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years lefore this land will give any return,
Surely if that were so, it means, not that we
should not deal with it now, but that no one
should ever touch it. Tf we are not prepared
to do something to give a return 50 years
benee, T do not know that people who come
along 10, 20 or even 50 years hence will be
prepared to do anything. The suggestion
that it will take 50 years is most exaggerated.

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: I mean to settle
the people; not to build the railway.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION :
Why should it take that length of time?
Why should it take any longer to settle
peaple there than it has taken people to make
good on similar country in the South-West.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Some of them have
been there 50 years.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: 1
wounld have liked the hon, member to be with
me a few days ago. We visited a place which
formerly was just as heavily timbered and
difficult as the country which this railway
will traverse, That place has not been settled
50 years, or even half that period. The man
settled there did not hesitate to tell us that
he had borrowed the money to pay the de-
posit on his application for the land. He has
brought up a large family—not dragged them
up, but brought them up well—and edueated
them as well as children can be edueated in
Western Australia, and has lived a comfort-
able life. His place I think is unrivalled as
a beautiful home in this State, and he has
undounbtedly wmade a great deal of money,
I do not see why people going on the land
under, in some respects hetter conditions—
because they will have assistance to tide over
the very hard years, which he had to face
without any help at all—should not do as
well ag he has done. During the week-end 1
visited the Bridgetown distriet with an or-
chardist of long experience in South Anua-
tralia, aud he did not hesitate to say that
our hest apple country compared more than
favourably with South Awustralia’s best.

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: I agree with that,
too.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: Tt
seems that the hon. member agrees with
everything, and yet maintaing that it will
take 50 years before we ean get any return
from this country, ¥ can take him to places
which 20 years ago were as uninviting as this
south-western country and where the people
have done wonderfully well, They have lived
well all the time, and now have something
to be proud of. Their experience will be the
experience of settlers in the Jarnadup-Den-
mark comntry if we have the conrage to sanec-
tion a big scheme and earry it through in a
methodieal fashion,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

BILL—NORTHAMPTON RESERVES,

Received from the Assembly and read a
first time.
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DISCHARGE OF ORDER.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION (Hon.
H. P, Colebatch—East} [9.27}: I move—

That order of the day No. 11 ‘‘Property
Bill—Committee progress’’ be discharged
trom the Notice Paper,

In accordance with the promise 1 made to
members, the Bill has been widely eirculated
amongst the legal profession and has received
a great deal of consideration from them, and
some of them, in conjunction with the officials
of the Crown Law Departmeat, are going
further into the matter in aeccordance with
the arrangement previously arrived at. The
Bill, with such alterations as these discussions
may jrove to he necessary, will be again sub-
mitted in another session.

Hon. A, LOVEKIN (Metropolitan) [9.28]:
T ask the Minister that, before this Bill is
brought before us again, we may have an
opportunity to see it. It is a highly technical
Bill,

The Minister for Education: You have a
copy of the Bill,

Hon. A. LOVEEKTIN:
is to be amended.

The Minister for Education: Yes.
Question put and passed.

But I understand it

House adjourned at 9.€9 p.m.
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The SPEAKER tock the Chair at 2.30

p.,, and read prayers.

MR, SPEARKER’S ILLNESS,
Reply to Motion of Sympathy.
Mr. SPEAKER: I desire to thank you,

Mr, Premier and hon. members, for the reso-
lution of sympathy you carried before you
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rose lor the Christmas vaeation, the resoln-
tion in which you wished me 2 speedy re-
covery aud a prosperous future. [t was very
pleasing to me when the message embodying
the resolution was conveyed to me personally
by the deputy Spenker in the hospital ward.
I felt very grateful to you all for the kind
.words uttered and the generous considera-
tion shown,

TRGENCY MOTION—ENGINEERS’
DISPUTE.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have reecived the fol-
lowing letter:—

My, Speaker: When the House meefs
to-day it is my intention to move ‘fthat
the House do now adjourn’’ in order to
deal with the question just arisen in con-
neetion with the State Tmplement Works
andd other trading concerns through the en-
gineers’ dispute. The reason of urgency is
hased on the grounds that the difficulty
argse only on Friday last, and that it is
likely to affeet a large number of em-
ployees  and the State detrimentally.
(Sgd.) W. C. Angwin.

It wil! be necessary for seven members to
rise in their places.

Seven members having rizen in their
places,
Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-

mantle) [2.236]: Before proceeding with the
~amotion that the Houce do now adjourn, 1
wish ‘to_say we are all very pleased to see
you, Sir, again in the Chair. We trust you
will have better henlth and bright prospeets
in the mew year. To eome to the business
before vy, T move—

That the House do now adjourn.

1 regret that by the unreasomableness of the
Government I should be compelled at the
first gitting in the new year to move a mo-
tion of this character.

The Minister for Mines:
agree with it.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: I have a sound
and solid case to put before hon, members;
were it not so I wounld not move the motion.
It is neceszary that I should review the posi-
tion before dealing with the immediate gnes-
tion. Some four years or more ago the Btate
departments were cited before the Federal
Arbitration Court. That court gave an award
bringing the various State Governments in
as partners with other employers under the
award. However, the State Governments
were so dissatisfied with the award that they
repudiated it, declaring that the Federal
court had no jurisdiction over State instru-
mentalities.  The States appealed to the
High Court, but the finding of that eourt
was apainst them.  Eventually the States
carried the case to the Privy Coumneill. A
few wecks ago the Privy Council, after four
years of congideration, decided that the
"States had no case for appeal. This really

We muy all
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meant that the States must come under the
awanl of the Federal Arhitration Court. It
is very strance that while the Government are
81 readys to contest one part of an award of
the Federal Arbitration Court, they are the
first to avail themselves of the favourable
terms of another part of the award. The
award to which Ministers are so strongly
oppesed gave the engineers employed in the
State trading concerns 1Gs, 1d. per week more
than they cver reecived from a State de-
yartment. The asard gave fitters £5 11s. 5d.
weckly for a 44-hour weck, whereas the State
had been paying them £4 145, 5d. Becanse
af this, the State has never availed itself of
the Federal award.

The Premier: We have had no opportunity
i do s0.

Tlon, W, . ANGWIN:; The cmployees of
the State Tmplemenrt Works and other State
trading concerns have never worked under a
Federal award. It was an attempt to foree
them to work under a Federal award which
carsed the cessation of work on Monday.

The Premier: They took it te the court.

HWon. W, C. ANGWIN: I know that.
Always have the Government departments
worked under agreements, In 1920 an award
was pgiven by the State Arbitration Court,
and the Government agreed that that award
should apply to ali classes of employees in
the State trading eoncerns. Under that
award they worked until Friday last. It
might be elaimed, as the Premier interjected,
that the Government were cited to the court.
That is true. Were it etherwise the Govern-
ment wounld not have appealed, But before
the award was given by the Federal eourt
the engineers’ society endeavoured to make
an agrccment with the Geovernment, cutside
the Federal award, This agreement would
have keen henefieial to the State employees,
for it would have brought about uniformity
of conditions amongst the various employees.
However, it does not affect them at present,
because prior to the issue of the Federal
award they asked the Government to enter
into an agreement with them. Within the
last couple of weeks the Privy Council has
given a deecision which has had the effect of
bringing the Government under the Federal
award. The resnlt, hon. members know.
There is a dispute with private cmployers.
There has heen no dispute with the Govern-
ment. A conference was arranged with the
Premier and others connected with the works.
A rproposition was placed before the Govern-
ment by the union, a fair, just and lonour-
able proposition, and it is surprising that
the Government did not aecept it. Anyone
who had the interests of the workers of the
State at hecart, or anyone who realised the
rossibilities of distress and suffering being
oceasioned would not have turned down the
proposition. The State Tmplement Works
have 230 employers, of whom 33 are involved
in the disprte. The time i3 not far distant—
a faet whieh is admitted in the manager’s
statement published in the Press to-day—
when the works will have to be closed down,
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thus throwing the other 200 employees out of
work. Is mot this going to be detrimental
to the best interests of the Statet In ad-
dition to the State Implement Works, the
State Sawmills will be affected, and the action
of the Government will probably result in the
farming community of the State being
affeeted in the mear future, If the
Government do mot handle this matter
carefully and efliciently the State will
bo eonfronted with a crisis which it
cannot afford to meet. All the blame does
not rest on the side of the men. TUnfortun-
ately, the blame is generally laid on the men,
irrespective of whether they deserve it. In
this instance, as [ shall show presently by
the correspondence which has passed between
the Government and the union, the blame rests
more on the Government than on the men,
Last week a deputation waited on the Pre-
mier and disecussed the pros and cons of the
gituation. They explained the conditions un-
der which the award should apply. It has
been given out and made public that the en-
gincers employed by the Government desired
all the benefits of the Federal award but re-
fused to have it applied in any particular
which proved detrimental to them.

The Minister for Works: By whom was
that said?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I do not know, but
I have heard it.

Mr., Munsie: It was published in the Press.

Hon. W, C, ANGWIN: It has been stated
all through the country.

The Minister for Works: That has been
done by someone desirous of making mischief.

Hou, W. C, ANGWIN: There are a lot
of people of that deseription.

Hon. P. Collier: Tt should have been con-
tradicted by the Minister.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: The engineers
never demanded the baek pay of 16s. ld. per
week for a period of 18 mouths or two years
due to them under the Federal award while
refusing to accept the other portion of the
award providing for a working week of 48
hours, After the discussion with the Premier,
it was decided that the proposition shounld be
reduced to writing o that it could be sub-
mitted to Cabinet. This was done. The re-
ply reccived from the Premier implies that
the union merely desire a postponement of
the Pederal award. That is not the case.
No one eould read such a meaning info the
proposition put up by the union. It is ad-
visable to read the umion’s proposition which
was sent to the Premier under date S5th Jan-
uary— ’

Following on the conversation between
yourself and members of the Disputes Com-
mittee yesterday afternoon, we assume that
you, along with ourselves, are anxious that
there shall be continuity of operations at
the State Implement and Engineering

Works. With this object in view we desire

to confirm the offer then made by our

representative and previously made to the
manager of the works at the conference
held with bim on October 4th, that we are
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prepared to forego any ¢laims we or our
members may have on the State Implement
Works as a result of the Federal Arbitra-
tion award, providing that we can make
some arrangement with the department
that existing conditions be continued until
the State Arbitration Court shall have de-
cided the cases cited by the Government
against unions having members employed
by the Publie Works and other depart-
ments, when the decisions in those cases
could apply to members of thiy organisa-
tion working in the State Implement
‘Works.
At present members of the union employed by
the Public Works and other Government de-
partments ars e¢ited by the Government to
appear before the court. When the hearing
will take place I cannot say.
This suggestion is consistent with our pre-
vious attitude as, prior to the date when it
was known that the Federal award would
apply to the State Implement Works, we,
along with other iron trade unions, met
the manager of the works, Mr. F. Shaw, to
negotiate with him an industrial agreement
to cover the whole of the iron trades, and
at that time made it quite clear to the
manager that we were willing to with-
draw all elaim to the Federal award should
it be found subsequently to bind the State
Implement Works. At that conference we
suggested that the terms of the existing
Railway award should become the basis
of the agreement, as had been the custom
for several years past. As will be seen
by the minutes of the conference ——
tioned, which we haunded to you yesterday
afternoon, the manager stated that he fav-
oured the suggestion, no doubt realising the
importance of securing uniform conditions
for the harmonious working of the estab-
lishment. The present position is that 250
men are employed, of whom 53 are members
of this society. The recent instruction will
mean that the 53 members of this society
will be called on to work four hours per
week longer than all the other employees,
without extra pay in proportion to the ex-
tra time worked., The arrangement, if in-
sisted on, will cause many anomalies that
would make smooth working in the shops
impossible. For exzample, the membera of
this society would be working on Saturday
merning, while the engine-driver would be
away from the works, as he has a 44-hour
week, the result being that without the en-
gine-driver, there would be no power to
drive the machinery necessary. Many of
our members are labourers working along
with tradesmen who are not affected by the
change. This would result in the black-
amith having Saturday morning off, and his
striker being at work with no blacksmith
to strike for. The same position would be
created in the moulding shop, where the
labourers are members of this society, while
the tradesmen are members of the mould-
ers’ union. The manager of the works has
realised the impossible conditions that
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would obtain if the instruction issued is
insisted on. The result of such insistence
would be—if our members are to work
48 hours per week while the other em-
ployees, in conformity with the promise
given by the Government, are to eontinue
on 44 hours per week until the State Ar.
bitration Court has decided the matter, the
anomalies mentioned will prevail. Sec-
ondly, if our membhers refuse to work 48
hours and are thereby privented from
working altogether, the position will be as
bad, owing to the expensiveness of work-
ing the shop with so many men absent
whose work is absolutely essential to the
carrying on of the works. Such an attempt
would lead to chaotic comditions and the
ultimate closing of the works. This would
be of no advantage to the Statc Tmplement
Works. Tt weuld eaunse grave discontent,
and would wertainly break down the effic-
iency of the works. The Government have
been for a considerable time secking uni-
form conditions of employment, and, as
stated by you, Mr. Mont has been speeially
appointed to szecure this. Cur effort meets
the position and enables such uniformity
to be secured at the State Tmplement
Works. Other unions concerned, covering
four-fiftha of the employces, are not touehed
by the Federal award, and even after the
State Arbitration Court has decided what
their conditions shall be, the lack of uni-
formity will still be conspicuous unless
some such suggestion as the one we put

n forward is adopted, and the reeent instrue-

ion withdrawn. The Government wish for
uniformity; the unions also desire it, and
with this object in view, we make the offer
mentioned, which, although at considerable
monetary sacrifice on the part of our mem-
bers, we are prepared to carry out that
such uniform conditions may be continued.
The objeet so long sought is thus made
available to the Government insofar as the
State Tmplement Works are concerncd, and
we trust that the opportunity will not be
thrown aside. We realise that if discrim-
ination is insisted on between memberas of
various unions, the stoppage of the State
Implement Works may result, thereby caus-
ing mueh unnecessary suffering to members
of unions not concerned in the Federal
award, and at the same time causing heavy
financial loss to the State which we wish to
avoid. We therefore repeat that we are
willing to make an agreement to continue
on the existing terms and conditions along
with the other unions until the State Arbi-
tration Court has deeided the case al-
ready cited by the Government, when the de-
cisions arrived at shall be applied to mem-
bers of this society, along with the members
of other unions concerned, all claims under
the Federal award to be waived. Wa trust
that you will give this the serious eonsider-
ation it deserves, and that the decision ar-
rived at will avoid needless stoppage of the
State Implement Works with its attendant
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cost to all concerned. Trusting to reeeive
an early and favourable reply. P.3.: This
is without prejudice.
That was after the discussion between the
Premier and the disputes committee. Mem-
bers will wee that the offer made by the union,
briefly put, was that the men should continue
to work under present conditions, waive all
rights to the Federal award, which meant
16a. 1d. per week, and abide by the decision
of the State court in the ease which the Gov-
croment now have pending in that court.
Could roything be more just or fair than that
offer? If the Government had been anxiouns
to continue the State Implement Works in
operation, would not they have accepted an
offer of that kind? I cannot understand what
has come over the Goverament. T always re-
garded them as a bedy of fair-minded men,
but they have become blinded by prejudice
or something clse, and have not adopted that
fair attitude whieh we expeet any Government
to exhibit to al} seetions of the people in the
State. The Government have failed to adopt
a course which would have ensured keeping
the wheels of industry going and putting the
State on the rond to prosperity. The Govern-
ment have been preaching measures of this
kind for a long time, and God knows they are
urgently needed in this State at present, but
the Government have failed to aceept a reagon-
able proposition which would have tended to
spare from suffering hondreds and perhaps
thousands of workers. I said just mow that
the farming community might be prejudi-
eially affected. The time is not far distant
when there may be no superphosphates avail-
able 1o nassist the farmers in getting their
erops next vear.

The Premier:
ing then.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Those who werw
instrumental in this proposition being turned
down wonld be aiders and abettors in any
suffering that occurred, seeing that it could
hitve heen avoided.

Mr. Harrison: Ts that a threat$

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Tt is a faet.

Mr. Munsie. Tt is the truth.

Hon, W. (. ANGWIN: The reply of the
Premier will show in what way he and Cab-
inet failed to realise the importance of the
offer to whiech 1T have referred. His letter is
dated the 5th January and is as follows:—

Premier’s Department, Perth, January
5th, 1923. Dear Sir, In reply to your let-
ter of even date with reference to the ap-
plieation of the Federal award to members
of the Amalgamated Soeciety of Engineers
employed at the State Implement and En-
gineering Works, I desire to remind you
that in 1914 an agreement was made be-
tween your society and other unions and
the Minister for Trading Concerns. Thig
covered a period of three years, the work-
ing hours per week being 48. Another

agreement was made in July, 1917, with a

currency of one year, the hours still being

48 per week, and this agreement with varia-

tions only in the gdirection of increased

wages was observed until 1st January, 1920,

There would be some suffer-
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when, following upon the issue of the rail-

way award by Mr. Justice Rooth on the

16th December, 1919, at the united request

of your society and other unions made

through the Disputes Comnittee, the Gov-

ernment agreed to grant the 44 hour week.
An agreement was made with the Govern-
ment effecting a change.

Hon. P. Coltier: And as a result of tho
decision of the State court.

Hon. W, ¢, ANGWIN: The State court
gave an award and uniformity was secured,
It was in the interests of all concerned that
there cshould be uniformity. The Minister for
‘Works knows that it does not pay to keep tho
implement works running for 50 men when
they are employing 230 men If they were
kept going on Saturday morning for 50 men,
all the machinery would be running that would
be required for 250. In order to relieve the
Government from that difficult position, the
engineers put up a fair propositicn for the
carrying on of the works. There appears to
have been some ulterior motive behind the re-
jeetion of the offer. Has someone been pul-
ling the strings, and are certain people look-
ing after their own interests instead of those
of the State? Does the position affect them
personally, and becanse of that are they over-
looking the interests of the gemeral commun-
ity? I am confident that the Minister for
Mines, if he had been Premier, would have
jumped at the proposition, and that if I had
been the Minister for Works and had de-
clined to accept it, he would have kicked me
out of the Cahinet. The offer was a fair one
and based on cquitable grounds, and was in
the interest of the workers and of the com-
munity at Jarge. The Premier’s letter eon-
tinues—

Notwithstanding this agreement your
society, being only one of a nomber of
unions whose members were working at the
State Implement Works, eited the Minister
for Trading Concerns before the Federal
Arbitration Court, In consequence of the
awards delivered by that court on the 20th
June and the 18th September, the Minis-
ter for Trading Congerns was bound, and
you were notified by letter dated 19th De-
cember, that the terms of that award would
be ohserved by the Minister. By letter
dated 4th September—I14 days before the
Federal Court amended the award from a
44 to a 48 hour week—yon demanded that
the MMinister should observe the terms of
the award. You now ask that the existence
of these awards shall be ignored until such
time as the State Arbitration Court delivers
awards on the eases now before it.. This
request has been fully eonsidered and I
now have to inform yon that the awards
which were not sought for by the Govern-
ment, but which beyond all doubt bind the
Minister for Trading Coneerns, must be
observed. Yours faithfully, (sgd.) James
Mitchell, Premier.

The Premier has not fully realised the posi-
tion. He said, **You now ask that the exist-
ence of these awards shall be ignored until
such time as the State Arbitration Court de-
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livers awards on the cases mow before it.'”
That is not the poeition. It is not contained in
the offer. The offer gaid **We will waive the
Federal Court award, and will abide by the
deeision of the State court.’’

The Minister for Works: Why did they
take me before the Federal court?

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: The desire may
have been to ascertain what position the State
was in, and to decide a powmnt of law, The
Minister for Works was ecited with other em-
ployers throughount the State. He was so dis-
satisfied concerning the Government coming
in that he appealed. This case has been going
on for four years. The union in the mean-
time offered to enter into an agreement re-
garding the State Implement Werks, no mat-
ter what the Federal court award was. They
offered to relieve the Government from the
jurisdietion of the Federal court, but the
Government did net fall in with the idea.
This proves that the Government were anxious
to know what power the Federal court had
over State instrumentality. They wanted to
fight to the bitter end, If what Mr. Pidding-
ton said in Sydney a little while ago is true,
we do not know what the position of the
State is going to be,

The Minigter for Works: What has he to
do with Western Anstralia?

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: Nothing,
merely referring to what he said.

Mr. Willcock: He is an authority on con-
stitutional law,

Hon. W. G, ANGWIN: According to Mr.
Piddington, judges of the High Court have
to declare whether they are for the Common-
wealth or the State before they get a seat on
the bench. The union did not desire that
the Federal award should be ignored until
the State award was given. They said they
would waive their claima under the Federal
award, and would not elaim the amounts due
to them as back pay under that award. The
Premier arrived at a8 wrong conclusion in the
matter, The Government should now recon-
sider the position and endeavour to keep the
wheels of industry going. When a fair and
just offer is placed hefore them, they shounld
give it the. consideration it deserves, and
should not be led away by any side issue.
‘We all desire to commence' the year in the
hope of prosperity for the future, and with
the wish that things should po along
smoothly, Tf this offer has also been sub-
mitted to private employers they should ae-
cept it if they have the best interests of the
State at heart. At po time have the Gov-
ernment abided by the Federal award.

The Premier: We are prepared to assume
that it applies to us.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Xotwithstanding
the Federal award, the engineers were pre-
pared to negotiate for an agreement, so that
the works might be carried on. If they are
closed down, the Government will be assist-
ing in wiping out the deficiencies that will
have cceurred in the other States.

The Minister for Works: The employees
have to consider that as well as the Govern-
ment. FIEN 2l .;_"

I am
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Mr. O'Loghlen: There
£15 a man for back time,

Hon. W, C, ANGWIN: T hope members
will see that fair play is given to the em-
ployees. The enginecers have been particu-
larly fair to the Government. They have not
endeavoured, as has been stated, to rob the
(Government on the one hand and refuse to
give on the otber. They have stated they
are prepared to go on at £4 13s. 4d. a week,
although the award was for £5 11s. 5d.

Mr. Munsie: And £5 1s. to-day.

Hon. W.. C. ANGWIN: Yes, Thereis a very
slipht difference between the pay under the
Federal award of 44 hours and the pay that
has been given by the State Implement
‘Works. The Government should realise that
there is more behind this position than ap-
pears on the face of it. T ecannot afford to
see 200 men in my district turned out of
employment. As a matter of fact, probably
three-fourths of that number belong to other
electorates, but their employment is within
my electorate. A large number of the men
live in the Leederville district.

