisions, its repres-
sive Provisions particularly, would have
the effect of causing the strikers to say,
"The Government proposes to obtain legal
Power from Parliament to enable it to
use the big stick on us. If that is the
way the Government wants it. it can
have It that way." That could quite easily
be the reaction of the striking unions.
The Government has to appreciate, too,
that even if this Bill becomes law in the
near future and the Government or the
Arbitration Court and Private employers
initiated action under the Act as amended
by the new Bill, they might then not only
have to deal with members of the two
striking unions but they might embroil
other unions in the dispute.

That is a probability which the Govern-
ment should not overlook. It is a danger
in this setup which should be recognised
and the danger of it should cause members
of the Government to consider very
seriously the advisability of introducing a
Bill with repressive clauses aimed at en-
abling the big stick to be used against the
two striking unions at the present time,
and to be used against other unions which
might in future decide to put up a fight
of an industrial character over some
grievance or injustice they feel has been
inflicted on them. This move is extremely
i-timed; it could not have been timed

worse.
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The Attorney General: To which time
do you refer?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I am referring
to the time of the day and the particular
time of the dispute; both times are ex-
tremely ill chosen by the Government. it
has already allowed nearly 30 weeks to
pass by and now, when there is reason-
able prospect of the strike being settled
on a basis which would be satisfactory to
the Government and not so satisfactory
to the two striking unions, we find the
Government falling over itself in its haste
to try to pass repressive legislation for the
purpose of settling the strike on a basis
that would leave behind it a trail of ill-
feeling which would undoubtedly assert
itself in a form which would be detrimental
to many industries in the State.

The Attorney General: I do not think
one section of it is repressive. Why not
give me a chance to tell you about it?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: If no portion
of this proposed Bill is repressive, then
no part of it could be effective to settle
the strike which exists today.

The Attorney General: There are such
-things as secret ballots; you could not call
that repressive.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: If the most
effective provision-if the word effective
is Justified-in this Bill is the provision
for a secret ballot then the Bill is not
worth the paper on which it is printed.

The Attorney General: You want re-
pressive measures, do you?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: If that is the
best proposal in the Bill which the Gov-
ernment has been able to think up for
the purpose of trying to settle the strike
and for the purpose of trying to prevent
strikes in the future, then the Government
has been wasting its time and has been
misleading its own followers and the public
generally. One could imagine what would
be the result of the secret ballot of mem-
bers of the A.E.U. and the boilermakers'
union on the question of increased margins
and whether the strike on these Increased
margins was to be continued or brought
to an end.

The Attorney General: flr. Evatt thought
a lot of them, did he not?

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKCE: There would be
only one result: The members of the unions
would decide overwhelmingly, I should say,
to continue the strike, because if the mem-
bers of the union decided to end the strike
by secret ballot, they would be taking that
action without any knowledge of what was
to happen to the 12 men dismissed at Mid-
land Junction; without any knowledge as
to what would happen in regard to the
penal provision concerning holidays. They
would be taking that action without the
knowledge of several other incidental mat-
ters associated with the strike.

I could understand the provision for a
secret ballot being effective if a bunch of
communists, for instance, were trying to
Pull off a phoney strike in regard to some
issue which was not an industrial issue at
all. In a situation of that kind a secret
ballot would be effective; undoubtedly it
would. The Attorney General and his col-
leagues, however, have to realise that this
strike is an accomplished fact; it is in
operation and it has been brought into
operation because of a real industrial
grievance.

There is no doubt that tradesmen who
have served a five years' apprenticeship
did have a serious injustice inflicted upon
them by the Galvin decision and by other
decisions made during the last year by cer-
tain industrial authorities on the question
of increased margins. I think the Attorney
General would be one of the first to admit
that a highly skilled tradesman is entitled
to a greater margin for skill than he Is
receiving at present.

It has been strongly argued In certain
influential quarters that if the lesser skilled
tradesmen had not had their wage stand-
ards lifted as high as they were during the
war and subsequently, industrial tribunals
would not have hesitated to give the highly
skilled men a greater margin for skill than
has been granted them up to date. The
complication seems to be that a standard
has been established for all metal trades-
men irrespective of the degree of skill,
which makes it necessary for the lesser
skilled man to receive margins which, on
a proper analysis, would perhaps be found
to be out of proportion to the degree of
skill they bring to bear on the jobs they
daily perform.

Ministers, including the Attorney Gen-
eral. should remember that this strike is
associated with a real industrial grievance,
with something that all workers in the
metal trades believe to be a grave injustice.
That is proven to a large extent by the
decisions of some of Mr. Galvin's colleagues
who are Commonwealth Conciliation Com-
missioners. particularly those in the Fed-
eral capital territory and in the State of
Tasmania. Anyone who has studied
developments in regard to margins for
metal tradesmen since the Calvin decision
cannot be other than confused by the con-
flicting decisions given by Conciliation
Commissioners associated with the one
Arbitration Court-the Commonwealth
court.

The whale thing has developed into a
shambles. We find one Conciliation Com-
missioner of the Commonwealth court giv-
ing a decision in one part of Australia
highly favourable to men in the metal
trades, granting them greatly increased
margins, and another Conciliation Com-
missioner like Mr. Calvin, who takes it
upon himself to refuse any increase. He
did not refuse because he was not con-
vinced that increases were Justified; he
refused because he said that to grant
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greater margins would increase inflation.
It would have been better for all con-
cerned if Mr. Galvin had given no reason
at all because, when he gave as a reason
that it would increase Inflation. he caused
an uproar that was thoroughly justified
in the circumstances. Mr. Galvin had no
right to take upon himself a responsibility
that properly belongs to the national Par-
liament and perhaps, to a lesser extent, to
the six State Parliaments.

Why should Mr. Galvin pick out a sec-
tion of workers and say, "I am going to
make you suffer financially by putting
upon your shoulders an additional burden
in relation to inflation as compared with
other sections of the community"? Why
should the metal tradesmen under Mr.
Galvin's jurisdiction be called upon to
suffer a special penalty in connection with
the effort to arrest inflation? Why should
they carry a burden additional to that
carried by the Attorney General or myself
or any other person or section In Austra-
lia? The reason advanced by Mr. Galvin
was unjust in the extreme.

The application of the secret ballot to
this strike is quite a different proposition
from what it might be in relation to strikes
engineered for reasons not legitimate and
having no association with industrial in-
justice. The metal trades dispute will
have to be cleaned up in Australia sooner
or later. There is not a shadow of doubt
that the present conflicting decisions
operating in various parts of the Comn-
*monwealth cannot be allowed to remain.

I have read statements in newspapers
that are not Labour -and statements by
Commonwealth Ministers showing that
they realise the shambles that has de-
veloped in regard to margins for skill for
metal workers. They know from experi-
ence and from expert advice that the ques-
tion of margins for metal tradesmen will
continue to be a running industrial sore
in all the States until the existing situa-
tion is straightened out. It has been an
industrial tragedy for Australia that such
conflicting decisions have been made-de-
cisions that have been the cause of the
unrest, uproar and dislocation we have
witnessed over the last few months.

Again I appeal to the Government to
delay the passing of this measure. It is
now Wednesday. and the Government will
lose nothing by deferring the Bill until
Tuesday next--nothing compared with
what has been lost over the last 27 or
28 weeks. Let the CGovernmnent consider
seriously the latest proposals submitted
by the A.J.P. The Premier made some
play upon the fact that the words "to
the complete satisfaction of the A.E.U.
and the Boilermaker's Society" appear in
the preamble to the four proposals ad-
vanced as a possible basis for settling the
strike. I am quite convinced in my own
mind that those words could 1, nA'ated

from the Preamble, Provided the Govern-
ment considered the three proposals and
made firm decisions upon them.

The Attnrney Gencral: There was a
firm decision to Introduce this Bill.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I know; and
evidently the Government entered into
very strong commitments on that point
with some outside organisations, which
now causes the Government to refuse to
do what is the obviously sensible and
wise thing.

The Attorney General: That is quite
wrong, and you know it. You are indulg-
ing in a little solid stone-walling for your
own amusement without any sense of re-
sponsibility, and keeping us here all night.

Hon. A. RL. C. HAWKE: The Attorney
General is getting annoyed. It does not
become him at all. To my mind, he
is probably more responsible than anyone
else, and more responsible thin any other
Minister, for the fact that we have been
here all night. This is probably the brain
child of the Attorney General. I could
not imagine its being the brain child of
anyone else in the Ministry. This is prob-
ably his great idea of settling the strike
and preventing other strikes from develop-
ing in the future. Obviously the Attorney
General has looked at this problem in
his capacity as a lawyer and certainly
not in his capacity as a statesman or
near statesman.