The Minister for Works: That would ap-
ply to any industry in the State.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: We are here to
keep the wheels of industry going under fair
conditions.

The Minister for Works: Exactly.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: We are not here
to elose them down, because some persons
outside say they must be closed down.

The Minister for Works: I do not like
bat suggestion,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Why did not the
Minister aceept this fair proposition, and
continue as we have been going? He would
not keep the works running on Saturday with
200 men ont of employment. He would have
said he must close down the works, that it
would not pay to keep them going for 50
men. He would blame the 200 men for elos-
ing them dJdown. The Minister now says,
whether it pays or not, the works must run
on Saturday morning. I did not see thig offer
until 11 o’clock this morning. I waa exceed-
ingly surprised the Government had turred it
down. If I had read it first in the Press,
I would not have believed that the Govern.
ment conld have rejected it, but would have
felt that something had been omitted from
it. My idea would have been that the Gov-
ernment bad some other reason that would
affect them, more than the ¢losing down of
the works, for not accepting euch a fair offer.
Until I saw this offer I thought the
position was as stated in the Press, that
the engineers wanted the Federal award,
so far as it affected them, but did not
want it where it did not affect them.
Here it is shown econclusively that they do
not want the Federal award so far ag their
back pay is concerned. They say ‘‘Let ua
go on as we were; we will assist you to
keep your works going and immediately the
State award has been given we will abide by
that.’”” And yet the Government have turned
down that proposition.

will be at least
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The Minister for Works: Again I say if
that is their position, why did they take the
Staie trading coneern to the Federal Arbi-
tration Court?

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: I have angwered
that omce or twice. In all probability tbey
wanted to know how the law applied under
such conditions. The Government also were
anxious to know that, so anxious that they
went to the High Court and the Privy
Couneil to find out what the law was. The
Government in the first place did not want
the Federal award, and they said they did
not want it. The position te-day is that 50
men are out of employment.

The Minister for Mines: Tt was a question
as to the right of the Federal Arbitration
Court to control State activities.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I admit that.

The Minister for Mines: Well, that is a
different thing altogether,

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN: While the Minis-
ter says that, he also says that it is the law
on the question which he wants settled. No
doubt the engineers are in the same posi-
tion, They wanted to find out exaetly how
far that award would apply to the State
Implement Works. Let me again emphasise
that although the Federal award has heen
given, it has never applied. It was given
four years ago. The Government put every
obstacle in the way to prevent that award
from being applicd.

The Premier: But the award was not given
four years ago.

Hon. W. 0. ANGWIN: It is four years
since the Government were cited hefore the
Federal Arbitration Court.

The Premicr: The employees cited us after
we applied for our award.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The case came on
afterwards. There is no doubt in my ming
that the case of the engineers is solid and
rests on good grounds. The proposition put
up is o fair ome, nnd just to all concerned;
and I trust the Government will see their
way to aecept the offer which has been made.
Financially that offer will be beneficial to
the Government and represent a loss to the
men. The making of the offer shows eclearly
that the men have not altogether been out
for pounds, shillings, and pence, but have
been endeavouring” to keep the State Imple-
ment Works going. Therefore, I trust the
Government will reconsider the position.

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mitchell
—Northam) [3.20]: Ten minutes before the
House met the member for North-East Fre-
mantle (Hon, W. C. Angwin) told me that he
intended to move the adjournment of the
House on this matter. Therefore I have not
had much time to get together papers or in-
formation bearing on the question. However,
the House ought to realise just what the
pogition is. At the outset let me say that a
Federal award was given. The States have
always claimed that the Federal Arbitration
Court has no jurisdiction over State activi-
ties. Every Btate Government has consie-
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tently maintained that. The question was
put before the people twice, and the people
twice deelared that State activities should not
ecome under the Jederal Arbitration Court.

Mr. Willeock: Except railways.

The PREMIER: State instrumentalities.
When the Federat Arbitration Court gave ita
award, the States naturally and properly and
rightly joined together to appeal against the
decision ¢f the Federal Arbitration Court
that it had power to apply its awards to State
employees.  Every member sitting in this
House will agree that that was the right
thing for the Btate Governments to do. We
did appeal, as hon. members know, and we
were unsuccessful, Owing to that want of
success, the Federal Court’s decision now
applies to State eniployees. We could not
give effect to the Federal award one minute
earlier than we did, for the reason that we
denied, and rightly denied, as I think, not-
withstanding what has happened since, that
the Federal Arbitration Court had any juris-
diction over us. The member for North-East
Fremantle has paid that before the Federal
award was known, the engineera came to the
manager of the State Implement Works and
made practically the proposition eontained in
their letter. As a matter of faet that ia not
80. That proposition was made to the mana-
ger after the terms of the award were known,
early in October,

Mr. Munsie: But before it was known
whether the State was bound by that award,
and that is what the member for North-East
Fremntle said.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Yes; before the
State came under the Federal award.

The PREMIER: Before the result of the
appeal was known, but after the award was
known.

Mr. Munsie: Yes; we did not know whether
the Federal award applied to the State or
not.

The PREMIER: I wish fo ask the House
whether it is the duty of the Government to
obey the law of the land. Are we to have
industrial arbitration?

My, Munsie: Yes.

The PREMIER: If we are to have in-
dustrial arbitration, are the Government to
ohey arbitration awardst Would it not be a
very serious thing indeed if a Government
were to refuse to obey an arbitration award?
Quite recently we were asked to apply the
railway award to the State Implement Works.
A previous railway award had been applied
to those works. That previous railway award
represented an advantapge to the men, and we
applied it. After that railway award had
been applied, & seetion of the men employed
in the State Implement Works cited the Min-
ister to the Federal Arbitration Court. They
were enjoying the advantages of that rail-
way award when they took the Minister to
the Federal Arbitration Court. Having gone
to that court, they got, as has been paid, in-
crease of wages nnder ome award and in-
crease of hours under another award, Then
they came to the Government and said,
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'“Never mind about this Federal award;
apply the existing railway award.’’ What
does that mean? We had given the men the
railway award previously, but, notwithstand-
ing that, a eection of them decided to take
the Government to the Federal court, which
gave them inereased wages and incressed
hours. Thereupon, as I have stated, the men
gaid, ‘‘Never mind about the Federal award;
apply the existing railway award,’’ Nater-
ally we must have uniformity. One ecannot
run works with half a dozen different awards
applying. It has becn shown clearly to-day
that that cannct be dome. One cannot have
one get of men working a certain set of hours,
and another get of men working another soi
of hours. We cannot have a section of our
men going to ome court, and another section
going to another court, and a third sectiom
asking for an industrial agreement. The men
said that they would go to the Federal ecoort,
and they went. Now suppose we apply the
cxisting railway award to the State Imple-
ment Works. Who c¢an guarantee that that
award will be satisfactory to all the men
cemployed in the State Implement Works? Tt
was not satisfactory to all of them before.
We did not take the men to the Federal
Arbitratjon Court; they took us there. Now
we know we have to obey the Federal award-
It is all very fine to say that the men will
forego the inerease in their pay. In the
first place, of course, we did not obey The
Tederal award because we said it eould not
apply to us, the Federal Arbitration Court,
according to our contention, having no juris-
diction over us. We appealed, and we lost
the ease. Now the TFederal award has to
apply. It is true that the union eay the men
will forego the additional pay due to them,
but I would like to know what each indi-
vidual man employed has to say to that. Some
of the men to whom the union’s promise
would apply have now left the shops. What
will they say about the mattert And what
will the individval men now employed in the
shops say about it? I have no doubt what-
ever that the men could claim their back pay.
My contention is that the Government have
acted guite reasomably in this matter. We
went on a3 before until the High Court de-
cided that we must come under the Federal
award. Months have gone by, and we have
kept the shops working, Then it became &
question of obeying the Federal award. The
Government, and Parliament, too, must agree
that the Jaw of the land i3 to be obeyed. No
one .can deny that that is the right attitude
to take up. No one wants the works cloged,
notwithstanding that they are losing very
considerably month by month. 'We want the
worka to go on. There are many people im
this State dependent on the output of the
works. As the member for North-East Fre-
mantle hag said, thousands of our farmers
are dependent on the works for spare parts
for their farming implements. T eonsider
that the Government have done all that is
possible to keep the works going. Let me
ask hon. members to think how we in this
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State can compete with the work of the
Eagtern States if our conditions bere are
less favourable than theirst How ecan 44
bours in Fremaatle compete with 48 hours in
Adelaidet Every Australian State except
this one is working 48 houra.

Mr, Willcock: No; Queensland is not,

Mr. Munsie: And neither is New South
‘Wales. The men there are still on strike.

The PREMIER: 8o far as I know, they
are working. The House should realise that
the Government have acted quite fairly by
the men employed in the State Implement
‘Works. I doubt if they have ever had a
fairer deal than during the past 12 months,

Mr. Munsie: How are you going to con-
tinue work with these 53 men coming in every
‘Baturday?

The PREMIER: That is not the question
@t all. Can it be supposed that these 53
men are incapable of doing anything on the
Saturday morning? Their fellow workmen,
those who strike for them, for instance, may
be absent; but, notwithstanding that, a num-
ber of the 53 men can do something,

Mr. Munsie: The manager says no.

The PREMIER: The question is, arec we to
obey the arbitration award?

Mr. Hughes: You will not be brealfing the
award if you work 44 hours.

The PREMIER: If this award is not to
be obeyed, will the next award be obeyed?
Can anybody guarantee that awards now
about to be made will be obeyed?

Mr. Mungie: Has the railway award been
obeyed?

The PREMIER: Of course it has.

Mr, Munsie: Has the miners’ award been
obeyed? _ -

Tte Minister for Mines: Has the timber
workers’ award been obeyed?

Mr, Munsie: Yes; I say it has.

The PREMIER: Let us have this quite
clear. The men having appealed to the court,
it is our duty to obey the award of the court
in every detail, whether the award is in our
favour or apainst us. We must obey the
award of the court. We have always em-
deavoured to do so.

Mr, Hughes: You would not be disobeying
the award if you worked 44 hours.

The PREMIER: So far as it has been
posaible for us to do so, we have made it
easy for the men employed in the State Im-
plement Works to come under the railway
award. Every hon. member knows that.

Mr. Munsie: Why do not you let the em-
ployees of the State Implement Works coms
under the railway award?

The PREMIER: They have been under it.

Mr. Munsie: But you are refusing to al-
low them to remain under it.

The PREMIER: We allowed them to come
under it, and when they came under it they
were not aatisfied with it. They went to the
Federal Arbitration Court, or rather a see-
tion of them did. A section of them said,
‘“We will go to the Federal Arbitration
Court and see what we can get.’’ Having
come back from the Federal eourt, they say,
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“‘Let us go back to the railway award as
that award stands to-day.’” I do not think
the House will agree that the implement
works can be toyed with in this fashion. I
have no desire to say harsh things about any-
one. God knows, my sympathies have always
been with the man on the bottom rung of the
ladder and I have always endeavoured to do
everything in my power for him. I have
done so for the past 17 years, and even be-
fore that, but I owe a duty to the people of
the State, and I owe a duty to arbitration as
well. It is not fair thai any hon. member
should do as the member for North-East Fre-
mantle (Hor. W. C. Angwin) has done, and
practically charge the Government—he might
just as well have said it straight out—with
lack of undcrstanding, and want of sympathy
with these men, I would have Leen glad if
this one union had never gone to the Federal
court.  We should not then have had this
trouble. It has been said that the men are
perfectly willing to forego the increase in
wages if the Government will forego the in-
crease in hours, or rather forego the increase
in hours until the State court has delivered
its award. I do not know that anycne has
the right to say that these men are not en-
titled to the wages the court has awarded
them. I have a letter here from the organis-
ing secretary whick I may be permitted to
read. It was written 14 days before the Sep-
tember award was given, and in it the secre-
tary makes no bomes about demanding that
the men shall come under the award. He
3ays—

In reference to our eonversation on the
13t inst. relative to the men working at the
State Implement Works, in regard to the
Engineers Federal award, wherein I stated
that you were legally bound under the said
award and of your intention of further com-
muicating with your legal adviser in Mel-
bourne as to the status of the Minister as
a regpondent in the said engineers award.

This matter has again had the considera-
tion by my executive and 1 am instrueted
by them to advise you of the rates which
have been supplied to us by our represen-
tative in Melbourne and which said list is
in the posscssion of the Employers' Fed-
eration in Perth, and who are in every in-
stance eomplying with the recent variation.

There i3 ne doubt in the opinion of my
execufive {hat the Minister is now legally
bound under the award, and there is a
paragraph in the variation that will be of
interest to you in which it states that te-
spondents who have not from the lst of
January, 1921, to the 30th of June, 1921,
paid to their employees members of the
claimant organisation the full rates pay-
able by the gemeral body of employers in
the industry during that time under agree-
ments with the claimant organisation, in-
cluding the proportionate part of the 4a.
margin ingtead of the 3s. previously sug-
gested by Mr. Justice Higgina during the
hearing of the claimant organisation’s
case shall pay to their employees such sam
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a8 shall make the sam equal to the differ-
ence between the rates actually received by
them,  Other paragraphs in the official
copy received by our office have a similar
bearing on the question under review,
Having in view the unrest amougst the
membera of this organisation employed at
the State IJmplement Works through the
non-complianee of the Minister in not
meeting the liability that he is legally
bound to observe and which dissatisfaction
is the cause of my interview with you, and
the further consideration by my cxecutive,
it is anticipated by them that your urgent
consideration of this matter will be given
by you, thus ecnabling them to dispel in
the minds of the members of this organisa-
tion of any aetion that may be eontem-
plated by them. We sincerely trust that
your earliest attemtion will be given in so
far that the increnses that have been made
in the recent award and the period of re-
trospection under review. Trusting you
can arrange this in the best interest of all
concerned.
The geeretary was perfectly justified in writ-
ing that letter and asking that the award
should apply to the men in gvery detail. 1

have no quarrel with the men for that. I

should have dene the same had I been in
their position. I wish the House to realise
that the men have asked that the award
ghould be made to apply to them.

Mr. Munsie: Was not that a natvral
thing for anyone to do?

The PREMIER: I have no quarrel with
them for that.

Mr. Munsie: Will you admit also that they
are prepared to forego all that?

The Minister for Mines: They cannot do
8o,

The PREMIER: I admit that the union
representatives said, ‘“We will forego what
is in your favour, if you will let us go on
with the 44 hours until the other award is
given,”’ We are obliged to observe the
award, and if there iz n stoppage of work at
Fromantle a considerable amount of harm
will follow. Any stoppage is a serious thing.
If we are to have arbitration there should
bo no occasion for these stoppages. How
ecoolly and light-heatedly do we find these
Btoppages sre taken. I do not think the
men eoncerned realise exactly what the stop-
pages mean. My friend opposite has hinted
that on aceount of this stoppage there may
be no superphosphate to put in the ground
next year The men who will preveat super-
phosphate from being put in the ground next
year will be guilty of a eriminal met. There
is no doubt about it that unless smperphos-
phate goes into the ground there will be very
little employment in the State.

" Mr. Mansie: Get some of the employers
to sit wvp and take a little notice.

The PREMIER: Is superphosphate not to
go into the ground becanse we are obeying
an award of the Arbitration Couri—becauss
we are obeying the law of the landt

2427

Mr. Hughes: Yon can still obey the law
and exercise common sense.

The PREMIER; Let ug face the matter
calmly as we find it. We shonld not talk
lightly about spreading industrial trouble.

Mr. Munsic: We have done our utmost to
stop it, but the Employers’ Federation have
done their witmost to spread it.

The PREMIER: I believe the hon. mem-
ber has done a good deal in the direction of
preventing strikes, and I know that the
leaders of unionism have not had a too com-
fortable time when troubles of this descrip-
tion have come along. In any case that is
beside the question. Let us face our respon-
sibilities. If we are to have urbitration let
us obey it.

Mr. Mungie: If the Government will face.
their responsibilities——

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. menr-
ber wilt have an opportunity of epeaking.

The PREMIER: We have faced our re-
sponsibilities; we have not shirked them, Aw
award has been given one portion of which
has been against the men and one pertion in
favour of them. The award should be obeyed.
Why is it not obeyed?

Mr. Munsic: Why is the State court not
functioning §

The PREMIER: We cntered upon am
agrecment with these men before they took
us to the court. Let the House now be in-
formed why the award of that court is not
being obeyed.

Mr. Munsie: Because of political influence
in the ¥ederal Arbitration Conrt.

The PREMIER: There are two sides to
the award, one in favour of the men and one
against them. Let us know why the award
is not being obeyed. Ts it because it is not
satisfactory?

Mr. Mungic: No.

The PREMIER: If the men have a feel-
ing against the constitution of the court, that
cannot be a sufficient reason. Why is not the
award obeyed? That question has to be
answered. But I know we cannot get an
answer to it. We all believe in arbitration
and we want awards obeyed. I krow they are
not always obeyed, that men go out on atrike
and that employers put of men. But if ar-
bitration is to exist, awards must be ob-
served. X do not see how industry can be
carried on under a system of arbitration un-
less the awards are observed. If they be not
observed, widespread misery must follow. Tf
rn award is eet aside, or for some reason i®
not obeyed. where are you goiog to landf
Every hon. member who has had anything
to do with industrial matters knows well what
this means. One thifg leads to another, the
cloging of one workshop meana the closing of
another, a stoppage here means a stoppage
there, until we do not kmow where we are
or until we know how we are going to keep
out of trouble. I am greatly concerned about
the trade which is finding its way to the East-
ern States. )

The Minigster for Mines:

And some of it
has gone for good. .
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The PREMIER: I d0 not know that we
shall ever get it back,

Hon, P. Collier: If it has done no more
harm than to wipe out De Bernales, then wo
need not complain.

The PREMIER: 1t is a pity to see the
work going away from our State, I am sorry
fo see this happening, especially as I do not
know how we are going to regain it. I hope
hon. members will realisc that in matters ot
this kind the Government have always be-
haved fairly and generously, and that the
sympathies of this House will always be with
the man on the lower rung of the ladder, the
man getting the lower rate of pay. We do not
want to see any man out of work, but when
we have an award, and a section of the work-
«r8 break away from it, the Government are
uot to blame. The award must be obeyed.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: You believe in the
law of the Medes and the Persians.

The PREMIER: I was surprised at the
speech made by the hon, member, because he
knows exactly what we have been doing. 1
hope the House will not agree to the motion,

Mr. WILLCOCK (Geraldton) [3.45]: I de
not wish to diseuss the principle of 44 hours

in this connection, because it does not apply.

Btill, a great deal of industry is being ¢or-
ried on under that pripciple; there are the
railway people, boilermakers, moulders,
waterside workers, and gold miners. The
coal miners are working fewer than 44 hours
per week. Also in the building trade a great
deal of work is done on the 44 hours prin-
ciple; in fact it applies to nearly all labori-
ova work, wherever it may be done. But what
concerns me in this case is, why cannot the
law be carried out? The law says that cer-
tain people are entitled to go to the Arbi-
tration Court. However, when they are cited
before that court, the judge refuses to go on
with the case. The Minister for Mines says
wa cannot eontraet ourselves out of an award.
I do not think a judge should deliberately
flont a law passed by Parliament.

The Minister for Mines: Do you sugpest
that he haa done sop?

Mr. WILLCOCK: Certainly he hss, The
law gives the union the right to go to the
Arbitration Court. The Government have
cited the union hefore the court, but the
judge will not hear the case.

Hon. P. Collier: Although the union is
not affeeted by the Federal award. That is
the point.

Mr. WILLCOCK: Of all persons in the
community, a judge of the Arbitration Court
refuses to administer the law! When he was
asked what it would mean, would the unions
have to fight it out, he said, **Yes, they will
have fo fight it out.”’

The Premier: Not in this case.

Mr. WILLCOCK: No, but in a similar
case.

Hon. P. Collier: He would not put the
court into operation; yet he had no hesitation

{1)1 dealing with the Collie case on Boxing
ay.
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Mr. Chesson: But that was for the em-
ployers.

Mr. WILLCOCK: Why ecannot the judge
funetion in this c¢ase, when he can do so in
other similar cases? In this case the judge
says he is not going to allow the law to
funetion.

Hon. P. Collier: He is breaking the law,

Mr. WILLCUCK: Of course he is. I should
not be surprised at it in an ignorant un-
educated person; but when a judge, specially
appointed to administer the law, sits down
and says he is not going to interfere, that
the parties concerned will have to fight it oug,
it is amazing to all of us, Why do not the
Government do something with a view to
getting the case heard? For on the settle-
ment of that case, in all probability, a settle-
ment of this ease eould be arrived at.

The Minister for Works: Is it not only be-
cauge the men are on strike that the judge
will not hear the casef

Mr. WILLCOCK: These men are not on
atrike.

‘Mr. Marshail: They are locked out becaus¢
they will not work 48 hours when the award
prescribes 44 hours.

Mr. WILLCOCE : They will be locked oul
presently because, as the manager of the
State Tmplement Works says, it is impossible
to run the works on conflicting sets of com:
ditions. If the dispute is permitted to go on
the State Tmplement Works will not funetiox
very much longer; at all events, not as ar
engineering establishment. The Ministes
himself will admit that.

The Minister for Works: I want the merx
to see it.

Mr. WILLCOCK: And, following on th
State Implement Works, there will be thi
State Sawmills,

The Minister for Worka: Nog, they haw
been working 48 hours for a long time.

Mr. Munsie: The engineers have issued ¢
week’s notice to the men in the timber trad:
to stop work.

Mr. WILLCOCK : The Minister for Worki
being the Minjster in eontrol, T naturall)
thought he would know something about it
My informsation is totally opposed to wha
the Minister has told us here. The membe:
for North-East Fremantle seid the agrical
tural industry would be in a serions predica
ment if the engineering trouble were no
settled at an early date. Undoubtedly th
trouble will extend to the mmperphosphati
works, because it is admitted that unless cer
tain machinery at those works can be re
paired, it will seriously interfere with th
supply of super for the coming seeding.

The Premier: Ja it worth while disobeyiny
an award of the court?

Mr. WILLCOCE: I have just given m
illnstration of what the law ia and who i
breaking it. The Minister for Mines says w
cannot contract ourselves out of an award
All that the award preseribes in respect o
the hours of work is that they shall not ex
ceed 48. The judge stated definitely that i
the employers were willing to pay more mone;
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they could do so, but that they must not pay
legs. On the other hand we say that if they
like to make the hours less than 48 they can
do so, but they cannot demand more.

The Minister for Mines: I say they cannot
contract themselves out of the award at any
time.