The Attorney General: You have a
look at the Bill. I am most anxious to
let you have a look at It.

Hon. A. RL. G. HAWKE: I know thy'
Attorney General is most anxious to let
us have a look at the Bill, but I am
trying toD prevail upon the Government Ln
allow it to lie over till next Tuesday so
that Ministers can study the proposals
put up to them by the trade unions of
Western Australia. These three proposals
could be decided by the Government this
afternoon quite easily. If the Govern-
ment said yes, all the better. it would
probably have laid the foundation which
would enable the strike to be settled on
Saturday of this week. If the Govern-
ment said no, the strike would go on and
the Government next Tuesday could take
what further steps it wished to take.

Mr. Yates: The Hill Could be Proceeded
with and the proposals considered just
the same.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: The member
for South Perth suggests that the Bill
could still go on today and these pro-
posals of the trade unions could be looked
at by the Government today or tomorrow.
The whole point against that procedure
is that the very introduction of this Bill
and the very publication of its contents, if
some of them are repressive in character.
as I believe they must be, could create an
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industrial atmosphere among the mem-
bers of the two unions concerned and even
among members of other unions not in-
volved at present, which would cause the
strike to be prolonged unduly and make it
impossible for this Bill to have any bene-
ficial effect when it became law, if it ever
did become law.

We are not asking the Government very
much, We are not requesting it to for-
go very much. We are urging it to take
advantage of what appears to be the
best opportunity to settle this strike that
has occurred since the strike began. The
Government has already gone what
might be described fairly as 90 per cent.
of the distance suggested by the trade
unions. To go the other 10 per cent of
the way involves the Government in no
sacrifice of principles, no loss of prestige.

The Attorney General: I do not think
this Bill will do any harm at all.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: If it does no
harm, I cannot imagine that it would do
any good.

The Attorney General: That is wvhat
you think.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I could under-
stand the Government being concerned
about these proposals being put up to it
by the trade unions if the acceptance of
the proposals or the approval of them
by the Government would represent a
victory for the strikers. But by no stretch
of the imagination could it do that.
The strike has been waged by the men
concerned for the purpose of trying to
get the Government to grant increased
margins. That is the whole purpose of
the strike. There is nothing else in-
volved. We are not asking the Govern-
ment to grant to the strikers increased
margins. We say, as the trade unions now
say, that the best step for the strikers to
take in regard to trying to obtain in-
creases in their margins at some future
date Is to return to work and to negotiate
as best they may with whatever author-
ities are concerned for the purpose of see-
ing whether some increases in margins
cannot be obtained over and above the
3s. increase granted by the State court in
November of last year for metal trades-men employed in private workshops in
this State.

The unions could not possibly obtain
a victory upon the basis of the proposals
put to the Government by the trade union
movement generally. Strikers would have
to forgo the claim that caused them to
go on strike. They would have to aban-
don their demand on the Government to
grant increased margins. That would
represent a very great loss in standing
and prestige to the strikers. It would
mean that their strike had failed. So I
should hope that even at this late str'e

the Premier and his Ministers will see the
logic and wisdom of allowing this Bill to
remain where it is for another three or
four days and take a step in regard to these
trade union proposals which could easily
cause this strike to be finished by the
time Parliament meets here on Tuesday
of next week.

Is that not worth trying for? Is it not
worth attempting to achieve? Of course
it is! It is the sensible, logical thing to
do. The Government ought to do it rather
than continue to persist in its attempt to
try to introduce this Bill, which cannot
be passed immediately and which, even
when it is passed, cannot be put Into
operation to achieve any practical results
for some considerable time, For instance,
how long does the Attorney General think
it would take from today to put this Bill
into practical operation for the purpose
of obtaining a decision from the members
of the two unions concerned on the ques-
tion as to whether the strike was to be
continued or be brought to an end?
Judging from experience in the past, I
should say there would not be any hope
of having a decision of that kind made
inside of six weeks.

That would mean that the strike would
go on for another six weeks after this week,
whereas there seems to be a reasonable
opportunity of having it settled on Sat-
urday of this week. Surely the prospect
of bringing the strike to an end six weeks
earlier than would be possible under this
Bill is something of great value, something
with which the Government should con-
cern itself for the purpose of trying to
end the strike six weeks earlier than might
otherwise be the case.