Mr. WILLCOCK: The existing state of
affairs continued for many months while the
egse in the High Court was proceeding. If
the existing state of affairs could continue
all that time, why not allow it to continue
a little longer so that this ease also might be
heardd If the men had been allowed to work
the ordinary time, the judge of the Federal
Arbitration Court would have permitted them
to contract themselves out-—permission would
have been given to Western Australia to re-
main outside the award. Tn the majority of
iustances during the past four or flve years
when men were endeavouring to obiain a
Letterment of their conditions, the whole ery
was, *Why not allow the existing state of
affairs to continue until we have a properly
constituted tribunal to deal with the mat-
ter?’’  'The same argument is logieally ap-
plicable here,

The Premier: A properly constituted tribu-
nal has given its award.

Mr. WILLCOCK: It gave its award 18
months ago, but the Premier, refusing to
agree with it, fought it. If the award applies,
the extra money is rightfully due to the men.

The Minister for Works: And they will

et it
€ Mr, BHughes: Will they get interest on it
during the time it has been heldf

Mr., WILLCOCK: What we want iz a set-
tlement of the dispute. There are two or
three ways of settling it without loss of dig-
nity to either side. We understand that the
Employers’ Federation have heen putting
pressure on the Premier and the Government.
The Premier admitied that.

The Premier: No, T did not. I said the
Employers” Federation and the union re-
presentatives had both seen me; that is all.

Hon. P. Collier: They have been referring
$o it both in the newspapera and in the House.

My. WILLCOCK: Everybody knows that
they put pressure on the Government.

The Premier: Nothing of the sort. The
unions have put very much greater pressure
on me.

Mr. WILLCOCK: I will accept the Pre-
micr’s assurance, but T have my own opinion
just the same. We bave heard of many hon-
ourable understandings in trade. I remember
some 18 months ago reading a handbill issued
by the State Implement Works and showing
that they had done a job for 15 or 20 per
cont. less than private firms bad tendered,
and had done it more efficiently.

The Minister for Works: Sometimes there
are honourable  understandings
unions.

Mr, WILLCOCK: And a good thing too.
Our farmer friends know all about honour-
abla understandings in respeet of the pur-
chase of wheat in South Australia. An ab-
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solutely fair offer has been made. Ioth sides
stand to lose something of what they were
getting previously, The men will lose a
certain amount of money, and the Govern-
ment may not enforce this new law which has
been brought inte existence in so shameless a
manner. The Premier asked why the award
has not been operating, why the men object
to it. They say the award was granted by
an absolutely biassed eourt.

The Minister for Works: We have nothing
to do with that,

Mr. WILLCOCK : No, but the Premier
wanted to know why the men will not work
under the award.

The Premier: I do not know that that is the
reason. .

Mr., WILLCOCK: At all events T honestly
believe it., That is my conception of the
matter. We have known judges to be
approached by the Prime Minister prior to
their appointment and their views obtained
on certain questions. Mr. Piddington was
one of them,

The Premier: That was many years ago.

Mr. WILLCOCK: But he was appeinted
by the same person who appointed the mem-
bers of this court.

Mr. Munsie: It waa only last year.

Mr, WILLCOCK: In my opinior these
gentlemen were sounded as to their opinion
regarding the 44- and 48-hour week before
they were appointed.

The Premier: You should not say that un-
less you know it.

Mr, WILLCOCE: We have to judge by
what has occurred. When we find men of
the advanced age of 7Tl and 72 years being
appointed to the Arbitration Court to deal
with indvstrial matters and deliberate upon
modern guestions, we are justified in sus-
pecting some ulterior motive.

Mr. Marshall: And on industrialiam above
all things!

Mr. WILLCOCK: Everyone knows that the
Federal award could not apply while there was
a dispute. It did not apply and wiil not
apply, and there is no necessity for it to
apply at the present time. The Government
should obey the laws, and see that the judge
appointed to function in the Arbitration
Court does bis work, instead of saying to
people when they approach him, /T ‘am not
going to bother ahaut it; vom can fight it
ovt.”’ A fair and reasonable basis of set-
Element has been offered and the Government,
12 the interests of the State, shuuld accept
1t.

Hon. P. Collier: What has the Minister in
¢harge of the works to say?

The Premier: Are you going to speak?

Hon. P. Collier: Yes, in good time.

The MINISTER FOR WORES (Hon.
W. J. George—Murray-Wellington) [4.3]:
I am quite sure no member will disagree with
me when I say that the matter, as it affects
Western Australia, is so serious that it should
be approached without any question of politi-
cal belief and should be dealt with from the
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view of what is best in the jnterests of West-
ern Australin. Holding that view, what I
propose to say will be more in the nature of
information to the House, and through the
House to the public, such as the public are
entitled to have before they can form a cor-
rect judgment. The Premier has detailed fully
the views of the Government regarding the
Federal award and has told the House, as
olher speakers have admitted, that the situa-
tion has Dbeen forced upon the Government,
not at the bidding of the Employers’ Federa-
tion. I hope members will dismiss that from
their minds at once, and will accept my word
that there has been no pressure by anyone in
connection with this dispute. Certainly no
pressure has been brought to bear on
me, because I have not seen or com-
municated by letter or otherwise with any-
one connected with the Employers' Fed-
eration. The Premier has said he has
seen the representatives of the Employers’
Federation and the representatives of the
union. As head of the Govermment of
the State, it is hig function to do that. I, as
Minister controlling trading concerns, have
met the secretary of the Amalgamated En-
gineers, Mr. Barker, and the secretary of the
Australian Engineers, Mr. Dennis. If they
were present, they could tell members what
had taken place. Our discussions have been
quite free from heat, and have been con-
ducted with a desire on each side to reach a
settlement in erder that harm may uot come
to one of the big industries of the State. I
want to say plainly, and nob to raisc contro-
veray, that had there been only one union in-
stead of two, T personally believe this trouble
would never have occurred. It is not for me
to dictate as to whether there should be
more than one union, but as a tradesman,
and I am entitled to speak as such, I
deplore the faect that there is more than
one union dealing with the engineers in
Australia.

Mr. Hughes :
union?

Hon. P. Collier: Those who want one big
union are called Bolsheviks.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I speak
from 50 years’ experience of the trade, both
as an émployce and as an employer, and T
eay it would be far better if there were only
one union dealing with the trade, a trade
which has been good to me and which I am
not ashamed of, and I hope never shall be.
What is really at the bottom of this trouble
is that the 53 men, who are no longer em-
ployed by the State, are standing up for what
they consider the principle of a 44 hours as
anainst a 48 hours week. The Federal court
to which they appealed—we did not want te
go there—gave them a 48 hours week, and
with it gave certain conditions which in some
respects were more favourable and in other
respects might not have been quite as favour-
able to the men. The Government did not
and do not now consider that the Federal
court should have jurisdietion over the State’s
utilities, and therefore made an appeal to
the Privy Council. While that appeal was

You believe in one big
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pending before the Privy Council, for reasons
which mo doubt appeared to be good to the
leaders of the Amalgamated Engineers, an
application was made that the award should
apply to the Government. We ought not to
enter into an argument on that point. We
shoulé@ endeavour to foeus this matter into
one or two points, and upon these come to a
decision. The smaller details of the matter
eould be settled without an appeal to Parlia-
ment which, of course, is the last court of ap-
peal in the State. Such details could be
settled by the Acting Public Service Commis-
signer, Mr. Munt, the secretary of the union,
and the manager of the works. But the prin-
ciple upon which this action has been taken
by the Governmoent iy that an award, which
they did not ask for and which they did not
believe applied to them, has been asserted
by the last eourt to which they eounld appeal,
namely the Privy Council, to apply to them.
As it applies to them, the Government must.
ohey it.

Hon. W, C, Angwin: You have never been
asked to break the law.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: The mem-
ber for Geraldton (MMr. Wiltcock) referred to
the State Sawmills. The sawmills have been
working 48 hours a week, and have carried
out the award which was given in their ecase
faithfully amil honourably. A few fitters are
employed by the sawmills, about half-a-dozen
among the lot of them, and what they are
doing at the present time I do not know. I
do not think they have been working 48
hours; I do not know that we have had work
for them for that length of time, but if they
ecased work, it would not astop the sawmills.
We would be able to earry on the sawmills
for some time without needing the services of
any members of this particular union.

Mr. MeCallum: Then why have you given
the men a week’s notice?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
them to obey the law.

Mr. McCallom: What are yon anticipating,
then?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The saw-
mills will be able to carry on, but these are
details which do not affect the maiter.

Mr. McCallum: That is not a detail.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: What
affects half-a-dozen people would be a small
matter in comparison with what affects 53
men to-day and might affect 200 in a week
or twe.

Mr, MeCallum: You have given a week’s
notice to more than 53.

To get

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No, we
have not.

Mr. McCallom: Yes, you have.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am

trying to give the Ilouse the information
which I possess. I am not trying to mislead
the House. The matter is of great import-
ance and has been worrying me for some time,
and it would worry me more if men of my
own i{rade, for whom there is work, by their
action imperilled the existence of the State
Implement Works, and probably caused them
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_to be closed up altogether. Let us make no
mistake about it The Premier mentioned
the guestion of superphosphates, and refer-
ence has been made to it by other members,
who said there would probably be no super
ror the farmers next seed time.

Mr. Pickering: The member for North-
East Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin) said
that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
sorry that an importailt matter of this kind
should be clonded by what amounts to almost
8 threat.

Mr. Muasie:
matter of faet.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We are
_frequently told that the majority must rule
and if, hecause of 53 men going out of the
mplement works, the livelihood of 4,000 or
5,000 farmers, and of many more people
dependent upon their activities, is to be para-
Iysed, we have reaeched to a2 very deplorable
state of affairgd indeed, and it behoves every-
one to carefully consider the situation.

My. Munsie: Tt has received serious con-
sideration.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
know how many farmers there are who need
superphosphate.

Mr, Pickering: Every one of them needs it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
must be 4,000 or 5,000 farmers who eannot
get on without it. In addition, we have to
remember that there are thousands of men
for whom the activities of the farmers pro-
vide employment and who will also be thrown
out of work. In other words, it means that
the State is fo be paralysed. Labour leaders
have for years argmed that the majority must
rule; yet in this instance the majority is to
suffer because the minority will not obey
the award of the court which the Government
must obey.

Mr. Huoghes: But the majority is in sym-
pathy with them.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Do you think I would
be right in withholding that information if
T knew there was a possibility of auch a thing
oecurring

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There is
one point which it is only just should be made
kuown. This matter was not decided by the
Premier offhand. Ho devoted considerable
time to it, as did also the Public Service
Commissioner and myself. Arrangements
were made that in case of any back pay
being due to the men the books should be
carefully gone into at once. The aecount-
ants are now going through the wages sheets
for the period affected by the award with the
object of ascertaining what amount the Gov-
ernment have to pay and what amount the
‘men have fo receive. This matter may be
favourakle to aome of the men, but in other
cases it may apply unfavourably. There are
-jnstances where the men should make a re-
‘fund. bwt fs it likely that the Government
~wonld ecllect o¥ér-payments’ which have been
“made doring the period the award applied?

It is not a threat; it is a
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Mr. Munsie: T do not think you would
tind one such instance on the pay hooks of
the State Implement Works.

The MINISTER ¥0R WORKS: The hon.
member is speaking according to his belief.
T am telling the House what has been given
to me by men who know, and are not biassed
one way or the other. ] am informed there
will be a number of men who will have to
receive back payments, but that there will
be others who should make a rofund.

Hon. P. Collier: I undertake to say that
the money will be refunded.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am not
asking the hon, member to give me an under-
taking of that nature. Instructions have
been given to the manugement of the works
to afford every bit of employment that is
possible to the men who remain there. If,
however, the manager cannot profitably em-
ploy a man because his mate is away and no
one eclse is available, there is no other re-
ecurse hut to pay bim off. This position was
not sprung upon the men. Ample notice was
given to them before Christmas as proved by
the letter from the unjon. Notwithstanding
the knowledpge they possess that they would
be called upon to work 48 hours per week,
the men worked for three days and failed to
turn up for duty on Saturday morning., If
the Government had sprung a surprise upon
them, there might have been some justifica-
tion for their actionm, but they kmew befores
Christmas that they could go to work only
under the 48 hour conditions, and on Satur-
day morning they broke the conditions of
their employment. Under the Federal award
the Government have enough to justify their
action in paying off the men on Monday
morning.

Mr., Munsie:
about that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I under-
atand from Mr. Shaw that there was no feel-
ing whatever between the men and himself
as representing the employees. I believe the
feeling at the works has been one of friendli-
ness towards the manager as well as towards
mysclf as Minister. It i3 common property
that for something like three years I have
been endeavouring to give up the respon-
sibilities of managing the Government trad-
ing concerns, T have held that it is not a
matter for a Minister to deal with. I
claim that during the gix years I have con-
trolled these works I have given of my best,
and done what T could to make o success of
them, although I have felt that the Gov-
ernment should have uothing to do with them.
I am like most men in my frade, interested in
the work and enthusiastic over it. If that
were not so, one could not endure the great
amount of @rudgery involved in the work. Tt
cuts me to the quick, therefore, to know, as
I know, that no more deadly hlow has been
atruck at the State Implement works than
that which has occarred during the last fow
days. T . .

Mr. Munsie:

I will have something to say

‘T realise that too.
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T feel
very strongly about the matter. If the works

do mnot fully resume operations within the
next ten days, their trade- will have gone.
Weo cannot to-day aecept orders and camnot
put work in hand that is required for ihe
coming season.

Houn, P. Collier: You will soon pull them
round again.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Nothing
could have a greater and more blasting effect
upon the State Implement Works than the
action of men stopping in their employment
there.

My, Munsic:

boay.
The MINISTER TOR WORKS: Last weck
1 was at the works with Mr. Shaw to see
what our programme would be for the coming,
summer. We had arranged to make n certain
number of seed Arills in cxeess of what
we had made previously. We alse
arranged to make certain other implements.
We cannot go on with any of this work now,
becauae the men who should be there to play
their part so that others may play theirs are
outside the gates instead of at the henches,
the forges and the machines, where I would
like to0 sece them.

Mr. Munsic: What would the manage-
ment do with the men during the four hours
on Saturday morning?

TTon. P. Collier: Let them wheel out ashes.

We have not stopped nny-

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
is a comparatively small matter, and
golely a question of management. If

Mr. Shaw had the men he would see that
there was as little loss as possible. It is a
matter which should not be imported into a
question of principle like this. If we are to
have arbitration courts both sides must abide
by the awards. If either party will not do
80, our arbitration courts must become merely
a snare and a delusion. 1 am not going to
dchate the question of whether there should
be a 44 or a 48 hours week. T merely mention
the matter because it has been brought for.
ward in comnection with the Federal award.
e must abide by the awards, the Govern-
ment as well as the other side, otherwise we
must get out of our fool’s paradise.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Does the award de-
finitely make it a 48 hours week? You could
keep to the law if you worked fewer hours.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I suppose
we could, if we were short of work, go om
ghort time. But we are not short of work,
We might be short if we taok our order book
inte account, but not if we take the lime
dictated by common sense and experience,
have the pluck to prepare for the coming
seagon, and manufacture the implemenis that
we have every reason to believe we could sell.
I greatly deplore the whole affajr. 1 have
given a great deal of time to these works. L
never had any payment for what I have done,
nor asked for it, mor have I expected it. One
does not like to see any comeern, to which
many years of one’s life have been devoted,
east a3 it were upon the scrap heap. My
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opinicn is that they will have to be scrapped
if work is not resumed within 10 days. With--
in that period the work that should be turned
out there will have gone to the Eastern States
where the men are working 48 hours.

Mr. Munsie: They are not.

Mr, Pickering: Or not at all

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Oune firm
in the city contracted with me for certain
articles required for one of the departments.
I was asked to allow that firm to have the
goods manufactured in one of the other
States,

Mr. Teesdale:
Western Austrahia,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I woull
not allow it to be done. I said I gave the
order in order to find cmployment in West-
ern Australia, not to find employment for
people in the other States. The other day
some 400 cast iron fittings were required. It
was aseertained that these could be imported
from the Eastern States at less than half the
coat at which they could be made here. What
are we going to do? The price from the
Eastern BStates was 178, delivered at Albany,
whereas the loeal price waa 33s. There are
certnin parts of water meters that are re-
quired to enable us to compete with the East-
crn States.  We shall have to import these.
They cannot be made in Western Australia,
beeause we could not get them at a price that
would ennhle us to sell our meters at what
they would ecost us. Last week I received
a quotation from Great Britain from a firm
that T have known for 4¢ years. a firm of
clock manufacturers. The quotation they gave
me for the partienlar article was 2s. 414d.,
but the cost of manufacture in Western Ans-
tralia was 30s. I can produce documentary
evidence in proof of this statement. I ask
members, and the representatives of the
union concerned now sitting in the gallery, to
helieve that I am fighting for the interest not
only of Western Australia but of the em-
ployees as well. I warn those boys who are
in the same trade as myself—I can as an
old man give them such warning—that these
implement works will have to be serapped
unless operations are resumed immediately.
I would not mind if the works were 2013 to-
morrow 8o long as they were kept going im
Weatern Austraia, but if they are serapped, it
will mean scrapping the livelihood of a num-
ber of men who are too dammned good to be
cast aside in such a way.

Mr, MUNSIE (Hannans) [4.30]: I firet of
all wish to reply to stalements made by the
Minister for Works, and I desire to correct
a false impression which may have remained.
The Minister gtated that the Government did
not spring this matter as a surprise upon the
men. T admit, too, that he did not say that
the men had sprung it as a surprise on the
Government, What he did say was that the
men worked two days and refused to turn up
on the next day. 1 want placed on record
what really happened. The secretary of the
organisation referred to, mamely, the Amal-
gamated Society of Buogineera, received aotice

That is a fine thing for
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that on and after a given day the members
of bis organisation would have to work 48
hours instead of 44. He was informed that
this alteration would come into force on the
4th January. Immediately he received that
notice, he went to the manager of the works
and disecussed the matter with him. From the
manager of the works he went to the Minister
controlling the works and from the Minister
he approached the acting Public Service Com-
missioner, Mr, Munt, who was appointed by
the Government for the purpose of settling
these disputes. In cach case the secretary’s
hope was that it would be possible to arrive
at a settlement, but in ecach case he was given
to understand that there was only one man
who conld deal with the matter, and that
was the Premier. Then the dispuies comnit-
tee were approached. This committee were
praetically in charge of the sirike, but did
not have anything to do with the implement
works, The matter was reported to the dis-
putes committee, and an explanation having
been given of what had been done up to then,
the disputes committee cndeavoured to get in-
to touch with the Premier. That was at a few
minutes past five o’clock in the afternocon.
The Premier was communicated with, but he
had left his office. Then the Xmas holidays
bhegan. Tuesday was also a holiday but I
happencd to meet the Premier on that day,
and I did not waste any time either. T ap-
proached him, snd I hope the Premier wili
forgive me for referring to the interview 1
bad with him. I do not wish, however,
& false impression to be gained. I may
as well be candid and say that I met the
Premier on the Perth racecourse; I am not
ashamed of anyone knowing that. I ap-
proached him there for the purpose of ascer-
taining when it would be possible to inter-
view him to disenss the matter. The Premier
said, ‘*If you can get your men together I
will meet you this afternoon.’’

The Premier: ¥ did not mean on the race-
course.

Mr. MUNSIE: It was not possible for
me to arrange for the interview that evening
beeause I had no chance of seeing the others
in the interval. I endeavoured io arrange a
meeting with the Premier on the following
day. The Premier, however, was leaving for
the South-West that night. I then suggested
that as he was leaving the c¢ity he should
give us an opportunity of discussing the mat-
ter with the Minister for Works, who was
controlling the implement works, The Pre-
mier replied, ‘‘It is useless your approach-
ing the Minister for Works; he cannot do
anything without my consent.”’ 'We then
had te wait until the Premier’s return, and
when he returned we waited on him as a
deputation. We therefore cannot be blamed
for the delay that took place. The men took
action immediately the notice was served.
The Premier returned to Perth on Thursday
morning and he was good enough to agree to
meet us on the Thureday afternoon. * We dis-
eusged the matter with him for two or three
houras and he asked us to put our proposals
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before him in writing and he added that
they would be considered by Cabinet on Fri-
day. Could the men or the disputes com-
mittee have done other than what they didt
Everything was done to get into touch
without delay with those who it was thought
would be able to deal with the ques-
tion. I am not going to say that the Min-
ister for Works could not have dealt with the
matter; it had got to the stage when it had
passed out of his control and was being dealt
with by the Premier.

The Minister for Works:
tended as a slight to me,

Mr, MUNSIE: No. I only wish to ex-
plain the true position, and to make it clear
that the men were mot to blame. They only
had Thursday, Friday, and Batorday. Now
what does the Minister for Works say? He
declares that wunless these 53 men resume
work within 10 days the whole of the orders
and the usefulness of the implement works
Jor the next 12 months will go by the board.
Tt is a pretty easy matter 1o get over that.

The Minister for Mines: Let them join
the Australian Engincers for the time being.

Mr. MUNSIE: I will not have that sug-
gestion beecause I am satisfied that the Min-
ister would immediately issue instructions
that these men should not be allowed to work
unless they were prepared to work 48 hours.

The Minister for Mines: Try it out.

Mr. MUNSLE: There is no need to try it
out because of the assurance we have re-
ceived from the Premier. This proposition
was put to the Premier: Suppose all these
men join the ASE,? That would not mat-
ter. Are you going to prevent from working
in the State Implement Works a man who
was once a member of the A.8.E, but who,
ginc¢e the award was given, has left the A.S.E,
and joined the Australian society? Are you
going to apply that to him? Yes. Why
should the Minister for Mines suggest that
the men should join the Australian society?
The position will be just the same. What I
want the Minister for Mines to justify is the
bringing in of the 53 men on Saturday to
do absolutely useless work,
b The Minister for Works: That would not

e 80, .

Mr. MUNSIE: The manager said so.

The Minister for Works: They would have
some work to do. .

Mr, MUNSIE: Tkere is a much casier
way out of it. It iz a matter of only six
weeks before the court will sit, The Min-
ister is practically working under the Fed-
eral award, but if he were sincere and wanted
to go on for the next six Saturdays he could
aliow those 53 men to stop at home and get
nothing just as easily as to bring them to
the works to do nothing, and get nothing.
I could understand it if it were a case of 53
men with one labourer and the rest working
in pairs. There would possibly be some jus-
tification for the attitude the Government has
adopted in regard to those 53 men, as the
action would not interfere with anyone else.
But as has been pointed out there are blaek-

1t wag not in-
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amiths’ strikers, and members of the A.S.E.
affected by this award. - Blacksmiths would
not be there on Saturday morning.