I conclude by appealing strongly to the
Government to reconsider its attitude. I
ask it to allow the Bill to stay where it is
until at least next Tuesday; the Gov-
ernment in the meantime to make firm
decisions upon the three propositions put
to it by the trade union movement in
Western Australia. If the Government
does that, then Mr. Chamberlain and Mr.
Webb. representing the whole of the trade
union movement in this State, will be able
to go to the mass meeting of strikers on
Saturday next and use their best endeav-
ours to try to persuade the whole of the
strikers, or at least a majority of them,
to give the strike away and return to work
immediately on the basis suggested by the
trade union movement to the Government
and. I should hope, approved by the Gov-
ernment before Saturday.

Qt'estizm put and a division taken with
the following result-

Noes ....

Majority for

22

4
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Alre.
Mr. Abbott
Mr. Ackland
Mr. Butcher
Dame F. Cardefl-Oliver
Mr. Doney'
-Mr. Griffith
Mr. Hearinan
Mr. Hill
Mr. Hutcinas
Mr. Manning
Mr. MoLarty

Mr. Brady
Mr. Graham
Mr. Guthrie
Mr. Hawke
Mr. J. Hegney
Mr. Hoar
Mr. Johnson
Mr. IAwrence
Mr. May

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Ayes.
Brand
Cornell
Mean
Bo vel

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Nom,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Nalder
Nimirno
Oldeleld
Owen
Pe.rkina
Thorn
Tot terdell
watts
Wild
Yates
Orayden

McCulloch
Moir
Needham
Nuisen
Sewell
sleeman
Styants
Tonkin
Kelly

Pairs.
Noes.

Mr. W. Hegney
Mr. Marshall
Mr. Coverley
Mr. Rodoreda

Amendment thus passed.
Leave granted.

Message.
Message from the Governor received and

read recommending appropriation for the
purposes of the Hill.

First Reading.

each of which has a representative to a
central body known as the Commonwealth
Council. Only three representatives on
that council have a vote, and they are
Mr. Cranwell. the president, who is a
supporter of the A.L.P., Mr. Rowe. a com-
munist, and who is likely to be replaced,
but is still in office, and Mr. Wilson, a
communist. The central council has com-
plete control over the two organisers em-
Ployed by them in Western Australia. Mr.
Gibson and Mr. Symons.

Hon. E. Nulsen: Are there any commos
controlling in Western Australia?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: They are
not communists as far as I am aware,
but they are under the control of a body
of three, two of whom are communists. In
1951, this union was before the Federal
Conciliation Commissioner and also the
State Arbitration Court seeking increased
margins. Before a decision was given, the
communistic newspaper 'Tribune" re-
ported on the 21st November, 1951, from
Sydney that the central committee of the
communist Party had decided to call for a
campaign to double the margin, and that
this campaign would be fought "outside
the court" so that "the arbitration system
could be exposed as never before for what
it was-an instrument of the employer
class for use against the workers and their
unions."1

Bill introduced and read a first time.

Second Reading.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. A.
V. R. Abbott-Mt. Lawley) [6.35 am.] in
moving the second reading said: The
purpose of the Bill is to amend the In-
dustrial Arbitration Act, 1912-1950. Since
the original Act was passed in 1912, in-
dustrial conditions have vastly changed.
and it is necessary that the provisions of
the Act should be brought up to date to
meet the conditions now prevailing.

We now have classes of strikes craftily
devised by men whose aim is not the cor-
rection of what might be regarded as
genuine industrial strikes or grievances
but rather the disruption of industry, in
some cases through political strife and
in others through the new 'rolling strikes"
in which the union does not figure offici-
ally, but men are ordered out of work
by some outside body which is not regis-
tered with the court. We have now had
a strike in Western Australia of the
Amalgamated Engineering Union which
has continued for nearly 28 weeks: and,
let there be no misunderstanding, this
strike has beer communistically inspired.

Mr. Grahamn: What rot!
Mr. Styants: Tell me the old, old story.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The

Amalgamated Engineering Union, under its
constitution is divided into three areas

Do not forget that two of the controlling
council of three, and thus a majority, are
admitted communists. The award of the
State Arbitration Court giving an increased
margin operated from the 6th December.
1951. There was no strike at that time
against the award. Mr. Galvin gave his
decision on the 16th January. 1952, and
immediately the communists organised a
24-hour stoppage throughout Australia.
This was held on the 5th February, 1952.
At these stopwork meetings the same reso-
lution was passed in all States, protesting
against the Galvin decision and no men-
tion was made In the resolution passed in
this State of the State Arbitration Court's
decision but only of the Galvin award
which does not apply in Western Australia.

The unions concerned made no demand
for increased margins themselves, but
workmen in individual shops were in-
structed to approach their employers with
the request that rates be paid in excess
of the award of the court. When this was
refused by the employers the members of
the unions in certain selected shops were
ordered to cease work. Those chosen were
in key industries such as the railway run-
ning sheds, Hlume Steel Ltd., which was
manufacturing urgently needed pipes for
the Goldfields and other water schemes,
and the Fremantle foundry, which was
engeged on ship repair work.

There is no doubt that the strike was
decided on by the Federal Council of the
A.E.U. on which body, as I1 have Dointed
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out, the majority of the votes were com-
munist. There have been similar strikes
on the margins Issue in the Eastern States,
but on the, 25th June, 1952, all such strikes
throughout Australia were called off, ex-
cept in Western Australia, In "The West
Australian" of the 19th July, 1952, Mr.
Gibson stated that "only Western Aus-
tralian workers were still on strike be-
cause for obvious reasons it would be bad
policy to have the whole of the metal
trades of Australia on strike."

Poor little Western Australia. being
made the guinea pig for the whole of
Australia! On the local committee we
find, among others, Arthur Smith, who has
spoken from the communist platform at
Midland Junction and J. J. Torbutt who
has spoken on the communist platform on
the Esplanade and who was dismissed by
the State Engineering Works for distribut-
ing communistic literature. There we find
also A. J. Marks, who has spoken from the
communist platform on the Esplanade.
In the circumstances how can it be said
that the strike in Western Australia is
not dominated by the Eastern States and
subject to strong communist influence?

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: How many mem-
bers are there on that committee?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Nineteen.
I think I have now given members some
of the back-ground of the present strike
and will now deal more specifically with
the provisions of the Bill. Today the trade
union movement, which embraces prac-
tically all those engaged in recognised
callings or industry, is extremely power-
ful. In parallel with that development the
employers have evolved into corporations
or groups of corporations.

The trade union of today has advanced
to a position where Its conduct is of great
public interest and concern, something
which was hardly recognised 30 years ago
when the parent Act was introduced. The
responsibility therefore of the Arbitration
Court is not only to determine issues as
between employers and employees, but also
to ensure that the public's interest shall
be preserved when issues come before it.
The public has a right to be protected
against industrial aggression whether it
comes from the employers or unions of
employees.

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: What about pro-
fiteering aggression?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Recently
leaders and members of the trade union
movement, as well as the public, have
been disturbed by evidence of improper
practices and irregularities in. connection
with the elections for office in some unions.
We have seen the experience of Mr. Short,
in the Eastern States.

Mr. Graham: This is Western Australia.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The pro-

per control of the affairs of a trade union
by its members, not by any individual or

body which is not a member, but by all
its members, has become essential, not
only to the trade union movement but
also to the entire community. The Bill
is designed to afford, so far as the con-
stitution of the State permits, the rank
and file of a union an opportunity of
managing the affairs of the union and
their industrial relationships in a respon-
sible manner, and to preclude them from
hindrance and frustration in so doing. it
is proposed to ensure that as far as pos-
sible elections of officers of unions shall
take place and express the will of those
who are entitled to vote in accordance
with the rules of those unions.

As members know, the Industrial Arbi-
tration Act contains a provision that
before a union can be registered its rules
must comply with certain requirements.
The provisions relating to it are now part
of Section 9 of the Act. It is proposed
to amend Section 9 so that the rules of
a union shall provide for the election of
officers by secret ballot, and shall ensure
that as far as practical no irregularity
shall occur in connection with the elec-
tion to office in a union.

Where an election has been conducted
by a union and a member of the union,
or a person who within the preceding
period of 12 months has been a member
of the union, claims there has been an
irregularity in the election, provision is
made for the court to inquire into the
allegation of irregularity and if necessary,
to order a new election to be held under
the supervision of the court. The court
has conferred upon it powers usually con-
ferred upon a Court of Diputed Returns
dealing with an electoral matter.