The Minisier for Works: Work wonld have
been found for them.

Mr. MUNSIE: 1In addition there are
mouldera’ labourers who belong to the A.B.E.
who are not affected by the award, and they
are still working 44 hours, The moulders
would not be there on Saturday morning.
Then why bring in the labourers?

Mr. Hughes: Just cussedness,

Mr. MUNBIE: Ezactly, ag my friend has
just said—cussedness. I wish to point out
what really has transpired in connection with
this matter. For the purpose of justifying
the position, T take it that the action of the
Government is unreasonable, unjustified and
unwarranted. It is insane and ridiculous to
compel these 53 men to go to work while the
Government are prepared to allow 197 to
stay at home. If the Government had back-
hone they could have said that all would
have to work 48 hours or the worke would ba
closed down. But to take the attitude that
they are going to insist on 53 men working
48 hours and allow the remainder to work
44, is something which I cannot understand.

The Premier: The men compelled this by
going to the Federal court,

Mr. MUNSIE: Wkile the mewmber for
South Fremantle was speaking the Minister
for Works interjected ¢ Why did they go to
the Federal court?’’ At that particular time
there were different conditions in several
shops in Western Australia. The Amalga-
mated Soeciety of FEngineera realised that
there was only one way by which they could
get a uniform set of econditions, and that
was by joining the State instrumentalities
with those of the privately-owned shops and
getting one award through the Federal court.
Considerably over three years ago the desision
was arrived at. The application was made
and the citation was lodged in connection with
the engineering trade. The object was to
get uniformity. After the decision of the
Federal court granting a 44-hour week, the
State court almost immediately granted a
similar working week in Western Australia.
Therefore, =we obtained uniformity. In an-
other 12 months the State case came up, that
of the railway organisation whose members
practieally control the Midland workshops.
There was a different President on the beneh,
Mr, Justice Rooth, as first president, granted
the 44-hour week under the railway award.
Mr, Juostice Burnside granted the 44-hour
week to the mining industry at Kalgoorlie.
Mr, Justice Draper was then appointed to
the bench, and he heard the second railway
ease and the second miners’ ease. In hoth
instances he granted the 44-hour week. As a
natter of fact, the 44-hour week applied to
the rest of the men in the Implement Works,
not because they went to the court, but be-
cause the Government agreed to it.

‘The Minister for Mines: Applying tbe rail-
way award,’ . o
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_ Mr, MUNSIE: Yes, and that had its origin
in the cfforts of the Amalgamated Soeiety of
Engineers and of the Timber Workers' Union
who gained a 44-hour week under their Fed-
eral .awards. What happemed? When the
case was cited before the Federal court and
immediately a start was made to put up the
case, an instruction was issued to the Presi-
dent of the court. That can be found in
black and white, and I am not referring to
newspaper reports. An instruction was
issued to the President of the Federal court
not to continue the hearing as to whether
the week's work should consist of 44 or 48
hours, Despite that instruction, the Presi-
dent went on with the hearing, e took
evidence as regards the engincers and was
not satisfied. He eaid it was such a big mat-
ter that he should get other evidence before
giving a decision. He obtained the evidence
of the timber workers. While the inquiry,
which lasted 53 days, was proceeding and
after Mr, Justice Higging had refused to obey
the instruction not to go on with the hours
aspect of the inquiry, the Federal Govern-
ment introduced an amending imeasure to
amend one clause of the Arbitration Act, and
prohibit one judge from deciding the num-
ber of hours of employment. It was oaly
by a fluke that Mr. Justice Higgins was able
to give his decigion at all inasmuch as on the
Friday night the ‘' Gazette’ notice was issued
and on the Monday the application was be-
fore the court, Had the application gone in
on the Friday the ‘‘Gazeite’’ notice ap-
reared, he could not have given that decision.
He was not debarred from giving a deeision
in the cases of the engineers and the timber
workers, hut it was inade impossible for any
one judye to hear an application on the ques-
tion of hours in the future. It was stipulated
that this question should be dealt with hy
three judges. There were four other ecases
vending before the court at the time, and
there was a howl from the unionists that ad-
ditional appointments gshould be made to the
Arbitration Court bench, The unionists
wanted to get their cases heard. Were the
additional appeintments made? No, we had
to wait another 12 or 18 months. A depu-
tation from the Employers’ Federation then
requested the Government to appoint addi-
tional jndges, and two appointments were
made. The result of those appointments is
known to members. Even before the decision
on the question was made known, the en-
gineers of this State had applied to the Fed-
eral covrt for permission to withdraw from
the Federal award, They have been consist-
ent in their attitude right through. The pub-
lic. of Western Australia have been led to
believe that the Amalgamated Society of
Engineers and the members of the other iron
trades are desirous of getting away from
tho_ Federal Arbitration Court on acecunt of
the decision to extend the hours of work
from 44 to 48, What influenced the engineera
in their desire to get away from the Federal
court was the mandate issyed by Mr. Justice
Powers as, Pregident of the éourt, bringing-
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in the automatic quarterly adjustments of
wages, The Labour movement and the whole
of the trade onionists of the State have pro-
tested against that principle. They will not
have it, and 1 applaud them for not having
it. Seven years ago we unanimously asked for
it on account of the increasing cost of living,
hecause, in some instances, 18 months elapsed
before a union eould get its case heard. We
conld not get the automatic adjustment prin-
ciple adopted until the cest of living had
reached the apex but, when the cost of living
began to decline, the judge granted the aunto-
matic adjustment. I caunot understand any
unionist who believes in arbitration tolerat-
ing the gquarterly ndjustment prineiple. 1
helieve in arbiteation, but I do not believe
in Mr. Justice Powers saying of what arbi-
tration ix to consist. I want to see the union-
ints ohcying the arbitration ecourt, but Par-
liament is entitled to say on what lines arbi-
tration shall be conducted. In 99 cases out
of 100 we are condeumed on the ground that
nur executive backs up a dispute and desives
to dictate as to what their members should do.
Yet we arc asked to agree to one man having
the right without Parliamentary authority to
introduce the system of quarterly adjust-
ments, and compel us to aeccept it whether
we like it or not. That is the prinicpal renson
actuating the unions in their desive to get
away from the Federal court, and I can assure
membera that none of the unions will be
anxious to go to the Federal court in future.
The 48 hours was awurded by the new court
which sncceeded the court which granted the
44 hours,

Hon. P. Collier: By the decrepit court, the
old-age court.

Mr. MUNSIE: Yes. Prior te the engin-
cers’ dispute occurring, and prior to any
stoppage in the iron trades, the Disputes Com-
mittee asked for and obtained a conference
with the Employers’ Federation to diseuss
the probable result of a stoppage. The Gov-
ernment were not coneerned, beeause their
appeal to the Privy Council was pending.
We asked the Employers’ Federation that, if
they would not co-operate with us in an appli-
cation to get Western Australia cxempted
from the Federal award, they should not op-
pose our applieation for exemption, but they
point blank refused our request. The matter
came before the Federal court on three oc-
casions and on each occasion it was adjourned,
beeavse Mr. Justice Powers said he would not
discuss that phase of the question until the
men resumed work. That is what presidents
of Arbitration Courts have done in most cases.
I believe the Government and supporters of
the Government both inside the House and
out of it agree with that principle. They
maintain that the men shounld first return to
work, What attitude are they going to
adopt with the men on the other side who do
exactly the same thing against the State
courty The member for Geraldton (Mr,
Willeock) snid that the president of the State
Arbitration Court was breaking the law. I
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do not go so far as to say that, but he is re-
fusing to put the law into operation against
the employera. Tf the employees had been at
fault, he would have put the law into opera-
tion from the very first day. Private em-
ployers through their federation committed a
breach of the State Arbitration Act. This
breach has been pointed out to the Premier,
and to the President of the Arbitration Ceurt
both at a private interview and at a com-
pulsory conference, but no action has been
taken. The Amalgamated Soeciey of En-
gineers are blamed for the strike of their
members and their refusal to return to work.
Before there was any mention of a 48 hours
week as against the 44 hours, and before
there was any strike, the boilermakers’ or-
gunisation ecited a case in the State Arbi-
tration Court, The employers replied to the
citation, and all that remained to be done
was to fix the date for the hearing. When
the Federal award was delivered, an award
which nffected the Amalgamated Society of
Engincers only, the private employers locked
out not only the members of the Amalgamated
Rociety of Engineers, bot also the boiler-
makers. The hoilermakers were not in the
engineers’ organisation and had not an
award; they were working under an agree-
ment.  Such a thing had never previously
ocenrred in the history of arbitration in thig
State without action having been taken. If
a case is pending and members of a union go
on strike, action is taken against them very
quickly indeed. But here i# an instance of a
case pending before the court and the em-
ployers saying to the men, ‘* We will not em-
ploy you; we will lock up our shops against
you.’” And the president of the Arbitration
Court says, “‘T will not hear the case.” Can-
not the Government see that the court of this
State functions? I am not asking the Gov-
ernment to alter the court, but merely to see
that the court does its duty, the duty for
which it was appointed, the duty which it
has point blank refused to do. As stated by
one speaker, the president did not refuse very
long when a request came {o him from the
proprietors of the Collic minea. He even con-
vened a conference on Boxing Day—a thing
unprecedented, I believe, in the history of
Australin. But he showed a very different
attitude to the hoilermakers. I say he is
flouting the law of the country by refusing to
hear a case which has been cited, and I say
the Government by their attitude in connee-
tion with the State Implement Works, are
aiding and abetting the Employers’ Federa-
tion to flout the arbitration law of Western
Australia. I would not regard the position
of the Government as being half so bad if
this were the first case of the kind, or if this
cas¢ were the only one pending so far as the
Government are concerned. But the Premier
knows that there are any number of membera
of the same organisation and of kindred or-
ganisations affected by the State Implement
Works cage. They were affected last June,
or in July, when the Government issued
notices stating that as from the 13t July
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the men had to work 48 hours per week.
What happened then? The matter was re-
ferred to the disputes ¢ommittee which pgot
inte negotiation first with My, Munt, and
then with the Government. After about a
month's negotiation Mr. Colebatch, on behalf
of the Government, agreed that the condi-
tions then prevailing should continue until
the court altered them. Mr. Colebatch ad-
mitted that bhe had no right to alter them on
his own, Hers we have men affected who are
under identieally the same employer, and are
members ¢f the Engineers’ Society. They are
in the same position in this respeet as mem-
bers of the Engineers’ Society employed by
the Public Works Department. In the case
of the latter the Government of this State
have agreed that the questtion shall be set-
tled by the State Arbitration Court, and the
union are willing to abide by the decision of
that eourt. We now ask the Government to
come to the same agreement in conneetion
with the State Implement Works. Why have
the Government altered their tactice? Why
do not the Government agree to the same
conditions in connection with the State Im-
plement Works as in connection with the
Public Works Department? In fact, the same
conditions might algo apply in conneetion
with the Fremantle Harbour Trust. The Gov-
ernment do not ask the engineers employed
by the Fremantle Harbour Trust to come in
on Saturdays in order to complete a week of
48 hours. The reagon for the changed atti-
tude of the Government is that the State
Tmplement Works are interfering with pri-
vate business concerns in this State. No
other reason can be put up, no other conelu-
gion can be arrived at, than that the State
Tmplement Works are to a certain extent in-
terfering with private works now closed down
in this State. Greaf exception was taken to
the statement of the member for North-East
Yremantle (ITon. W, C. Angwin) that there
wag a possibility of no super. being avail-
gble for the farmers this year. I view that
prospeet-just as seriously as does any member
of this Iouse; but, knowing what 1 do, I
regard the statement in question as repre-
genting merely a matter of faet. The mana-
gers of both the superphosphate eompanies
have made that statement. We have met both
managers in conference and discussed the
matter from every standpoint, and those two
gentlemen say, ‘‘If we cannot get engineer-
ing work done, we cannot supply the super.’’

The Minister for Mines: They can send the
work up to Kalgoorlie and get it done there.

AMr, MUNSIE: They cannot send their
plant up to Ealgoorlie. Tt is ne use the
Minister trying to bluff me in that way. The
plant cannot be mended without engineers
going on the job; and they will not go thgre.
T am just as positive as that T am standing
here that the Federal Arbitration Court has
been interfered with in this matter, Justice
Higgins was removed, and the 48 hours week
was granted. The men object to that de-
cision, and do not believe that they got
justice, and Y am with them. The Federal
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Arbitration Court reverted to the 48 hours
almost without evidence. That is why those
judges got the job. A promise was obtained
from them, just as there was an attempt to
obtain a promise from Mr. Piddington that
he would coansider the Commonwealth before
the State. I say that, believing it to be true.
Why, Mr. Hughes wanted to nobble the Fed-
eral High Court, and so why should he not
attempt to nobble the Federal Arbitration
Court?" He is the cause of the trouble in this
State. The unionists of Western Australia
are prepared to abide by arbitration. They
have done so exceptionally well up to the pre-
sent. Very few instances indeed can he named
where the unionists of this State have dis-
obeyed an award of the Arbitration Court.

Mr. Marshall: Plenty of instancea can be
named in which the employers have disobeyed.

Mr. MUNSIE: Yes. When an award has
not suited the cmployers, they have closed
down. lowever, that is not breaking the law
80 far as they are concerned. They maintain
that they are still obeying the law when they
close down. For the worker, on the other
hand, there iz no alternative except to carry
on. It is all very well for people to say that
an arbitration award must be obeyed. In this
Instance the workers are not obeying the court
that gave the decision, but are disobeying a
court which was forced upon them. There
I am right with them., I want the Premier
to recognise that even if this condition which
he demands is carried out, it means placing
vpon the State Ymplement Works, which he
says aro losing money, at least an additional
£500 of uscless expenditure, of expenditure
on something which is impracticable, some-
thing which cannot he worked economically.
The men cannot be employed to any advan-
tage at all on Saturday morning, The Pre-
nmier will not be breaking the Federal law by
allowing the men to continue on 44 hours. If
any breach of the Federal award were in-
volved in that, I would not ask him to de it.

The Premier: Are the men not going to
work because they think there will be no work
for them to do?

Mr. MUNSIE: No. They are staying
away because the Premier will not allow them
to go back to work. If he will allow them to
go back, I undertake to say they will be
there.

The Minister for Mines:
there on Saturday morning?

Mr. MUXSIE: No. They are not going
to make darned idiots of themselves in con-
nection with that. Would it not look well for
53 men to come along on SBaturday morning
with no one there to give them any power,
with the engine driver away?

The Minister for Works: The engine driver
will be there.

Mr. MUNSBIE: The eat is being let out of
the bag. Under what conditions will the en-
gine driver be there or Saturday morning?
Double time. That i3 under the Federal
award. In order to compel these 53 men to
come back and do wnothing, the Minister is
prepared@ to go to any ridiculous length, so

But will they be
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long as he can effect something that will be
favourable to the private employer.

Mr. Hughes: And he will spend publie
meney to do it. '

Mr. MUXNSIE: If the State Implement
Works are to die, I want to see them die a
decent death, and “not ecommit hara kiri.
There is a Bill before Parliament now to get
rid of the State trading concerns. For good-
ness’ gake let us deal with that Bill, and sell
the State trading concerns. But even if the
Premier took the bull by the horng and sold
the State Implément Works to a private
company, that private company wounid never
attempt to do what the Government are now
attempting. No private employer would en-
deavour to put into operation such a ridien-
lous proposition as this. Suppose a union in
this country goes to the State Arbitration
Court and obtains an award, and then, im-
mediately upon the delivery of that award,
the employers put im an application for &
variation, and then approach the Premier with
a view to having the court altered, and the
Premier does it, I will tell the unionists not
to obey the award of such a court. T know,
of course, that the Premier would not do such
a thing. But that is what happened in the
Federal case. The ink was not dry on the
award before the employers applied for a
variation reverting to 48 hours. They de-
manded an amendment of the Federal Arbi-
tration Aet, and they got it. They wanted
new judges on the bench, and they got them.
And so they got the 43 hours. If men are
blinded to such an cxtent as not to bhe able
to see through such things, it might be said
they deserve to suffer. However, even if
they are Llind they way be able to
hear, and if my voice can reach them
I will let them know what has been done.
Tt must be agreed that if such a case hap-
pered in the Federal Arbitration Court it was
a disgrace to the arbitration laws of Aus-
tralia, I do not want to see any other Gov-
ernment attempt te do anything of the kind.
T am satisfied that our own State Gavern-
ment would not do it. Tf they did, I wounld
advise the men not to obey that award either.
The Premier cannot name one other award
which any of the eight organisations in the
State Tmplement Works have disobeyed. We
are not asking the Government to break the
Vederal arbitration award, but merely that
they shall net make a farce of the State Tm-
plement Works, pending the hearing of the
case by the State court. Why should these
men go along there for four hours on Satur-
day morning in order to do nothing? T ap-
peal to the Premier to let the State Tmple-
ment Works live, rather than kill them in
this wav. Tt is not fair either to the eountry
or to the men employed.

"The Premier: We can all say it is not fair.

Mr. MUXNSIE: The Premier made no at-
tempt to justify the attitude taken up. The
(fovernment must obey the law, but the Gov-
ernment need mnot be ridiculous. Just at
present it seems the Government cannot obey
the law withoat being ridicnlous; that is to
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say, if the State Tmplement Works are to
continze. I appeal to the Premier to take a
sensible view of the position and let ua bave
uniformity. T do not for a moment believe
that private firms are suffering from the
strike; they are being backed up by the big
firms over East, who wish to keep the dis-
pute going. :

The Minjster for Works: And the big firms
over East are sending herc stuff which we
should be making.

Mr. MUNSIE: Yes, I know that, and the
small proprietor knows exactly what is being
done. The big employers rtealise that they
can fight the thing more cheaply in Western
Australia than anywhre else. That is why
we have the trouble here.

Mr. Teesdale: Omne firm is shifting 50 men
and a mass of machinery from here in order
to start in Adelaide. That is lovely for
seeondary industries!

My, MUNSIE: T admit if, Ever since the
tronble began, we have endeavoured in every
way to bring about a meeting with the Em-
ployers’ Federation in order to discuse the
posgition. We even went so far as to pri-
vately approach the judge of the Arbitration
Court to see if he could not by somc meansg
convene a private conference hetween a rTe-
presentative of the men and a representative
of the employers. He did that. The two
selected were Mr. Andrews, the secretary of
the Employera’ Federation, and I, represent-
ing the men. We had tbat private talk and
discnssed the position for a couple of hours.
The president of the court put forward vari-
ons suggestions. But when we again ap-
proached the Employers’ Federation to see if
they had agreed to anything, they said mno
good could come from a conference. That is
the way we are treated! They will not move,
will not do anything, whereas we have done
everything possible. T know the sufferings
and privations of a lot of the men affected,
bhut T can assure you the trouble is not yet
ended. Tf the employers continue to make
little of the men, as theyv are doing, every
shop in the countey will be closed and every-
thing will be permitted to go East hefore the
men give in, The chief bugbear on the side
of the employers has been that the State
Tmplement Works was still working. The
employers have done everything possible te
stop the State Implement Works.

The Minister for Works: And now you are
helping them.

Mr. MUNSIE: No, it is the Government
who are helping them. Does any hon. member
krow of any fairer offer ever made to get
over a difficulty than the offer in the letter
written by the men? But that offer has been
turned down by the Government in order that
they might try something utterly impractie-
able. Who should know better than Mr.
Shaw? Yet Mr. Shaw tells us that the 53
men will br brought back to do useless work,
if any work at all,

The Minister for Works:

I do not think
Mr. Shaw said that. .



2438

Mr. MUNSIE: The Minister himself knows
what engineering is, and he must realise that
Jhe cannot earry on under those c¢onditions.

The Minister for Works: I know that we
would lose something, but we would not lose
it all.

Mr. MUNSIE: Why make the loss any
greater? The Premier says the thing is
losing already. The wages of those 250
men constitute a very big set off apgainst
the 1ew pounds which may be lost on one side
or the other in the balance sheet. If those
men went over East it would be a mueh
greater loss to the State than the small loss
shown in the ledger. I want the Government
to look at it from that standpoint. The pre-
sent proposition ia ridiculous on the face of
it. Even the Premicr himself, afier last
Thursday’s deputation, admits that it is a
ridiculous and absurd propesition. He said
we must have uniformity,

The Premier: So we must.

Mr. MUNSIE: The only offer of uniform-
ity made was turned down,

The Premier: We had uniformity, but you
broke away.

Mr. MUNSIE: The Premier did not have
uniformity even then.

The Minister for Works: We made a good
try at getting it.

Mr, MUNSIE: You have an offer of it
now. You say you do not want the Federal
court to have jurisdiction over State instru-
mentalities. We are prepared to assist you
there.

The Premier: We have to obey the law,
Here ia the letter.

Mr. MUNSIE: But I ask the Premicr to
quote the other letter, repudiating that one.

The Premier: I do not think there is one,

Mr, MUNSIE: I say there is. The Pre-
mier’s departmental officers know all about
it. The letter which the Premier has was not
written by Mr. Barker, is not official.

The Minister for Works: It is on the
official notepaper.

Mr. MUNSTE: But the other letter
signed by Mr. Barker himself. In
cagse, the Ietter which the Premier has
in his hand was written prior to the
decigion as to the court’s jurisdietion over
State instrumentalities, Tt was only nutural
that any union which had been waiting 14 or
15 months should write to a Government in-
stitution asking that something he done.

The Premier: T admnit that. That is what
they asked for.

Mr. MUNSTE: BSince then the conditions
have been altored. T ask the Governnen: not
to insist upen having gomething impracticable
done, when they esn reach a satiefactory
settlement in the course of the next four or
five weeka.

was
any

Capt., CARTER (Leederville) [5.27]:
There has heen a great Adeal of voriferous,
not to say violent, verhinge over a matter
which the Premirr haa deslt with in a statee.
manlike pronouncement this afternonn. states-
maniike becanse of its sinplieiry and direct-
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ness. Ever since I have been in the Houge T
have ¢losely studied the member for North-
East Fremantls (Hon. V', C, Angwin) as o
leader amongst us. [ have every sympathy
with him, because [ believe he was perfectly
sincere in what hs said this aftermoon. Mut
having listened carvefmily to him 1 came to
the corelusion thay the primal argwmnent ho
put up, the main fact on whick he hung the
whole of his speech, was the letter of the
5th inst. addressed to the Government. On
that letter he has made out a case in which
he says the union is offering the olive branch,
and a quid pro qno for anything it mny re-
ceive by way of beneiits from a resumption
under conditions simijar to those which it
previously enjoyed. The hon. member musi
rcalise that he wont somewhat beyond the
Act, as the letter does, in making such an
offer. I understand that an indastrial union
rarcly takes an important step without firat
securing legal opinion. If that Le so, it
seems to me there may be a little guile hehind
that letter. It camnot be the outcome of
ignorance, when we have at the head of
affairs men such as the last speaker, who bas
given proof of his wide knowledge of indiz-
trial affairs. It cannot be that the letter
has been written in innocence, but I think
the offer made has tricked even the member
for North-East Fremantle, It has been made
with the speeific idea of tricking not only
him, but also the advisers of the Government,

Mr, Corboy: In what way?

Capt. CARTER: T will tell the hon. mem-
ber what seems to be the trick. The union
has offered to eontract itself out of an agree-
ment based on an award delivered by the
court, It has offered in effect to forewo and
waive any claim for back pay it sway possess
by reason of being brought officially under
the Federal award, provided the {overnment
will give a quid pro quo and return to the
old hours.

My, Corboy: There is no harn in it,

Capt. CARTER: Section 126 of the Indus-
trial Arbitration Act eaye that subject to
Seetion 39 no person shall be free or dis-
charged from any liability or penalty by the
applieation of any industrinl award or agree-
ment hy resssn o aur eontract muade cr
entrred into Ly him or en his behalf,

Mr. Corboy: That is the State Aect.

Capt. CARTER: Quite so. There is a
gimilar provision in the Federal Aet.

Mr. Corboy: Quote it.

Capt. CARTER: It is obvious that here
ig an attempt on behalf of the union to place
the Government in an invidiows and an im-
proper position.

Mr. MeCallum: It appeara that you are the
only one that has been tricked,

Capt. CARTER: There is no question aa
to the matter of prineiple involved in the
present dispute. We have discussed this
matter in the Hounse before. Whilst it was
sub judice, because of the appeal lodged
before the Privy Conneil, the Government
eonld not be expected to take anmy action. 8o
far as 1 know they have not attempted to
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<oerce the men in any way. Sinee the Privy
Council appeal has failed the union has been
-brought within the - application .of the
award, The Government are perfectly
within their rights in demanding that the
men  should be muleted aceording to the
finding of the Court. The member for North-
East Fremautle (Hon, W. C, Angwin) said
that the Government had failed to keep the
wheels of industry going. Other members
stated that if the men were given the oppor-
tonity to work they would work, but that they
had been locked out. If we are to believe
what the Minister for Works said, we must
acknowledoo that the men were offered em-
ployment on Saturday morning last but re-
fused it. They did not attend at the works
at the time appointed and therefore the action
taken by the QGovernment was only a natural
oue, It would be quite as fair for me to
say that instead of the Government failing to
keep the wheels of industry going, they have
failed to knuckle down to what amounta to a
bluff on the part of the union. The one state-
ment may be as extreme as the other, but
therc is more ground for the one than the
other. 1f the Government standing in their
present poeition desire to keep the wheels
of industry going, they must do so sclely and
absolutely along the lines of copstitutional
conditions. I do not know of any other path
along which they ean walk that would enable
them to compecte with the other States. The
figures quoted by the Minister for Works in
his Ineid speeeh have astonished tnembers,
who now realise that we are placed in an im-
possible position in relation to the other
States when it comes to a matter of com-
petition in this partienlar industry. If we
are to compete with similar industries in the
other States we must work under conditions
similar to those operating there. The men-
ber far North-East Fremantle rather mmused
me by inferring that he wanted my help be-
eause three-fourths of the men coneerned
lived in the Leederville electorate.

Mr. Corboy: You will want it some day.

Capt. CARTER: T bhave had their help al-
ready.

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
your help.

Capt. CARTER: I believe I am helping
the men by supporting the Government. The
action of the Government will undoubtedly
rednund to®the benefit of the men and the
worlers in general. We cannot have our
cake and eat it. If we are going to ruin in-
dustries we shall ruin our avenues of employ-
ment. We shall place men ont of work and
keep them from the possibility of earning a
livelihood. Instead of referring to the geo-
graphical position, T would refer to the mem-
tal position of these men. Fully half of them
live in jeopardy and in dread, and in many
eases are disgusted with the union eontrol.

Mr, Corbov: You know a lot about it?

Cant. CARTER: T will give the hon. mem-
ber the prcof. Let him.look at the vote that
was recently taken in Xalgoorlie. It rose
fror; 41 to 83 in favour of resumption of
work,

They never expecied
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Mr. Willeock: Who controls the situation?¥

Capt. CARTER: Will the union concerned
in this matter take a vote in the metropoli-
tan area as was donc on the fields, and leave
the question te the men to decide?

Mr. Corboy: It bas been done. A vote was
taken last week,

Capt. CARTER: Here is a golden oppor-
tunity to allow democracy to rule, and per-
mit the individual to decide his own fate by
recording his vote in a seeret manner.

Mr. MeCallnm: Of course in a secret
manner.

Capt. CARTER:
geceret ballot.

Mr. O 'Loghlen: Would you suppert the de-
cision if it were given in that way?

Capt. CARTER: I was not a little dis-
appointed to netice that the member for
North-East Fremantle bad, I may say, des-
cended to the use of a threat.

Hon. W. €. Angwin: I did not do so.

Capt. CARTER: He said that probably
there would be no superphosphates for the
new eropping season. That could omnly be
taken as a threat of a rather invidious char-
acter. Several speakers are bursting with in-
formation now.

Mr. McCallum: Such profound knowledge
as you have displayed has astounded ua.

Capt. CARTER: For the member for
North-East Fremantle to say that, gave me,
as a young member of this Assembly, o griev-
ous shoek. I have grown to regard him as
one who uses more moderate terms and shows
greater wisdom than has been evidenced in
his speech this afternoon.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: T should be wrong it
Y did not tell what I knew.

Capt. CARTER: The hon. member is, &
helieve, sincere in the attitude he has taken
up. I should like to hear him in reply to the
Premier and the Minister for Works in re-
lation to the legal aspect of the lefter he has
read, Tt was the only peg on which he eould
hang his argaments. I listened atfentively to
his speech, and could find no other peg than
the letter of the 5Sth January to which he
eonld hang them, T wish to refer to the re-
marks of the member for Hanuans {Mr.
Munsie). He spoke in an earnest manner of
the difficnlty of placing these 53 men at work
on Saturday mornings. What, he asked, were
the Government to do with them? That po-
pition eeemed to worry him more than any-
thing else.

Mr. Willeock: Break the principle of the

$4 hours, 5
Capt. CARTER: Such solicitude for the

snfe working of our departments is remark-
nble, He is most pathetic in his kindness.
How pathetic he becomes and solicitous he
was in the daye when the 44 hours week was
first introduced. Did he go to the employers
and say, *‘I ‘wonder what you will do when
you have only half the number of men working
on Saturday mornings.’’

Mr. Corbov: That never happened.

Capt. CARTER: 1Tt did happen.

Mr, Munsie: Tt did not.

AMr. SPEAKER: Order!

I would stipulate for o
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Capt. CARTER: The hon. member was
not as solicitous for the safe working of the
industry in those days as he appears to be
TOW.

Mr. Corboy: When was that?

Capt. CARTER: There can be only one
stand for us to take, and that is one behind
the Constitutional authority of our eourts. I
agree the accountants should get busy in ad-
justing the pay sheets, and that the men should
be given what benefits, if amy, acerued te
them from the Federal award, The men should
also be prepared in return to work the hours
preseribed under the award. The whole ques-
tion is ome of prineiple as to whether the
Government are going to stand by the laws
of the country, or whether they are to be brow-
beaten into an aeceptance of what is the
opinion of a very small minority.

Mr. Willeock: A corrupt court.

Capt. CARTER: I was coming to that.
The hon. member has reminded me of per-
haps the saddest feature of the debate. The
member for Hannansg referred in most scath-
ing terms to the officials of the Arbitration
Court.

Mr. Munsie: It is the most serious thing
that has ever happened within the Common-
wealth.

Capt. CARTER: An inference of bribes of
office was made. The hon. member said it
was a court which had been tampered with.

Mr. Corboy: So it has.

Capt. CARTER: If people feel that way
towards a eourt of British justice they should
be manly enough to come out into the open
where they can be asked to prove their words.

Mr. Corboy: It has appeared in the Press,

Capt. CARTER: T have never heard such
statements aa we have heard this afterncon.

Mr. McCallum: The judge has beea written
to.

Capt. CARTER: Very strong statements
indeed were made this afterncon.

Mr. Corboy: What about the Kessell case?

Hon. P. Collier: You did not take the
Kessell case into the open and read the affi-
davits there.

" Capt. CARTER: That case is not on all
fours with this. I had before me a sworn
statement.

Hon. P. Collier: You were impugning the
honesty of a man in the British Hounse of
Commons under the shelter of Parliament.

Capt. CARTER: Members opposite sup-
ported the action I took. As a party and
individnally they joined with me.

Mr. O’Loghlen: They did not,

Capt. CARTER: They did.

Mr, O’Loghlen: There was no vote taken.

Capt. CARTER: That is not the point T
am disewssing. Apparently the desire is to
keep me from giving the facts of the present
position.

Mr, Marshall: Come over here.

Capt. CARTER: TIf I had a voice like the
hon. member’s I would consider myself quali-
fied to git next to him.

My, Teesdale: Would you sell it in see-
tions?

[ASSEMBLY. ]

Capv. CARTER: The member for Hannaus
stated that the Government would not employ
the men, That is a subversion of fact. There
is nothing on record to show that the Govern-
ment refused to employ the workers econ-
cerned. The works were open on Saturday
moreing to enable the men to take their
places at the benches. The men refused to
work. They are, therefore, a party to the
loekout,

Mr. Corboy: What about Monday morning?

Capt. CARTER: The men had no right to
go on Monday morning. They broke their
conditions of employment by refusing to work
on Saturday morning, and therefore could
not work on Monday morning. The Gov-
ernment bave done all that is necessary not
only to safeguard the public interests, but
also the rights of the men Themselves, If the
men had this matter within their own hands
I say that what happened im Kalgoorlie
would happen in the metropolitan area.

Mr. O’'Loghlen: Would you stand up for
their decision?

Mr. McCALLUM  (Sonth TFremantle)
[5.45]: When the member for Leederville
(Capt. Carter) started to speak, we thought
he was going to give some informatiom to
this side of the House, but he began with the
usual procedure of attempting to teach his
grandmother to snck epgs. He charged mem-
bera of the Oppaosition with speaking with a
want of koowledge, and actually went so far
as to say that the union had written a lstter
to the Government in which a deliberate trap
was set for the Government to fall into.
Then the hon. member quoted from an Aet
which did not apply to the matter at all. I
listened to him attentively and he reiterated
ordinary claptrap about union control and
the domination of the individual worker by
organigations. This has become so sickening
and we have explained it so often that I
cannot understand men possessing eommon
gense repeating it within the hearing of those
who know and understand the position. That
kind of thing shows a lack of knowledge and
common sense. What is a union? If it is not
the men, what is it? Who controls them if
they do not control themselves?

Capt. Carter: Why not have & seeret
hallot?

Mr. MecCALLUM: Who is to decide? The
men themselves must earry the vesolution if
they wish to have a ballot. Then a ballot is
taken.

Capt. Carter: There is the diffienlty.

Mr. MeCALLUM: What difficulty is there?
If the men demand a secret ballot, then the
secret baltot must be taken.

The Minister for Mines:
majority ¥

Mr. MeCALLUM: Yes, a simple majority.

The Minister for Mines: No.

Mr. McCALLUM: What is the Minister
inferring now?

The Minister for Mines: It requires a two-
thirds majority.

On a simple
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Mr. Me¢CALLUM: It requircs a notice of
motion to rescind a resolution, Of course,
everything would depend on the Standing
Orders of the union.

The Minister for Mines: I interjected, ‘‘A
simple majority?’’ and you said ‘‘Yes.'’

My, MeCALLUM: All"unions take a simple
majority vote unless it is in the case of re-
scinding a resolution previously carried. That
requires a notice of motion and in some in-
stances a two-thirds majority to rescind it.
If men object to union control, they are ob-
jecting to their own control. It has been
stated that the figures quoted by the Minister
for Works must have had a profound effect
on the House, and that they proved that a
stand would have to be taken, I am sorry the
Minister i8 not in his place, but even he can-
not claim that the difference between 174. and
33s. representa the difference as between the
44 and 48 hours a week.

Mr. Teesdale: What about the 25, 3d. and
the 33s. which he quoted? That ia the great-
est knockout 1 have ever had.

Mr., M¢CALLUM: The union responsible
for the manufacture of that article in Eng-
land is working 44 hours. The difference lies
jn the machinery that is used. Thimbles are
being made in the Eastern States with mod-
ern maehinery, and hence the lower cost than
that of this State.

Mr. Teesdale: The Minister never con-
tended that the hours were responsible for
those low costs.

Mr, MeCALLUM: The member for Leeder-
ville seriously advanced the argument thai
the figures used by the Minister for Works
had a bearing on this dispute. If the State
Tmplement Works had modern machinery in-
atalied, it would be possible to turn out more
work and at a redueed cost, in the 44 hours
than is now being done in 48 hours. It is
&1l obsolete plant that is being wused there.
As a matter of faet, the plants in most of
the engineering shops in this State are obso-
lete, and that is the renson why they cannot
sland up to the costs of production in the
other States. To say that the difference in
the prices is due to the reduced hours being
worked is ridieulovs. The Minister for Works
and the Premier have admitted that the de-
cision of the Federnl court in imposing 48
hours a week for the Amalgamated Society of
Engineers, leaving 44 hours to bhe worked by
the others, has created an impossible position.
I have just been supplied with information
which may be of use to the Minister for
Mines regarding the majorities about which
he was speaking. The engineers took a ballot
hefore they eame out and a two-thirds major-
ity wns required to determine the matter.
Az a matter of fact, the decision to come ont
was carried by more than a two-thirds major-
ity. Now they require a two-thirds majority
hefore deciding to go back. The Premier and
the Minister for Works, as I previonsly stated,
declared that an impossible position bad
been created by the introduetion of different
hours of working in the one shop. If the
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Commonwealth decision is brought inte ex-
jstence, it has been said that it will mean
chaos in the industry. Is it not logic and
common sense that the parties to the dispute
should get together amd find a way out of
the difficultyt To say that one side will git
back and declare, ‘**We admit it is an im-
possible position but we are going to enforee
it because it is the law of the land’’ is
ridienlous. Is that a Statesmanlike actiont
Is that the action of a Cabinet that can
¢laim to possess as its members logical and
common sense men? If common sense is to
prevail at all it should say both sides admit
the position ia impossible. Surely the correct
thing then to do is for the two sides to get
together and find some way out of the trouble.
No hon. member opposite has shown what in
hig opinion is the correct way out and the
Government have not done so either. They
sit back and let chaos continue, That is mot
the stand for a body of men to take and by
80 doing hold up the interests of the State.
Tt should be everyome’s desire to see the
wheels of industry kept revolving. I£ the
Government cannot agree to the proposition
of the union, admitting that the existing state
of affairs is impossible, then some proposal
should ecome from the Government. I speak
with some knowledge of Arbitration Court
awards and I know that there are mscores
which have been allered by the parties in-
terested. Tt is a common practice.

Mr. Lutey: The miners arranped to get
their holidays a fortnight earlier.

Mr. McCALLUM: Yes; the unions pro-
posed that they should continue under the ex-
isting conditions vntil the case was heard
tefore the State court, and when the decision
by the State court was given it would be
accepted. Surely that i3 a fair way out of
the difficulty.

The Minister for Mines: That is not so.

Mr, McCALLUM: Yes, it is, unless the
Minister for Mines wishes to read something
in the seeretary’s letter which is not intended.

The Minister for Mines: There is no un-
dertaking to abide by anything.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Will you agree to it?

The Minister for Mines: It is not for me
to agree to.

Mr, McCALLUM: Just let me read what
tha letter says—

We realise that if discrimination is in-
sisted on between members of the various
unions, the stoppage of the State Implay
ment works may result, thereby ecauging
much unneeessary suffering on members of
unions not concerned in the Federal award,
at the same time eavsing heavy financial
loss to the State, which we wish to aveid.
‘We therefore repeat that we are willing to
make an agreement to comtinue on the ex-
isting terms and conditions along with the
other vnions until the State Arbitration
Court has decided the cases alroady eited
by the Government when the decisions ar-
tived at shall be applied to memhers of this
society along with the members of other
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unions concerned, alt claims under the Fed-
-eral award to be waived.
Is that not definite enought

We trust that you will give this the serious

coneideration it deservés and thot the de-
- cision arrived at will avoid needless stop-

page of the Sfate Implement Works with
its attendant cost to all concerned.

The Minister for Mines: That does not
undertake that the eourt’s decision will be
accepted.

Mr. McCALLUM: Tt is merely a question
of words; we can easily get over that. The
position i3 too serious to let words stand in
the way of settlement.

The Minister for Mines: Say '‘agree to
accept’’ or ‘‘abide by the decision of the
court. '’

Mr., O'Loghlen: Will you agree to that?

Mr, MecCALLUM: Let me tell the Min-
ister that no one could be more careful in
these decisions than I have been, and the last
gettlement in connection with the railway dis-
pute will make me more careful than ever
with any document to which my signature is
affixed. There will be no ambiguity in any
document I sign with the Railway Depart-
ment since my experience of the interpreta-
tion placed upen the last settlement. I will
asgigt the Minister in having it worded in as
plain and definite terms as possible.

The Minister for Mines: There are only
53 men affected. What about the other 200%
The Disputes Committee would have to give
a guarantee,

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Disputes Commit-
tee would be prepared to give a guarantee,
The Minister has stated that the union cannot
contract out of the award, That is correct.
Neither party can do so, but the union have
an application before the TFederal court re-
questing that Western Australia be excluded
from the Federal award. The moment work
is recommceneed the judge will be prepared to
proceed. Will the Government join with the
union in agking that Western Australin be ex-
cluded from the award? Tf so, that would
entirely overcome the legal difficulty. Both
Ministers have said that the present position
is impossible.

The Minister for Works: We cannot oppose
the Federal court. Will the other sections go
on strike?

Mr. MeCALLUM:

The Minister for Mines:
ated Socicty of Engincers.

Mr. McCALLUM: There is an opportunity
to come to an agreement and get work re-
sumed. The judge has held the case over
pending work being resumed, Onee work is
resumed, the ease can be proceeded with. If
a1l parties joined in asking that Western Aus-
tralia be exeluded, there is not much doubt
that the ¢ourt would agree to exclude Western
Australia. ’

The Minister for Mines: ~That would en-
able the State court to hear the case and the
Disputes Committee would give an undertak-
ing as soggestéd? ’

What other sections?
The Amalgam-

[ASSEMBLY.] .

Mr., MecCALLUM: Yes; that is a way out
of the diffeulty and it should be accepted by
hoth parties. I hope the offer wilt be care-
fully examined by the Government. The
situation at present is preity black. The
member for North-East Fremantle (Hon.
W. C. Angwin) has been said to have thrown
out a threat that the superphosphate works
will be closed and that there will be no super
for the coming crop. That statement em-
anated from the companies themselves, The
member for North-East Fremantle has only
repeated the warning previously uttered by
the companies. It is not to be regarded as a
threat from the unions, becanse any man of
common sense must know that that will be the
result. In fact there will be very few indus-
tries in the State running in the course of a
few weeks, It is wonderful that they have
been able to continue so long. Machinery ean
be run for only a ccrtain length of time ba-
fore requiring attention and repairs, and that
time is long overdue. The machinery has
been run for weeka without expert attention,
and it is guite on the cards that there will be
a number of workshops stopping in the near
future. T do not wish to introduce any bitter-
ness into this debate. T hope the suggestions
thrown out will result in seme good being
done. It is common knowledge to every mem-
her of the House that the Employers’ Fed-
eration have been pushing the Government for
a considerable time, Questions have been
asked in Parliament, The member for Leeder-
ville {Capt. Carter) has been persistent in his
interjections regarding the attitude of the
Government. The Emplovers’ Federation
called a conference of metropolitan members
of Parliament to place their views hefore
them and wanted to know the attitude of the
Government regarding State trading econ-
cerns,

Mr. Clydesdale: They {id not invite me.

Mr. McCALLUM: 'They kmew the hon,
member's politieal eolour and were perhaps
afraid that he woull let out secrets.

Mr, Mann: TYour information is a bit
astray.

Mr, MeCALLUM: Tt is correct informa-
tion. I could teli the Lowm. member almost
word for word what took place at the confer-.
ence. I have means for finding out these
things. The whole cost of fighting the 44
hours week is heing borne in Me!bourne.

The Minister for Mines: On both sides?

My, MceCALLUM: The Amaigamated
Society of Engineers is a world-wide organi-
sation and can draw on resources from all
quarters of the globe, While I was general
seeretary of the Trades Hall, a telegram
came to the Employers’ Federation telling
them in no circumstances to agree fo a 44
hours work, and that any expense incurred
in fighting it would be borne by headquarters
in Melkourne, There is no doubt who is he-
hind the whole fhing. A number of small
~mployers were prepared to agree to the re-
starting of work, but the serew was put on
{hem. They were told they would receive no -
auaterial and would be boycotted, and so they
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had te knuckle down. They had no hope in
view of the opposition of the Employera’
Federation. This is common knowledge. I
mention these things to show that the other
#ide have been looking for this scrap.. They
have been determined to enforee a working
week of 48 hours. They have always been
against the 44 hours although the shorter
week was won on its merits, The unions col-
lected information from all parts of the
globe,

Hon, P, Collier: T thiuk it cost them nearly
£30,000.

Mr, MeCALLUM: It cost a eonsiderable
sum, and Mr, Justice Higgins stated from
the bench that he had no idea the J4-hour
week had been so widely adopted in other
countries. He also said he was of opinion
that Australia led in industrial reform, but
from the information put before him, unless
* Australia looked to its laurels, it would be
well in the rear, as other countries were
leaving her standing.

Mr. Mann: What other countries?