Provision is also made for a union to
request the court itself to conduct an
election for office in the union with a
view of ensuring that no irregularities
occur. The court may direct the Regis-
trar or other officer of the court to con-
duct the election, or that the Registrar
make arrangements with the Chief Elec-
toral Officer for the conduct of the elec-
tion. Provision is made for incidental
matters and for offences in connection
with elections.

Under some circumstances the court
may consider it advisable that the views
of the members of a union, or of a section
or class of the members, should be ascer-
tained on any particular matter, The Bill
provides that the court may direct that
this be ascertained by secret ballot held
in accordance with directions given by the
court. Provision is made to ensure that
such a ballot is efficiently and effectually
conducted in accordance with the orders
of the court. Provision is made for in-
cidental matters and for offences in con-
nection with the ballot.

Section 13? of the Act gives the court
authority to issue mandamuses and in-
junctions to enforce compliance with in-
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dustrial awards or agreements, or to re-
strain the breach or continuation of a
breach of the Act. Section 138, Subsec-
tion (2) stipulates that the court shall
have the same power as the Supreme
Court to punish for contempt. It is pro-
posed to repeal these sections and replace
them by others, which express In clear,
non-technical language, the authority of
the court to make any order which it con-
siders necessary to avoid or terminate in-
dustrial disputes or dislocations, and to
enforce such orders.

The public has a right to be protected
against industrial aggression, and that is
what this Bill seeks to provide. The Gov-
ernment is not attempting to take to it-
self power to do these things, but is seek-
tig to give the arbitration tribunal power
to ensure that its orders shall be observed.
Wilful disobedience by any union, body
or person, of an order of the court will
constitute contempt of court. The court
will have the same power to punish for
contempt of its orders as the Supreme
Court has to punish for contempt of that
court.

These provisions do not depart from
the principle of the parent Act, which
gave power to punish for contempt under
Section 138, Subsection (2), in the widest
terms. A new interpretation of "strike"
has been included. The Full Court of
Western Australian has recently decided
that the existing definition does not cover
a strike of a political nature unconnected
with industrial demands. Strikes of this
nature are usually fomented at commu-
nist instigation, and such instigators
have been quick to take advantage of the
deficiency. To repair this omission the
new definition has been inserted.

Section 30 of the Act sets out the ef-
fect of cancellation of the registration of
an industrial union. It Is considered un-
reasonable that a union should, after can-
cellation of Its registration by the court,
continue to benefit from an award made
by the court. Provision has therefore been
inserted that on cancellation of registra-
tion the members of a union cease to be
entitled to those beneits.

Section 31 provides that no cancella-
tion of registration of a union shall be
made and no resignation or discharge of
membership shall have effect during the
pendency of any reference to the court.
This provision has been taken advantage
of by certain disruptive elements so as to
preclude their unlawful activities from
resulting in the cancellation of the
registration of a union. It is felt that
the discretion of the court should not
be hampered. It is therefore proposed
to repeal the section.

Further, Section 98 gives the court
power to determine what constitutes a
breach of an award and the penalty there-
for. Section 99 deals with the provision

for enforcing an award. It is proposed to
insert a new section giving the court
authority to suspend or cancel, for such
period as it thinks fit, all or aiiy of the
terms of an award, where a union has
contravened the Act or an award. This
provision will be available to the court
where it considers It undesirable to pro-
ceed as far as deregistratlon of the union.

Section 132 prohibits strikes and lock-
outs and provides a penalty of £100 in the
case of a union or employer and in other
cases £10. These penalties have been in-
creased to £500 and £100 respectively.

Mr. Graham: No wonder you got the
police to protect you today!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Provision
is made for the court to order a union
whose executive or members take part in
or encourage a lock-out or strike to pay a
penalty not exceeding £500. The last pro-
vision I wish specifically to mention pro-
vides that where the Act provides a fixed
-penalty for an offence and the offence is a
continuing one, the penalty for each day
the offence is continued is one-tenth of
the fixed penalty. There are other provi-
sions of a minor and incidental nature
that can be more appropriately dealt with
in Committee.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: What about the
question of allowing the lawyers in under
the Industrial Arbitration Act?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There is a
provision that where there Is a question
of law to be argued It may be done, with
permission of the court, by counsel. That
provision is in the Federal Arbitration Act
and I have been informed by the President
of this court that many of the unions
would be glad to avail themselves of
counsel where a difficult question of law
is involved. I want to make it quite clear
that this Government does not think that
the majority of the members of the Amal-
gamated Engineering Union are com-
munists. I think the union is doing its
best to clean up a situation in which it
has found itself.