. Mr, McCALLUM: A good many parts of
England and the Continent and a great po¥-
tion of America and Ttaly. I have a precis
of the ease and the judge’s comments, show-
ing that he had before him information from
all parts of the globe, The 44 hours week
was won on its merits and after a most ex-
“haustive inquiry. I want to see industries
continuing, I want to sce our second-
ary industries developed and not strangled.
I know a ot of our so-called indus-
tries are merely agencies.  Manufac-
turerg put up little tin-pot works here
while running big industries in the other
States, and they want to see big jobs go
East and not carried out here. They have
always posed as great patriots of the State
and called themselves Western Australian
manufacturers, bot they have their works in
the East. They are undermining Western
Austratian industries, and will do everything
conceivable to prevent industries from being
established here.

Mr. Pickering:
them?

Mr. MeCALLUM: Why should I be ealled
upon to name them here¥ I have sat round
the table with many of them and have told
them that to their faces on more than one
. otcagion. I hope we shall be able to find a
way out of this difficulty. I hope we shall
not be prepared to sit back under a decision
whieh ereates chaos. To do so would be a
very narrow-minded way of dealing with the
sitvation. If both parties realise that the
decision makes it impossible for the works to
carry on, let them get together and find a
way whercby work can he resumed. Surely
that could be done. I was hopeful that the
State would have been able to settle the dis-
pute so that the other iron trades could con-
tinnue. The State court, however, has not
dealt with the matter, but has brushed it
ggide. The President has told the umions
that he will not listen to their case, but says
that as this is a Federal award, the case of

Can you mname any of
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moulders, engineers and boilermakers must
go. If the technicalities of the law are to
throttle industries, the position will become
indeed serious and will involve many indus-
tries, We should have enough knowledge and
comnmon Bense to be able to find a way out
of the difficulty created by this legal decision.
1 hope the proposal made will meet with the
aceeptance of the Government, and if they
cannot accept it, I hope they in turn will put
np a counter proposal which might prove ac-
ceptable to the other side.

Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder) {8.12): As a
resnlt of the afternon’s discussion we have
veached a stage which may iead to a sointion
of the diffieulty heing discovered. It may
be well to remind members that the union
involved in the dispute has always been re-
garded as the most conservative of the
Labour movement. It was not generally be-
lieved to be anxious or willing to rush into a
dispute at a moment’s notice or for trivial
reasons. Not only in this State but outside
of it, the Amalgamated Society of Engineers
have rarely been the first to become involved
in an industrial dispute and have seldom
beeome involved where it was possible to
avoid it.

The Minister for Mines: They are the Brit-
ish Medical Association of the Labour move-
ment,

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes; that faet is well
known to the Minister for Mines and to other
members on the Government side who have
had lengthy experience of industrial matters.
Tt has frequently beem a matter of complaint
that the irom trades unions and the Amal-
gamated Soeiety of Engineers erred on the
side of comservatism. They were not keep-
ing in ste

Mr. Teesdale: They would not go out.

Mr. O'Loghlen: A lot of them would not
vote the right way.

Hon. P. COLLIER: They were not keeping
in step with what we believed in those days
to be the proper pace to he maintained by the
Lahour movement.

The Minister for Mines: Their complaint
was that we did not keep pace with them.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.50 pm.

Hon. P. COLLTER: At the tea adjourn-
ment I was remarking that the members of
the organisation which is involved in this dis-
pute have always been regarded as belong-
ing to the exceptionally conservative wiag of
the Labour movement. They are that class
of our organisation which has been usually
considered by those who are not either politi-
cally or industrially on our side as a sane,
moderate, and level-headed body of workmen.
That being so—and it i8 an undeniable faet
—hon. members will realise that when these
men take the stand they have taken regarding
the Federal award, they must be moved by
some deep-seated sense of injustice. These
men have always been law-abiding, and have
aceepted arbitration awards throughont their
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past history, and therefore they do not hastily
-embark upon an industrial dispute of this
character. They do not take sueh aetion
without feeling that a grievous injustice has
been done them. I do nat wish to pursue that
aspect of the question further except to any
thet in my opinion any impartial person, pos-
sessed of a full knowledge of the circum-
‘stances associated with the application to the
court and the manner in which the 44-hour
week was varied to 48 hours, would come to
the conclusion that the whole matter was not
done strictly in accordance with the principles
of British justire and fair play. But here
we have the case. As a result of this award
we have o situation in which, if the men ac-
eept the award and comtinue work in the
State Tmplement Works, working 48 hours,
we shall have the concern being carried on
with two different sets of awards, some men
working 48 hours, others working 44. Tndeed)
the position will be that of two men working
together, one being necessary to the other to
enable that other to perform his task, and
the first will have to work only 44 hours,
while the other will have to attend on Satur-
day in order to complete a week of 48 hours.
it stands to reason that no works of any
description can be carried on efficiently or
satisfactorily under such conditions, If the
men were to agree to the proposal of the Gov-
ernment and accept the award, and continue
work under it, then absolute chaoa would resuit
in the carrying on of the State Implement
Works, Hon. members must realise that it is
not possible to carry on o business having a
number of men working one set of hours, ana
others working another set of hours, and two
sections working at different rates of wages.
If the men were to aceept the award, what
would the Governmeant do? They could not
reasonnbly carry on for any length of time.
Of course, we know they ecould earry the
works on at pgreat disadvantage for rome
weeks, or, possibly monthe, but not satisfae-
torily. The Government themgelves would find
it necessary to seek some way ont, some way
which would lead to uniformity of conditions
regarding both wages and hours. T consider
that the proposal suggested by the member
for South Fremantle {Mr. McCallum) offers
a reasonable solution of the dispute. The
Premier emphasised, and probably rightly,
as one having the responsibilities of hend of
the Government, the need for a Government
to observe the laws of the land. It ia the
duty of the Government and of Parliament
to uphold the laws of the land. But, after all,
we should not concentrate our thoughts too
mueh upon that aspect of the question, be-
cause not only reccntly, but at uil times
throughout the history of every British ecom-
munity, not only individuals and sections, but
Gavernments themselves, have found it nceer-
sary not to stand up too strictly for the letter
of the law. Governments of this State have
on many occasions departed from the letter
of the Jaw. And that is a common practice
also on the part of employers, and organisa-
tions of employers, and organisations of em-
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ployees. They meet together and mutually
agree to set aside various aspects of an award
which are found to be irritating or unwork-
able. I ean cite the !nstance of the tramway
employees, who three or four years agoe went
on strike for about seven weeks. The whole
of the tramway service of the city was held
up because they were defying the law. They
refused absolutely to avail themselves of the
law of the land and go to the Arbitration
Court. After the whole service had been sus-
pended for a period of seven weeks, the Gov-
ernment eventually yielded the point, met the
men, and arrived at an amicable agreement
with them. T could alse quote the instance of
the c¢ivil gervants, who went on strike two or
three years ago—the strike of a complete
Public Service being unheard of previously in
the history of responsible government in Ays-
tralia. After tremendous inconvenience had
been occasioned to the people of the country,
the Government of the day did not stand out to
the bitter end for the letter of the law. The
Government met the eivil servants, and a com-
promise was cffected. At that time the civil
servants had a legal remedy; they had the
Public Service Act, by which their salaries and
conditions were to be fixed. But as a com-
promige, and a means towards settlement, the
Government agreed to waive the strict letter
of the law and to introduce new legislation,
conferring upon the ¢ivil servants certain con-
ditions which were not available to them at
the time,

The Premier: The civil servants had the
offer of those conditions before they went on
strike. ’

Hon, P. COLLIER: Yes. The Govern-
ment eould have dismissed the whole of those
civil servants, and cancelled subatantial priv-
ileges and rights which had accrued to them.
But, very wisely as I think, the Government
met the civil servants in a spirit of compro-
mise. It is inevitablo that friection should
oceur in connection with such laws as our in-
dustrial laws, which are so widespread in
their influence, which affeet so very materi-
ally hundreds of thousands of individual eiti-
zens, To say that arbitration has been
flouted or defled because occasionally disputes
of thia kind erop up is, in my opinion, to talk
absurdly. We shall have reached the stage
wlhen the millennivm has been long overdue
if we ean pass legislation of this character
which will pive satisfaction to all sections
and to every individual concerned. In the
present ecase, although it has been strongly
stresred by the Government that they were
not responsible for the Federal award, that
it was the union itself which initiated the
proccedings and took the Government to the
Federal court, still the fact should not be

" overlooked that that action occurred so far

back as four years ago. Very much water
has flowed under the bridges during the past
four vears, Afier all, men should not be
held altogether blamable to-day if actions
taken three or four vears ago, actions which
at the time appeared wise, judicious, and
eommendable, now appear to be otherwise—
especially having regard to the four yeatrs we
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have paesed through. To use the famous phrase
of our worthy Prime Minister, ‘*What does
it matter what we thought yesterday?’’ If
conditions change so rapidly, we must make
allowanee for acts donc, not yesterday, or a
wrek ago, but three or four years ago. 1
understand that the proceedings in the Federal
Arbitration Court extended over a very con-
siderable period, and that the cost of the case
to the union was somethittg like £30,000. 1
think men are to be forgiven for some drastic
action when, after years of strenuous en-
deavour to improve their conditions, and after
the expenditure of a som which to them and
to their organisation represents a huge figure,
they fail to view the position in the samne
light as an Arbitration Court which has con-
sidered the matter for only a week or two.
Therefore, the question of standing up for the
law of the land ouzht not to obsess us too
much. I eould go on all the evening eciting
cases not only with regard to industrial ar-
bitration law, but with regard to practically
every one of our statutes, where the Govern-
ment of the day, or those charged with the
administratinn of the law, have not stood up
strictly for the rigid cnforeement of the law.

Mr. A. Thomson: Can this State afford to
work 44 hours when the rest are working 487

Hon. P. COLLIER: That is not the point
just now.

Mr. A. Thomason:
point.

Hon. P. COLLIER: This is what the men
are prepared to da. They say, “‘ Allow us to
continue uniler existing comditions.”’ The
Government have a case ) exding before the
State court. Tt should he possible to have
that case heard at ne distant date. Our
judges have just entered upon their usval
summer vacation, but that sbould not prevent
an early hearing. The men say, ‘' Allow ex-
isting conditions to remain until the State
court makes an award; and we undertake to
accept the decision of that court and to
waive any c¢laim we may have under the
T'edera]l award.’’ In deing that, they are
taking the risk of getting a 48.hour week
from the State court, and also perhaps a wage
which would be less than that fixed by the
Federal court. In gddition, they will be
yielding up their right to back money,
amounting to on an average £14 or £15 each.
That is the position. It seems an anomaly
that only a few weeks ago the State Govern-
ments were using the whole of their powers
and machinery in an effort to aveid being
compelled to accept a Federal award. At all
events, that wovld have been the effect ‘of it
had the State Governments won., Aciuslly,
of course, they were claiming that the Federal
Constitution does not provide for the Federal
Parlisment making lawe dealing with State
employees. A few weeks ago the Government
were anpealing to the Privy Council to evade
the application of a Federal award to Gov-
ernment activities. To-day we have our men
jnvolved in an industrisl dispute on the
ground that the Government aay, ‘' You mvst
aceept an award of the Federal court.”’ Seo

It is a very important
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the position has been exacily reversed, Wo
know, too, that the Government desire thst
rour State Arbitration Court should apply to
employees of the State. The men say, '*We
are willing to accept our State Arbitration
Court.”’ . T -

The Minister for Mines: We are willing;
but neither they nor we are able, -

Hon. P. COLLIER;: But the Guvernment
are able. I see mo obstacle in this proresal
to allowing the existing conditions to continue
until the State court makes an award., That
ean he done within a few weeks. There may
be techniea) objections, but when two persons
are agreeable to a certain course of aetion,
generally they are able to obtain their way.
The union now has an application before the
Federal court to be exempted from the pro-
visiong of the award. If the Government were
to join them in that applieation the position
would be clear.

The Minister for Mines: The court wounld
not. hear them,

Hon, P, COLLIER: Perhaps not while tte
strike continues, but if that course were
adopted it would open the road to a settle-
ment of the dispute with the outside em-
ploye:s, and when that was settled there
would be no ohstacle to a mutual application
tr the Federal court to be exempted from the
provisions of the Federal award. Surely it
ig not beyond the powers of this Parliament
and the parties conecerred in the dispute to
bring this abont! Although the trouble has
centinued over some 12 or 13 weeks, all will
admit that the men concerned belong to the
finest class of craftsmen in the world. The

Empire would not have lastei had it not heen *-

for the skill ard lovalty and handieraft of
those men and their fellows. -

Mr. Underwood: They require their lab-
ourers as well.

Hon. P. COLLIER:; I appreciate that. T
g1y the proposal to allow things to continue
aq they are until the State eourt hears the
case will solve the whole Qifficulty. There
is no reason why the State ecourt should mot
take the hearing right away. We must not
overlook the faet that there is no law to-day
for thoge orpanisations involved in the dis-
pite. Three of the unions, the boiler-makers,
tic moulders, and the Awvstralian engineors
were not parties to the Federal award. They
are anvious to get an award from the State
court, but there ia no law for them.

Mr, Willcock: The Government cited them
before the court.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Yes, before the State
court, and the men are anxzious to get an
award, but there is no law for them,

Mr, Mann: If they were cited before the
State court, is there not a State law?

Hon, P. COLLTER: But it is not operating,
because the judge will not hear the case.
That is the whole point.

Mr. Mann: Why? -

Hon, P. COLLIER: That is what the men
are asking. They have approached the jndge
and endeavoured by all means in. their power
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‘to obtain ‘& hearimg, They are asking why
they cannot get a hearing. The judge has
"iptimated to them that they will have to
fight it out. Beeausc men following similar
occupations are involved in a dispute under
an award issued by another court, is the bene-
fit of our State laws to be suspended in re-
spect to other men? Is it any wonder that
dissatisfaction exists in respect of indus-
trial legislation when some say they will not
go to the Federal court, preferring the State
eourt, yet when they endeavour to obiain the
beoefitsa of the State eourt they are denied?
For them there is wo law. They are not on
gtrike, They are out of work, just as are
scme others who refuse the Federal law.

The Minister for Works: Mine are not out
of work,

Hon. P, COLLIER: But others are, and
yours will be before very long. A too rigid
adherence to the letter of the law will wot
-get us anywhere. From time to time every
goction of the community finds that the needs
_of the situation are besf met by compromise,
overlooking perhaps even where the meritas of
the dispute might lie. T hope, therefore, the
suggestion which has been thrown out for
an early scttlement will be adopted.

. The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. J.
Headdan—Albany) [7.551: May I be per-
mitted to draw attention to one or two pointas
prising out of the difficulty, and at the same
time briefly reply to certain statements
made by our friends opposite. In the first
place we recognise that the member for
North-East Fremantle (Hon, W. C, Angwin)
_ was justified, in" view of the possibilities of
.the trouble, in bringing the matter before the
House. But we ought to deal with matters
of this sort free from party bitterness. I am
afraid that on this oceasion some party bit-
terness has heen manifested, as in the aceu-
sation againgt the Government of allowing
an unseen hand to direct our course of aec-
tion. That sceusation is wholly unwarranted.
As a matter of fact we have faced the posi-
tion. We have endeavoured to remain quite
ncutral. We hava not permitted either side
tc vee the Government for its own purposes.
While it is nceessary that the Government,
and particularly the Premier, shounld always
be available to all sections of the community,
that should not lend itself to an aeeusation
that because the Employers’ Federation saw
the Premier in respect of this dispute, he was
lending himse!f to their direction instead of
remaining netural. It was seriously urged,
not s0 much by the member for North-East
Fremantle, although he himself made refer-
ence to ulterior motiveg——

Hon. W. C. Angwin: 1 said it made one
think there might be ulterior motives.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I assure
the hon. member there has been no ulterior
motive in this, We muat comply with public
voliey. If the Governweut were to say that
it does mot matter what decision may have
been a¥rived at by a eourt of law establighed

by Parliamentary authority and whose pow-
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ers therefore are greater even than those of
the executive, if we were to say that notwith-
standing this we were going to adopt an ex-
pedient, we should soon be landing, not only
ourselves, but Parliament, in & bad mesa.

Hon. P. Collier: All Governments have to
adopt expedients sometimes. The Common-
realkh Government have frequently done it
during the last few years.

The MINISTERE FOR MINES: 8till T do
vot know that it is the proper course.

Hon., P, Collier: Quite frequently the
Commonwealth Government used to appoint
tribunals in disputea.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There are
times when with a dispute in existence it is
necessary to compromise. Indeed sometimes
unless one side or the other compromises, no
settlement ean be arrived at. So I agree
that if we con find a weans of compromise
without uudnly interfering with the law we
nught to adopt that expedient. Not this Gov-
ernment alone, but the Governments of all
the States of Australia, including New South
Wales, when it had a Labour Government,
apd Queensland under a Labour Government,
have contended that a State instrumentality
eculd not be subjeet to awards or agrecments
made under a Commonwealth law, It is tak-
ing from the sovereign rights of the State if
the Federal Government can establish a tri-
bunal to fix rates and eonditions under which
those employed by the State shall work. We
had offered that from the commencement.
When the Amalgamated Society of Engineers
of Auvstralia applied to the Arhitration Court
when it was presided over by Mr. Justice
Higgins they had joined the Minister con-
trolling State trading cdncerns in their cita-
tion before that court. The Minister for In-
dustries in this State and the Ministers con-
trolling State activities in the other States,
were wrongly joined, and therefore we were
not properly before the court. By arrange-
ment with the States and in conformity with
our rights to eontrol our own affairs we ap-
pealed and protested against being joined.
We left the court and therefore left the case.
We were not made a party by the court to
the award that was delivered by it.  Mr.
Justice Higgins, however, cited the matter
for decision before the High Court. The
Arbitration Court President, in fact, made it
a point for decision by the High Court as to
whether he had power to make an award
covering State activities. Mr. Justice Hig-
gins held that he had that power.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: He must have bad
gsome doubts on the matter.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: Even then
he did not make us a party to the first award
delivered some four years ago.  The first
time the Minister controlling the State Im-
plement Works here was made a definite
party to the Federal award was in June,
1922, That award was made retrospective
eo far as the Minister for Industries is con-
cerned from, I believe, the 1st January, 1922.
Tmmediately the High Court gave its deci-
sion in favonr of the power and authority
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of the Federal Arbitration Court the States
of Australia jointly appealed. to the Privy
Council. The Privy Council held that the
High Court was correct. We were thus com-
pelled under the Jaws,of the land to give effect
to the award, What attitude would members
expeet the Government to adopt? Even if
it was our desire to say to the men ‘‘We
are dissatisfied with the deeision of the Privy
Couneil; we think we ought to be controlling
our own activities; will you join use in ignor-
ing the Federal CourtY'’, members. would
justly have said **‘Here is a Government of a
sovercign State declining to obey the laws
of the Jand as definitely fixed by the Privy
Couneil.’’ Over and above that, the faet re-
mains that when the award to which the Min-
ister for Works was first joined in June,
1922, was made, the Amalgamated Society of
Engineers in the September following wrote
to the Minister demanding that he should im-
mediately proceed, notwithstanding that we
were appealing to the Privy Couneil against
being joined in the Federal Arbitration
award, to put the award into operation, al-
though we did not obtain any decision on
the question of hours. They were playing
with a two-headed penny. It was a case of
heads they won and tails we would lose. If
they could get additional wages under the
Federal award, and it was made retrospective
gver an extendcd period it would be bunce
to them. They also wanted it applied before
any question of hours had been fixed, Im-
mediately, however, the hours were fixed at
48 per week they moved from their position,
and =aid to the Minister they were prepared
to consider a eompromise.

Mr. Hughes; The Court was stacked in th»
matter.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T have
nothing to do with thatt We cannot as a
State do anything in connection with a mat-
ter of that sort even if it existed. I doubt
very much if it did exist.

Mr. Hughes: T do not.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If 1
thought that, I would place little reliance
upon our courts. I belicve, however, there is
no community where the conrts of law mete
out the snme even justice as they do in Aus-
tralia.

Mr. Hughes: There was pot much justice
about this case.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It is not
just to urge that on bebalf of the Amalga-
mated Society of Enginers, whose members
deliberately refrained from working in our
factorics. Another award was given affect-
ing a great number of men in the ¢community
—probably far more than is the case of the
engineers. I refer to the sawmillers, They
aecepted the change in hours, That, however,
does not alter the position of the Minister.
He was told he would have to acecept the
award, which was made retrospective over an
extended period, but no hours were mentioned.
When a decision was arrived at as to the
hours, the engineers wahted to work under the

»
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Railway award. It is pot in gur power to
enter into a contract with parties to vary an
award, and to give them other than that to
which they are entitled. If we did that to-
morrow and men were dismissed irom the Im-
plement Works, notwithstanding any aetion
on the part of the disputes eommittee or the
Society of Engineers, they -.conld obtain
through the court a decision compelling the
Minister to disgorge that to which they were
entitled under the Federal Award.

Mr. MeCallum: What abont getting indi-
vidual signatures?

The MINISTER FOR -MINES: That
would not overcome the position. If the hon.
member preaches that doctrine he is doing
something that is very dangerous for those
he represents. We have had to fight in
season and out of season to preveant individual
employees making separate bargains with
individual employers in order to undermine
the decisions of the Arbitration Court. It
would be very unwise for the Government to,
become a party to any such procedure. We
have fought that position, and we must pay
to the men that to which they are entitled.
At the same time the men have to accept
the decision of the court in its entirety and
not picecemeal. They must not accept the
decision, as it is given from the monetary
roint of view, but decline it on the question
of hours. If we agreed to that sort of thing
we would not be deoing that to which we
subseribed when we took our oath upon ae-
céepting positions of Cabinet respomsibility.

Han. P. Collier: Ol yes, it is done.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The hon.
mentber suggests that we would not be break-
ing the law if some of the men did not work
on Saturday morning because therc were only
53 of them, and that nothing would be said
about it if we took this course.

Mr. Corkoy: That practice has been estab-
lished in the, Federal Public Serviee,

The MINISTER PFOR MINES: Where
would that land us as affecting others who
are employed by the Government? The Min-
ister controiling the Implement Works, who is
atso the Minister controlling the State Saw-
miils, would not be able to do anything like
that. Imagine the timber workers asking for
a 44-hour week, and the Minister Leing pre-
pared to permit that in the ease of, say, 53
individuals, and compelling the other em-
ployees to work 48 hours. He has to treat
all employces ou the same basis. What hap-
pened wag that the Engineers’ Soczety made
a tactical blunder on Saturday morning, and
they have only now aWakened to it. They
know that tha questmn of finding employment
for 53 of them was no concern of theirs. All
they had to do was to put in an appearance
on Saterday moerning, and we would have
been compelled to find work for them or pay
them to remain in idleness, Becauss, how-
ever, those bandling the position did not want
a fight oo the 44-hour question as against the-
48-hour question, they said the men must not'
put in an appearance. )

-Mr. Hughes: Would you have paid- t.hcm'!.-
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: They did
not wan{ any weakening of their fight as re-
gards other members of the Soeiety who were
standing out in the private shops. To-day
the Government are accused of doing some-
thing in the interests of the private employer.
The reverse is the position. These 53 men
men have been used in the interests of those
who are working in the private shopa.

Mr. Munsie: If you like to take it that
way you can have it

The MINISTER ¥OR MINES: Will the
hon. member deny that if the 53 men had put
in an appearance on Saturday mnorning at the
works we wonld have had to employ them
or pay them for remaining in idleness?

Mr. Munsgie: Certainly.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Then why
does he talk about the Government being re-
sponsible for the position when it was really
in the hands of the ment?

Mr. Munasie: You know it would be ridi-
culous and could not go on that way. Suppose
in six weeks the case before the State Court
was heard and a 44 hour week was granted,
where would you be with the 33 men then?

-The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is
a matter for the Government to consider—mnot
for the engineers.

Mr, Munsie: An impossible position would
ba ecreated.

Mr. MeCallum: Then you admit the whole
thing is Ao wnsatisfactory that it should be
got over?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The posi-
tion will continue to be unsatisfaetory so long
as we have two courts granting awards side
by side, with differing rates of pay and con-
ditions affecting the same industry.

Mr. Munpsie: Let us get out of it.

The MINISTER POR MINES: We can-
not have our cake and eat it.

Mr. Munsie: We are not asking for that.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The hon.
member is asking for it Wa have applied
the State Court awards as affeeting the rail-
way employees . without, any hesitation, and
have made them retrospective wherever pos-
gible if it meant riges to' the men, but have
never made it retrospective when it meant
decreases. We have never declined to make
an award retrospective when it meant placing
men on the same basis as the railway men.

Mr. Willecock: There would not be much
chance of pgetting back any over-payments.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is a
nice admission to make!

Mr. Willcock: Tt js correct.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The faet
romains that if the general community are
inelined to give something baek to a section,
it ia equally entitled to say to that sectiom,
““You pay us back when the time arrives.’’

Mr. Willeock: You cannot gef blood out
of a stone.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: The Gov-
ernment sare only too anxious and willing,
just a8 members are, to find a way out of this
difficu}t position. It is not an easy one to
solve. The method suggested of econtracting
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ourselves out of the agreement is more danger-
ous from the point of view of members
opposite than it is from our point of view.
The question of ignoring the Federal award
is not practicable either.

My MeCallum: [We suggest combining
with you and asking the court to strike us
both out.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is a
different matter.

Mr. McCallum:
gesting.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
Federal Court will not hear the Engineers of
Anstralia.

My, MeCallum: Until they resume work?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes.

Mr. McCallum: It is only this State we are
concerned about, .

The MINISTER FOR MINES: We are the
dog. This has been tried on the dog as
nseul, We suffer in Western Australia more
from employers and employees treating this
State as the dog on which to try things than
from anything clse. The Federal Court will
not hear the engineera unless the men em-
ploged in the private shops reture to work.

Mr. Munsie: I do not think they gave any
decision of that kind.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It will not
solve the problem if we join with the Amal-
gamated Society of Engineers and go to the
TFederal Arbitration Court to be struck ount
from the award, because the court would not
hear us. .

Mr. Munsie: The request would be granted
immediately.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
President of the court would not hear the
case.

Mr, Munsie: Try the experiment.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: He has
already decided that so long as the engineers
in the private shops are out on strike he will
not hear them.

Mr, MeCallom: What ground have you for
saying that he would not hear an application
in regard to the State instrumentality?

The MIVISTER FOR MINES: The
Federal Arbitration Court have obtained a
decigion from the High Court. It will not
go back on its own movements. There i3 no
way of approaching the Federal Court on the
guestion until the engineers are at work in
Western Australia.

Mr. Munsie: Yes, there 1a.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If the
employers and employees will agree that
they will, conjointly with the Govern-
ment, approach the Federal Court and
on that basis the men will return fo work
and await the ecitation of a case before
the State Court, I do not know that it is
o proposition which would not be accepted.
We are prepared to aceept the decision of our
State court in any matter affecting State
activities. That appears to me te be the only
possible way of approaching and being heard
before the Federal court—by both agreeing
to strike out the Federal awnrd and obtaining

That is what’we are sug-



[9 Jaxvary, 1823.]

a new award in the State court. I declare
that the Government have not been influenced
from any quarter. We hear all sections as
we ar¢ entitled to do, but that is not to say
that we are being influenced by them. In this
matter we have acted in the belief that it was
our duty to call npon those men to comply
with the award. If they are not prepared to
do 8o, that is not our trouble.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Will youn agree for exist-
ing conditions to continue?

The MINISTER FQOR MINES: It is not
my business to do so. The hon, member knows
that a Minister does not act on these subjects
according to his own ideas. It is not a ques-
tion of everybody saying the simplest way ia
to agree to this or that. The question is one
of deciding what is right in the publie in-
terest.

Mr. HUGHES (East Perth) [8.20]: It
seems to me that the Government had to
choose between working all their men 48 hours
per weck and paying 200 of them overiime
rates for the four hours on Saturday if they
wanted to keep the implement works going,
or that they had to bring 53 men to the works
8o that those men should remain idle. If the
Government had paid more attention to-com-
mon sense than to the legal aspect, they would
not have called vpon those men to go to
work on Saturday. A somewhat similar case
occerred in the Commonwealth Publie Service.
Clerks were working from 9 fo 4.30 and gen-
eral divisional officers were obliged to work
gnother hour a day. In establishments where
there were a large number of clerks and a
small number of divisional officers, the posi-
tion arose that of five men four would ceass
work at 4.30 p.m., and under a Federal award
the fifth man was obliged to work another
hour. The Federal Government did the re-
verse of what the State Government here did.
Instead of eompelling the fifth man to sit in
his office for an extra hour deing nothing they
aaid that in order to keep the officers work-
ing harmoniously they would forego the ome
hour’s service a day which they were éntitled
to do under the award, and where the award
said that a man was obliged to work an extra
hour a day, the Government did not eall upon
him to do so. They did not adopt the atti-
tude taken by the Government in this State.
Theirs was n sensible attitude.

The Minister for Mines:
affect anybody.

Mr. HUGHES: Of course it did. It laid
down the principle that where the bulk of the
men were obliged to work fewer hours than
the minority of the men in order to keep the
others at work, the Government were pre-
pared to foregoe a small portion of the day to
the minority That is exactly what happened
at the implement worka,

The Minister for Mines: There is no com-
parison with the clerks in the Public Works.
It is monsense.

Mr. HUGHES: It is an entirely parallel
eage. Out of 250 men 200 were working 44
hours a week and 50 were obliged to work 48
hours. If the Government work the 250 men

That did not
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for 44 hours in order to get the full pound of
flesh they must keep the other 50 men at work
when there is no work to do. Thete are other
cagses to which I can point where the Govern-
ment have foregone what they were enmtitled
to elaim under an arbitration award. Here
is another case: Under an arbitration award
f junior officer iz entitled to a second class
fare when travelling, and a senior officer to
a firgt class fare. When a junior officer is
travelling in the compauy of a senior officer
the Federal Government have always allowed
the jumior a first class fare so as to have har-
monious relations. If they adopted the atti-
tude that the Western Australian Government
have taken they could have insisted on their
rights in order to carry out the law, and one
man would have been travelling first class and
the other secord class. Instead of that the
Federal Government took a common sense
view and gave the junior man a first elass
fare. The men at the implement works are
fighting a principle just as the Government
have fought it. The Goverumeut have eon-
demned the men for fighting an arbitration
court award. It is all very well for the Min-
ister to hold up his bands in horror when we
say that the Arbitration Court was stacked.
Evervone couscientiously believed that politi-
cal interferenee was taking place in connee-
tion with the Arbitration Court and that the
court was stacked for no purpose other than to
revert to the 48 hours a week, I have made
that statement from at least 20 or 30 plat-
forms in connection with the reeent IMederal
election campaign. Tt i9 such things as that
which are inducing the worker to lose confi-
dence in the Arbitration Court. When the
worker has to go to the eourt and plead his
case beforc o man who yesterday was his
bitterest politieal opponent, it is natural to
expeet that he shall no longer have any confi-
dence in the court. When we find such people
sitting in judgment on cases aubmitted by
the worker, we cannot any longer have confi-
dence in that tribunal. What would the Min-
igter for Mincs say if he found sitting on the

Arbitration Court bench the member for
South Fremantle (Mr. MeCallum) ¢
The Minister for Mines: On the game

reasoning then you will have no faith in any
court unless it is of your political belieft

Mr. HUGHES: When we find men fight-
ing the workers for years and then see those
men sitting on the Arbitration Court, the
worker cannot but conclude that the indi-
vidual is sub-consciously biassed. What
would the lon. member say if the member
for South Fremantle had resigned the seere-
taryship of the Tradles Hall in order to take
a seat on the bench? Would not be and every-
one clse say that the hon. member was biassed
because all his life he had been fighting for
one side?

The Minister for Mines: I do not think
there is an employer who would not aceept
the member for North-East Fremantle {Hon.
W. C. Angwin) as an arbitrator.

Mr. HUGHES: Wounld the Government ac-
eept the hon. member to arbitrate in this
matter? - .
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» The Minister for Mines: ] mean of course
-if he were appointed for life he would be
-accepted.

Mr. HUGHES: He would always be a
friend of the worker. In the cases that I
have quoted the Federal Government bave
-adopted the common semnse view point and
that is what the Government in this State
should have done if it was their desire to act
fairly by all sections of the community. The
award preseribes that they may work men
48 honrs. Tf the Government had done the
‘right thing when the Federal award eame up
and they decided to adopt it, they could have
said, ‘" We are going to forego the extra four
hours.. We have the right to do so, but we
are going to exercise our full rights.’’ That
would have been a common sense stand to
nrdopt. If on the other hand the Government
decided to bring those 53 men in to work and
there waa no work for them to do———

The Minister for Works: Yes, there was
work for them to do. You need not worry
‘about that. ‘

‘Mr. HUGHES: T gathered from the re-
‘marks of hon. members and also from the
opinion expressed by the manager of the
works, that there would he nothing for the
men to do unless the Minister was geing to
engage them to carry hricka from one end
of the yard to the other.

The Minister for Works: The manager
would find them work. Mr. Shaw never said
that he could not find them work.

Mr. Munsic: He said that they could not
be found work economically.

Mr. HUGHES: What was he going to do
with the blacksmiths® strikers when they were
no blacksmith te work? Were the strikers to
hit the anvil? If the implement works are to
be kept going they must have power, and I
gather from the remarks of the Minigter that
the engine-driver wonld have been there.

The Minister for Works: He was there.

Mr. HUGHES: Then if he was there he
was entitled to overtime. Tt is no wonder we
have & seven million deficit when the Minister
would bring a man to work and pay him over-
time gimply to make a show on behalf of the
employers of the State. TIf the Minister is
anxious to start the works he has the remedy
in his own hands. A lot has been said about
not being prepared to abide by the decision
of the court. The Government have fought,
tc the last ditch to prevent the award apply-
ing to the implement works.

The Minister for Mineg: That is not
correct. An award was granted and we
objected to the Federal court exercising
jurisdiction,

Mr. HUGHES : When the Government
ohjected they fought right to the last ditch.
They took it to the last possible tribupal.

The Miunister for Mines: That is entirely
different from saying that we fought the
application for an award.

Mr. HUGHES: But the Government
fought the court’s right to give am award.
When the Government did not desire the

ing for
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Federal. court to give an award, they fought
the decision. )

The Minister for Works: We were fight-
ing for the righta of the State.

Mr, HUGHES: And these men are fight-
their rights, The Goveroment
fought to the last diteh.

The Minister for Mines: The men fought

to the last diteh, namely the Federal Arbi-

tration Court, and now they are not satis-
fied with it.

Mr. HUGHES: Arbitration is a very fine
thing if yon can appoint the arbitrator, The
Minjster would not abide by the award if
the court were stacked on him.

The Minister for Works: We did not

stack the court, anyhow.

Mr. HUGHES: The Minister’s political
step-brothers did.

The Minister for Mines :
name as you.

Mr, HUGHES: I admit that, and I re-
gret to think tt will take 30 yeara to live
down the stigma attaching to the mname.
Perhaps I shall never live it down. If ik
gets too strong for me, I shall change my
name¢, The Government maintain that they
were obliged to carry out the law in its
entirety. As a matter of public pelicy, they
contend that they had to carry out the
atriet letter of the law. That is nof always
done. There are any number of laws in this
State allowed to remain in abeyance. Many
laws are harsh and the Government do not
put them into operation. Half of tho
Criminal Code is lying in abeyanee. If the
Minister controlling the police gave effect
to the Criminal (‘ode with the same vigour
as he wishes to enforce this TFederal
award

Mr. O'Loghlen: There would be civil war.

The Minister for Mines: You and T would
be the only two left.

Mr. HUGHES: I cannot agree with that.
I was prominept in running a sweep re-
cently. That is opposed to the Criminal
Code, go if the Minister was left, he would
have the job to wateh me. It is a very thin
plea that the Government were obliged to
put the law stiietly into operation. There
are dozens of laws in the State to which
effect is not being given because the Gov-
crunment consider them unduly harsh. They
are not removed from the statute book;
they are merely allowed to remain in abey-
ance. I see no difference between allowing
portion of the Criminal Code to remain in
abeyance and portion of an award. In this
case ‘it swits certain people to have the
Government as their allies to fight the con-
ditions which have prevailed in their works.
The Government works at Midland are
operated on a 44-hour week under a State
award. If it is a question of public policy,
as stated by the Mipister for Mines, the
Government must be in favour of either a
44 or 48 hour week. If they are in favour
of a 48 hour week and are going to put the
Federal award into operationm, to be con-
sigstent thev should cite the railway workers
in the Federal court in order {o institute

Qf the same
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the 48 hour week for them. Tf notf, the
Government will be adopting a double
public policy. For North-East Fremautle
the policy will be 48 hours, and for Midland
44 hoars.

The Premier: You knrow that we did not
go to the court.

Mr. HUGHES: Of course not. There is
no occagion to enforce an award in its
entirety.

The Minister for Mines: We did not even
answer the citation. The court gave an
award which we have accepted.

Mr. HUGHES: It shows what the Gov-
ernment thought of the court when they
did not condescend to answer the citation,
They treated the court with contempt.

The Premier: No; we thought the court
had no jurisdiction,

Mr. HUGHES: And the Government
fought to the last ditch, the same as these
men are fighting for the 44 hour week. The
Government treated the court with con-
tempt, so much so that they did not reply
to the citation. Now the Government say
they have to carry out the award and do
something they did not ask for

The Minister for Mines: We object to the
Jjurisdiction of the court and mot to the
court of itself,

Mr. HUGHES: The judge did not stipu-
late that the Government must wark their
cmployees 48 hours. Here we have almost
a Btate-wide policy of 44 hours, but in one
little corner, the Government desire to in-
stitute the 48 hours system.

The Minister for Mines: The court says
we have the right to work the men 48 hours
and, if required, the men should do it.

Mr. HUGHES: But the Government do
not want the right. It is meore economical
for the Government not to exereise the
rvight. The Minister for Works admitted
that if he exercised the right, he would have
to put on an engine-driver at overtime rates.

The Miwister for Works: Until the case is
heard.

Mr. HUGHES: In order to take advant-
age of his rights, the Minister has to spend
more public money than is necessary. No
wonder we have a deficit mounting up to seven
milliens of money.

The Miniater for Works: That is net the
idea. We have to obey the award,

Mr, HUGHES: But the Minister would
be obeying the award if he required the
men to work only 40 hours a week. The
award prescribes the maximum. But when
the court prescribes a maximum number of
hours and a minimum rate of pay, em-
ployers regard it as the mipimum numher of
hours and the maximum rate of pay. That
is not the principle of arbitration. The
award preseribes that the men may he
worked 48 hours a week if the employers
g0 desire. The Government were working
44 hours, Only one of two reasons could
prompt the Government in their attitude.
Either they desire to throw in their lot
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with the private employers and fight the
employees on the 44 hours question, or
out of sheer cussedness for being eited in
the Federal court, they have determined to
take their full pound of flesh, even if by so
doing it resnlts in financial loss to the
State owing to the necessity for paying
overtime rates, as suggested by the Min-
ister for Works,

The Minister for Works: It was not
suggested by me. Why say thatt

Mr. HUGHES: The Minister interjected
that the engine-driver would have to be
there. If the engine-driver worka a 44-
hour week and is brought on for an addi-
tional four hours on Saturday, he must be
paid overtime.

The Miniater for Works: Exactly; but it
does not bear the construction you say.

Mr, HUGHES: 1t wonld be in the inter-
esta of the State for the Government to
forego their full pound of flesh and to dis-
play a little inore commonsense and a little
less regard for law.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [8.38]—in reply): There has been a
good deal of discussion on this question. 1
assure members that I brought the motion
forward in what I believe to be the best in-
terests of the State. The Premier said that
ng person desired to sce the State Iimplement
Works closed. That was my objeet in bringing
the motion forward, but, according to the
Minister fcr Works, if the condlitions which
prevail to-day econtinue, then within 10 days
the worka will be closed. T wish to avert that
calamity., The Premier asked whether the
phosphate was ot to go into the land because
a minerity would mot obey the law of the
land. In spite of the remarks of the mem-
ber for Leederville (Capt. Carter) that my
reference to the possibility of the farming
community being affected was a threat, there
was no intention on my part of uttering a
threat. T lenrd to-day on good authority that
if the eugineering work in connection with
the two phosphate manufactories were not
earried out, in all probability those works
would not ¢ able to supply the orders. Know-
ing that, T shontd have been wanting in duty
if I had not given those particulars,

Mr. A, Thomson: We would have had to
do the same as with other goods—bring it
from the Eastern States.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The hon. member
might then find himself up against another
snayg which we do not want to have to meet.
My object is to endeavour to keep these works
going, T take second place to no mau in my
desire to see the wheels of industry kept run-
ning smoothly. T was grieved to bear the
remarks of the Minister for Mines, which
were not those of the John Scaddan I knew,
or thought I knew. Are we not ecoming to a
pretty pass if we admit there are no means
whereby this difficulty may be overcome? Are
we geing to say that our laws are like those
of the Medes and Persians—that there shall
be no departure from them?

The Minister for Mines: Who said that!
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Hon. W. . ANGWIN: The Minister did.

The Minister for Mines: No,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The Minister said
it was impossible to disobey this law,

The Minister for Mines: I did not say
that. 1 said we cannot contract ourselves
out of an award,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The Minister said
this was an award given by the court which
was established by the approval of Parlia-
ment. I have endeavoured to refrain from
referring to the appointment of the court.
There are differences hetween the laws ap-
proved by Parliament and the laws made hy
the courts.

Mr. Money: The courts do not make laws
bat only administer them. :

Hon. W, C, ANGWIN: Don’t they? Court
made laws present the greatest difficulty with
whieh we have to contend throughout our Em-
pire. The eourtz do not always confine atten-
tign to administering the laws. The hon,
member knows that the Federal Parliament
have repeatedly appealed to the people of Aus-
tralia for permission to interfere with the
State instrumentalities, and the people in
every instance have turned them down. Wa
had it on the authority of Mr. Piddington,
through letters published in the daily Press,
and not denied, not even hy the mysterious
perron who signed himself ‘*X,’’ that his
views in regard to Federal versus State rights
were obtained before he was appointed to the
eourt.

The Premier: That is many years ago.

Hon. W. €. ANGWIXN: Not many. [t is
nearly four years since this case went to the
court.  According to the statement of the
Minister for Mines, even Mr, Justice Miggins
must have had some doubt regarding the mat-
ter; otherwise he: would not have referred it
to the High Court. This decision represents
e law made by the counrt,

Mr. Munsie: And not approved by Parlia-
ment.

The Minister for Mines:
by the people of Australia,

Mr. Money: The court merely administers
the law.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIX: That is the position
as it appeals to me, and that is why I re-
warked to the Minister for Works ‘* Goodness
knows what would become of the State if
these conditions affending the appointment of
High Court judges continue to prevail.”’ The
Leader of the Opposition put the matter very
fairly and clearly to hon. members. In my
betief there is a way of getting over the
difficulty. In my belief the matter could be
recongidered and discussed again in all its
aspeete. That being so, some arrangement
might be made, but if we take the hard and
fast position of observing the very letter of
the law, then there is ne possibility of getting
out of the diffieulty. T am one who holds
with compromise. I have eandeavoured in
every instance to carry that prineiple into
efiect. I would like to tell the member for
Leederville (Capt. Carter) that I did confine
my remarks entirely to these two letters, The

And disapproved
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rcason 1 gave for asking permission to move
the adjoarnment of the House was that there
should be an opportunity for dealing with the
question which had just arisen in connpection
with the State Implement Works and other
Htate trading concerns by reason of the en-
gincers’ dispute.  Therefore, it was com-
pulsery for me to confine myself to those two
letters and the dispute; otherwise you, Mr.
Speaker, would have ruled me out of order. L
wish also to assure the member for Leeder-
ville that there is wothing in these letters to
leud anyone astray. They are as clear as
A.B.C.  There is no necessity for anyone to
spend & great deal of time in carefully perus-
ing them in order to vnderstand their mean-
ing. The meaning is perfeetly clear. The
Minister for Mines, by way of interjeetion,
indicated that the letters did not say that the
unions agreed to abide by the decision of
the court, The word ‘‘abide’’ is not used
here. But it is stated that the decision of the
court ‘‘shall apply to our members.’’ No
other meaning can attach to those words,

The Minister for Mines: Nonsense. The
Federal award applies to them, but they de
not aceept it.

Hon, W, ¢, ANGWIN: The Minister for
Mines Enows us well as T d¢ that during
his term as Premier he on scores
of  oceasions eompromised and  alterel
perhaps a letter of the law here and there for
the purpose of achieving industrial peace,
Apparently the Minister for Mines is not
now prepared to enter into a compromise.

The Minister for Mines: T have not said

R0,

Hon. W. ¢, ANGWIN: I helieve there is a
possibility of getting over the diffeulty. I
believe the Premier is reasonmable. I believe
the other Ministers are reasonable sometimes,
but T do know the Premier is reasonable, I
hope that, after the diseussion whiek has
taken )lace to-day, and after a thorough in.
vestigation of the whole matter, the Premicr
will decide that the State Implement Works
and the other State trading concerns shall be
placed in the same full working condition as
they were in a week age. Trusting that the
Premier will give the matter further consider-
ation, I ask leave to withdraw my motion.