Mr. Graham: It is no use soft-soaping.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The union

is cleansing itself of officers who are com-
munists. Mr. Rowe has been defeated and
will soon be retiring. His position will then
be taken by a supporter of the A.L.P. and
it will be a happy day for the union when
that occurs because the controlling body
will not then be dominated by two com-
munists but by two A.L.P. men. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I move-
That the debate be adjourned till

Tuesday next.
The PREMIER: I move an amendment-

That the word "Tuesday" be struck
out and the word "Thursday" inserted
in lieu.
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Mr. May: of next week?
The PREMIER: No, Thursday next.
Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: What chance have

the trade unions of studying this Bill by
Thursday?

The PREMIER: I told the Leader of the
Opposition that the House would not be
sitting again today.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: Do we not sleep?

The PREMIER: Yes, it will give the hon.
member a chance to sleep and have a good
look at the Bill. He will have time to
discuss it with the organisations con-
cerned,

Hon. A. U. 0. Hawke: The Government
is asking for more trouble.

Amendment put and a division taken.
with the following result:-

Ayes .... .... .... ... 22
Noes ... ... .... .... 17

Majority for .... 5~.

Ayes.
Mr. Abbott
Mr. Ackland
Mr. Butcher
Panc F. Cardell-Ol
Mr. Dnny
Mr. Grimib
Mr. Hearmnan
Mr. Hill1
Mr, HUtchinsOn
Mr. Manning
Mr. MoLarty

Mr. Brady
Mr. Graham
Mr. Outhrie
Mr. ewkre
Mr. J1. Hegney
Mr. Hoar
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Lawrence
Mr. May

Ayes.
Mr. Brand
Mr. Cornell
Mr. Mann
Mr. Grayden

Mr. Naldet
Mr. Nimmo
Mr. Oldifeld

Iver Mr. Owen
Mr. Perkins
Mr, Thorn
Mr. Totterdel
Mr. Watts
Mr. Wild
Mr. Yates
Mr. Bovell

Noe.
Mr. Mc(JullOCh
Mr. Moir
Mr. Needhain
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Sleeman
Mr. styants
Mr. Tonikin
Mr. Kelly

Pamr.
Noes.

Mr. W. Hegile)
Mr. Marshall
Mr. Coverley
Mr. Rodareda

Amendment thus passed; the motion, as
amended, agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT-SPECIA.L.

THE PREMIER (Ron. D. R. McLarty-
Murray): I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
till 2.30 p.m. on Thursday the 7th
August.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 7 a.m. (WedtnesdaflU.

Wednesday, 6th August, 1952.
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Chair at 4.30

HOUSING.
(a) As to Accommodation for Evicted

Families.
Hon. E. M. DAVIES asked the Minister

for Transport:
(1) Is he aware of the hardship im-

posed on families evicted from tenancies
secured subsequent to the 1st January,
1951, and the State Housing Commission's
refusal to consider them for accommoda-
tion ?

(2) is he further aware that this policy
has compelled married couples with young
children to seek shelter at night at high
cost, and to walk the streets throughout
the day?

(3) If so, will he inform the House of
the Government's policy to correct this
position?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) The Minister is aware of hardship

imposed on families evicted from tenancies
secured subsequent to the 1st January,
1951. Each case is considered on its merits.

(2) The Minister is aware that such
families are compelled to seek alternative
accommodation, possibly at a high cost.
but is not aware that they would have to
walk the streets throughout the day.

(3) The Goverrnent's policy is to pro-
vide as many houses as possible within
the funds which have been made avail-
able for housing.

(b As to Applications for Purchase
of Homes.

Hon. J. McI. THOMSON asked the Min-
ister for Transport:

(1) How many applications have been
received from tenants wanting to Purchase
their homes from the State Housing Com-
mission?

(2) What is the average purchase price?
(3) How many homes have been pur-

chased?