Motton by leave withdeawn.

ASSENT TO BILLS,

Mesage from the Governor received and
road notifying assent to the following Bills:—

1, Supply (No. 3), £1,040,000.

2, Pearling Aect Amendment.

3, Agricultural Bank Act Amendwment.

4, Land Act Amendment.

3, Licensing Aet Amendment (No. 1).

6, Land Tax and Iucome Tax.

7, Land and Income Tax
Amendment.

8, Dairy Cattle Improvenzent.

Assessment
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QUESTION—EMPIRE DAY RECORDS.

Mr. TEESDALE (for Mr. MacCallum
Smith asked the Colonial Secretary: 1, Will
he inform the House (&) in what State, (b) in
what year, (¢) by whom, Empire Day was
originated? 2, Has he records, ete., showing,
inter alia, that: (a) His Majesty the King
awarded his mandate of ‘‘cordial thanks’’
for the numerons citizens’ nddress-petitions,
¢*The Empire Orison,’’ ete., conveyed to him
tbrough the originator of Empire Day, an
Australizn eitizen Mr. F. L. Wise—which
addresses patriotically reminded His Majesty
in reference to his visit to Australia in 1901,
¢*Your Majesty whilst here gathered further
evidenee that <Australia is the birthplace
of Empire Day,' .. .. the emblem of our
Empire’s brotherly unity and resulting safety,
... ."" advocated 1887, originated 1897; (b)
In the year 1900 the resolution accompanying
the Empire Day Patriotic League’s petition
on behalf of returned soldiers, Empire Day
matters, etc.,, to the Legislative Assembly
wag passed unanimously there and also in the
Legistative Council? (3) Has he any -objee-
tion to lay such records, addresses to Throne,
papers (especially those sworn as to or sup-
porting Empire Day, patriotic life-saving,
victory, mission, soldiers’ resolutions, etc.) on
the Table of thc House, so that justice he
done to thie State and Australiat

The COLONIAL SECRETARY replied: 1,
(a, b, ¢} See answer to No. 2. (2) Doecu-
ments have been produced to me evidencing
what is set out in paragraphs (a) and (b).
'I;: lf;ﬁ:l; I propose to lay the papers on the

ame.

QUESTION—ABBA RIVER ROAD.

Mr. MUNSIE asked the Minister for
Works—1, Has any clearing becn done on the
Abba River road construction by contract?
2, If so, how many chains and at what price
per chain? 3, What is the cost per chain to
the department for the work by day labourt

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied: 1,
No clearing was done on the Abba River road
construction by contract. The work was done
by returned soldiers sent from Perth. 2, Ans-
wered by (1). 3, £1 per chain,

QUESTION—ELECTORAL, COMPULSORY
VOTING,

Mrs. COWAN asked the Premier: 1,
‘Whether the Electoral Department is in pos-
sesgion of information relating to compulsory
voting in other parts of the world? 2, If so
-—particularly in view of the apathy dis-
played at the recent Federal elections—will
the Government cause to be prepared a brief
return showing the resunlts that have been
attained in those countries where that system
of voting is in foree? 3, If it is possible to
secure this return, will the Government have
it made available before consideration of the
Electoral Districts Bill is resumed?
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The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes, except in
regard to new States ereated by the war. 2,
Yes, and the information, in round figures, in
regard to the percentage of votes cast 13 as
follows:—Queensland, increased from 60 to
90 per cent.; Belgium inereased from 60 to 94
per cent.; Austria, inereased from 55 to 80
per cent.; Spain, increased from 50 to 67
per ¢ent.; five Cantons in Switzerland, in-
creased from 60 to 80 per ¢cent. It should be
explained that the low percentage in regard
to Spain is due to the illiteracy of the popu-
lation in c¢ertain provinces, 3, See reply to
No. 2.

BILL—WOREKERS' COMPENSATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Introduced by the Premier, and read & first
time.

BILL—NORTHAMPTON RESERVES.

Read a third -time, and transmitted to the
Couneil.

BILL—EOJONUFP AGRICULTURAL AND
HORTICULTURAL SOCIETY’S LAND.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 21st December,
1922,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [8.58]: This appears to be one of
those Bills which are frequently brought
down for the purpose of allowing eertain
lands held in trust to be sold. In moving
the second reading the Minister pointed out
that some ditficulty was being experienced in
regard to this particular land. Portions of
the trost land had been sold to various per-
sons, and eonsequently there was no power
to give a title to the land. One person had
sold Lo another at a considerable profit. The
member for the distriet was not here at the
time, and I thought it desirable that the
second reading should be adjourned so that
an explanation might be given to the House
of the conditions applying to the land. The
Minister admitted there was a good deal of
diffieulty in the matter owing to the various
sales of the land. So far as T am concerned,
I do not know what the position is.

Mr. A, THOMSON (Eatanning) [8.59]:
There has been no profiteering so far as this
land is coneerned. As a matfer of fact, the
agrieultural society had a title to a portion
of the land. The other portion was held in
trust. The trust is a very ancient one, and
the trustees were under the impression that
they had authority to sell. They were given
permission by the Lands Department to sell;
but, as has been pointed out, it i3 necessary
to have an Act of Parliament to validate the
sale. There is no tangle about it at all. The
matter is purely one of the land being sold
by one section of the community to another
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section. I repeat, there has been mo profit-
eering of any kind. The agricultural society
sold the land to the hospital committee of
Kojonup. The committee in turn sold por-
tion of the land privately, and the whole of
the proceeds of the sale will go to improve
the agricultural society’s new ground. If
the hoapital committee made any profit at all
in the sale of the land, that profit will go
into a public building, to which the peoplo
themselves have contributed about £1,500,
The Kojonup people, in wmy opinion, are to
be commended for their public spirit in doing
50 much for the advancement of what I may
term humanitarian interests. They have
taxed themselves in raising a considerable
sum of money, and to-day they have a hos-
pitzl which is a credit to the town. I trust
the House will agree to the second reading.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, ete.

Bill passed through Committee without de-
bate, reported withont amendment and the
report adopted.

ANNTAL ESTIMATES, 1922.23.
In Committee of Supply.

Resumed from 21st December, 1922;
Angelo in the Chair,

Department of Hailways, Tramways and
Electricity Supply (Hon. J, Scaddan, Min-
ister).

Vote—Railways, Tramways and Klectricity
Supply, £2,562,000.

Mr.

Mr. PICKERING (Sussex) [9.4]: The
Minister, in introducing the Estimates of the
department, drew attention to the report of
the Royal Commissioner, to the reply by the
Commissioner for Railways, and also to eer-
tain statements made by the Primary Pro-
ducers’ Association. T am not quite elear as
to how the appointment of the Royal Com-
mission on Railways was brought about, but
I believe it arose from a threat by the mem-
ber for Claremont (Mr, J, Thomson) to
move for an inguiry into the Railways. How-
ever, the Government chose to appoint a
Royal Commission, and selected Mr, Stead as
Commissioner, If one takes into comsidera-
tion the voluminous report of the Royal Com-
missioner and the reply by the Commissioner
for Railways, one has there a large field. I had
thought that the Government would afford
the House an opportunity to discuas this ques-
tion "apart aliogether from the Estimates.
However, that has not been done. There is
in the report of the Royal Commissioner a
great deal which is entirely of a condemna-
tory nature. This may have been inevit-
able, because in the criticism of a railway
systemm one natorglly takes into considera-
tion the management of that system and ao,
aithongh perhaps there may be some personal
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feeling in the matter, stul it is alinest impos-
sible tor a Royal Commissioner to thoroughly
investignte a rnilway system without serionsly
criticising the managewent if fault be found
with the control, Listening to the speech of
the Minister, one was struck by the way in
which he referred to the Royal Commissioner.
He sazid the Royal Commisgioner had a free
leg, or a loose leg. To my mind the Minister
did not aceord to the Royal Commissioner
the respect and dignity which should belong
to the occupant of an oflice of that nature,
more especially sinee the appointment of the
Commissioner rested with Cabinet. It has
heen the eustom, unfortunately, both in the
House and outside, to hold up to ridicule

gentlemen appointed to such responsible
positions.
Mr, Johnston: This Royal Commissioner

was allowed to travel beyond the State.

Mr. PICKERING: I was going to draw
attention to thnt faet, We are told by the
Royal Commissioner that he travelled te the
Eagern States and made cxhaustive inguiries
into various railway systems.

Mr. A. Thomson: Tid the Government pay
his expensest

Mre. Johuston:
know.

Mr. PICEERING: He travelled to South
Australin, Vietorin aud New Bouth Wales, and
was absent from this State for a consider-
able period. I understand from his report
that he was empowered by the Government
to do so, und it i8 my intention to ask the
Minister for Railways what expenses were
allowed to the Royal Commissioner while
travelling. If it is fair to pay a Royal
Commissioner investigating the railway
system expenses and allowances while away
from the State, surely it is fair that another
Royal Commissioner engaged on similar work
should be similarly treated.

The Minister for Mines: You had better
give notice and ask a gquestion.

Mr. PICKERING: It is my inteation to
ask the Minister now,

Mr. Johnsten: A Royal
always has a free hand.

Mr. PICKERING: It seems to mc that
only thess who are the pet appointeey of the
Governmment are so treated.

The Minister for Mines: Have the CGov-
ernment declined to allow any other Royal
Commissioner to travel?

Mr. PICEERING: They have, and have
refused to pay his expenses. lun perusing
the report of the Royal Commissioner on
Railways and the reply by the Commissioner
for Railways and the remarks of the Minister,
ong must eoncede that much good has come
from the inguiry. Several recommendations
have been adopted. The Minister was very
gevere in his eriticism of the Primary Pro-
ducers’ Association, because they had the
temerity to make a comparlson of railway
systems, I am going to put before hon. mem-
bers the astatement made by the Primary
Producers’ Association.

That is what we want to

Commissioner
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Mr. Johnston: Who have to pay the rail-
way freights,

Mr. O’Loghlen: The Minister himself is
one of your strongest membera.

The Minister for Mines: A little too strong,
and so they do mot like it.

Mr. PICKERING: Not at all too strong.

Hon, P. Collier: Let brotherly love con-
tinue in the new year.

The CHATRMAN: We are discussing the
Railway Estimates, not holding a conversa-
tion.

Mr. PICKERING: Here is the statement
of the Primary I'roducers’ Association:—

Commissioner Popa took control of the
railways on the 1/9/19, The increased
capital for the last three years has been
£334,616. No new rajlways were built
during the past three years. The Com-
missioner states that the increased rates
and fares charged during 1921.22 ¢ompared
with 1973-14 is 51.34d. per train mile.

The Minister for Mines: Of course you
are all ent for economy.

Mr. PICKERING: Judging from the Min.
ister’s speeches, I do not know whether he
has any regard for economy in respect of the
cost of ‘‘Hansard.”’

The Minister for Mines: What about youf
You are not speaking, you are reading, as
ugual,

Hon, P. Collier: Read the Commissioner’s
report right through.

Mr, PICKERING: I will. The statement
-of the Primary Producers’ Association con-
tinues :—

Folio 6 shows that the train miles run
duoring 1921-22 were 4,564,631. The in-
creased freights and fares, at approxima-
tely 4s. 314d. per train mile is approxima-
tely £979,000. The loss in working for the
past three yéars amounted to £1,075,309,
and the increase in capital expenditure to
£334,616.

Thesc are figures eulled from the report of
the Commissioner of Railways, Yet the Min-
ister said they +were wrong, they were
malicious, and constituted an attaek on the
Commissioner’s report.

Mr. Johnson interjected.

The CHATRMAN: Order! Tt is not fair
to the hon. member. Still, it is wasting the
time of the Housge.

Mr. PICKERTNG: The statement of the
Primary Producers’ Association continues—

Folio 6 shows that the sverage popula-
tion of Western Australia during the last
_three years was 332,460 persons. An in-
creased debt of over £F per head for every
soul in the Btate is represented by the sum
shown above, namely, £2,388,925.

That has been denied by the Minigter, but I
can show from the Commissioner’s own state-
ment that it is the true position: The state-
ment continues:—

To the married man with three children this

“represents £35. These figures show heavy
taxation and also heavy losses. The Com-
“misgioner for Railwaya’ reply to the Royal
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Commissioner's report shows copy of letter

dated 13/11/20 from Commisgioner Pope,

asking the Government for autherity to

purchase 28 engines at & cost of £412,000.
The Royal Commissioner in dealing with
the question of new engines comtends that
there was nop occasion for the expenditure,
approval for which I believe had been given
by the Government. He suggested that in-
stead of new engines being purchased, the
syatem of super heating should be adopted.
He says:—

It is to be regretted that a more forward
policy has not been adopted in making use
of advantages to be derived from super
heating. It is beyond question that super
heated engines will show a saving of from
13 per cent. to 25 per cent. in coal econ-
sumption and 22 per cent. to 35 per cent. in
water. I estimate that by super heating of
E, BC, ¢, M, D and F class engines the
saving in fuel and water, and allowing for
cost of transport from the mimes, would
amount to approximately £39,000 per an-
num, This saving, however, only represents
coal and water consumption and does not
altow for the increased load which the en-
gine would haul—certainly not less than
7% per cent. Your Commissioner is fully
aware of the faet that it weuld not be prae-
ticable to convert the whole of the engines
previously referred to at once; but before
going to the expense of purchasing new en-
gines, advantage should be taken te¢ econo-
mically use the present engine stock.

The reply of the Commissioner of Railways to
that was given under the heading of ‘‘super
heating of engines.’’

The Minister for Minea: Have yon been &
Iay reader?

Mr. PICKERING: ‘‘During the war’’——

The Minister for Mines: Have you no
ideas of your ownf

Mr. PICKERING: I will deal with the
matter as I like. I do not know whether the
control of the House rests with the Minister
for Mines ar with you, Mr, Chairman.

The CHAIEMAN: I will wee that the
Minister does not control the Chamber,

Mr. PICKERING: It appears to me that
he is taking your place in this Chamber,

The Minister for Mines: I only suggest
that you might express something of your own
viewa,

Mr. PICKERING: I will express my
views upon the Minister if necessary.

_ Mr. Jobnston: That ought to be interest-
ing.

Mr, PICKERING: I have given my views
concerning him before mow and he kmows it.

The Minister for Mines: They have not
been worth much.

Mr. PICKERING: The Commtissioner of
Railways continues:—

{(a) During the war the department
“wag unable to obtain the material neces-
“sary for maintenance of the super heater
‘elements then actually in unse, Certainly
none could be obtained for additions.
"Since my appointment the financial posi- .
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tion bas precluded me from pressing this

question upon this Government in face of

s0 very many matters of urgency.
In spite of that we find that approval was
given for a large amount for the pnrchase
of new engines. The Commissioner of Rail-
ways in hie report says:—

I shall be glad to have your approval
to the invitation of tenders in Australia,
Great Brifain and the U.B.A. for the
supply of 28 locomotives for which at
£15,000 each for the heavy type and
£14,000 each for the Garratts (which is
the nearest approximate estimate that can
be given) hased on £197 per ton (which
was the cost of the Midland Railway Com-
pany’s engines referred to above) a sum
of £412,000 will be invelved.

The Royal Commissioner drew attention to
the advisability of adopting the super heat-
ing system asg applied to engines. He pointed
out that if it were found necessary owing to
the demand upon relling stock consequent
upon increased production that new engines
should and eould be obtained between harvests,
the price of engines or material for their
construction would be very muech less in the
next year or two than at that time. By
pointing out how this saving could be
effected and by suggesting that the expendi-
ture upon new engines should be indefinitely
postponed the Royal Commissioner did =
great service to the State. That poliey was
subsequently endorsed by the Minister for
Railways.

Mr. :O'Loghlen: The super heating of
engines?

Mr, PICKERING: Yes. TUp to the 4th
August, 1920, we find the Commissioner of
Railways pressing for an expenditure upon
new engines. He says:—

The time hag now arrived when a very
considerable number of our locomotives
are obsolete both as regards desipn and
also a8 regards eonditions, and ought to be
serapped. T am of opinion in view of the
above facts that an amount of £222,838
should now be made available from loan
to repay £222,838 provided from working
expenges for this purpose, and I shgll be
glad to know whether you will be able to
arrange this, so that I may go into the
question of laying out the amount men.
tioned to the best advantage.

It is only since the Royal Commissicner on
the railway system made his inguiry that
the question of postponing the purchase of
the engines has seriously been considered.
This is what I gather from a perusal of the
reporta.

Mr. O°Loghlen: But for the inquiry they
would have been purechased?

Mr. PICEERING: Probably. The Min-
ister for Mines in dealing with the reports
of the Royal Commissioner and the Com-
misgioner of Railways has not dealt fully
with the question of the Sandstone stock-
yard, whiehk cost a considerable sum of
money. One of the recommendations of the
Roysl Commissioner was that the railway
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service at Sandstone should be removed, If
that had been c¢arried out it would bhave
meant that the valne of tbe stockyards
there would have been nil.

Mr. Willcock: A lot of stoek goes over
that line.

Mr. PICKERING: I will read what the
Commissioner of Railways says in reply to
the remarks of the Royal Commissioner:—

Sandstone stockyards. As to the bene-
fit to the prospects of a very large and
newly opened pastoral distriet and as to
the Royal Commissioner’s remarks in
general on this subject, I refer you to the
Pastoraliats’ Association and to the mem-
ber for the district. The construction of
these yards was the only hope of develop-
ing a stock traffic on the Sandstone rail-
way, and T e¢laim that what T did has
been perfeetly successful in present and
in prospect—so far as any inducement for
traffic over this line could be suceessful.

A large sum of money was expended on
these stockyards, but the Royal Commis-
sioner says they should not have been built
and that the line should be taken up.

Mr. Clydesdale: The traffic is increasing.
That should not now he done,

Mr. Marshall: These yards were built be-
fore the Royal Commissioner made his
recommendation.

Mr. (lydesdale: The traffic is inereasing
every week,

Mr. PICKERING: The Commissioner of
Railways says, ‘‘so far as any inducement
for traffic over thig line could be suceess-
ful.r?

Myr. Marshall: Gold mining is well on the
up grade also,

Mr. PICKERING: I am glad to hear
members’ remarks on this question., We
have to take what the reports say, but it
now appears that the retention of the line
is justified.

Mr. Clydesdale: There 15 no doubt about
that,

M. PICEERING: When the Minister
respongsible for the railways makes com-
mments upon two reports of this nature he
should be fair to both.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Do you not think bhe
should be here listening to your comments?t

Mr. PICKERING: Reference is made in
the reports to the aceounts and stores
branches. The criticism by the Royal Com-
missioner was that these branches are very
considerably overmanned. His recommenda-
tion was that they should be carefully ex-
amined and reported upon by a competent
authority. The reply of the Commissioner
nf Railwaye is as follows:—

If there are branches of tbis service
with which, from praetical comparison
with other railway systems, I am fully
satisfied, they are these two. In order to
test this, I am quite in accord with the
proposal to get a railway accountant or
any firm of qualified aceountants of repu-
tation and experience beyond question to
report on the comments of the Rayal
Cammiasioner, who in my cpinion has
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ventured upon a subject with which—

compare the loss by peculation of thou-

sands of pounds of the Midland Railway

Company’s funds during the eight years

of his management of that company’s

affairs—he is not well aequainted nor

quelified to express an opinioa.
The gentleman who was appointed by the
Government as Royal Commissioner to in-
quire into the railway system is regarded
by the Commissioner of Railways as 2 man
who is not well qualified to express an
opinion,

Hon. P. Collier: That is a reflection not
upon the Royal Commissioner but upon the
Government.

Mr. PICEERING: It is a reflection upon
the Government which appointed him, H
am not finding fault with the work of the
Commissioner but with hie eriticism of the
Commissioner of Railways. We were promised
that we should have a precis of the report
furnished by the Royal Commissioner, The
only precis we have consists of the com-
ments of the Commissioner of Railways on
the report of the Royal Commissioner.

Mr. O’Loghlen: We were told we should
have an opportunity of discussing the whole
report.

Mr. PICKERING: The only opportunity
we have ia of dealing with the matter on
the Railway Estimates.

Hon, P. Collier: You have the remedy in
your own hands.

Mr. PICEERING : On the question of
management the Commissioner of Railways
says3:—

After service in the department extend-
ing over 27 yeara, preceded by service in
the Great Northern Railway (England),
and including observation ahroad as de-
tailed in my application for this position,
I dissent generally from the proposals of
the Royal Commissioner, which I submit
are the result of insufficient knowledge
and experience of the management of any
undertaking of the magnitnde and com-
plexity of the Government railways of
this State.

Mr. O'Loghlen: That is what you said
about your opponent at the last election.

Hon, P. Collier: It is copied from the
Busselton *‘Times.’’

Mr. PICKERING: The Commissioner of
Railways continoves:—

I, after nearly three years of sole con-
trol, suggest that I know a great deal
more abont the business tham your Royal
Commissioner knows.

This is the way in which the Commissioner of
Reilway criticises the Royal Commissioner.
He goes on to say—

The Royal Commissioner has not one
word of commendation for the administra-
tion or for the responsible officers of the
department. All are bad, and nothing they
have done or can do is good—he does not
even express appreciation of the assistance
given him by the department in making
his inquiries—not that appreciation is ex-
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peeted from him, Lut rather that courtesy
would have offered it.  Everything tmen-
tioned in the report is condemned—~Erom
the system of organisation down to the
burning of & few signal lights at Gerald-
ton.

The Minister for Mines:
read that before omewhere.

Mr, PICKERING: The reflection by the
Minister for Mines upon the primary pro-
ducers who venture to criticise the replies of
the Commissioner of Railways to the report
of the Royal Commissioner is unwarranted.
The Commissioner of Railways has shown in
his report that he considered improvenients
had taken place during the last 12 months
and that he had effected certain econcmies.
He agrees with several of the recommenda-
tions put forward by the Royal Commis-
sicner, but questions the ability of the Royal
Commissioner to form an opinion on the sys-
tem which he (the Commissioner of Railways)
is operating. If the Royal Commissioner,
Mr. Stead, has done any service to this State
by his report to Parliament we owe him a
considerable debt of gratitude. It is not the
business of any member or any Minister to
cast any reflection upon the Royal Commis-
sioner who has dome that service for us. The
Gevernment were satisfied when they ap-
pointed him that he was fully qualified to
deal with the questions upon which he was
called to adjudicate.

Mr. O’Loghlen: They should have stood
up for him when he was reflected upon.

Mr. PICKERING: I regret it should have
been the custom of late to heap ridicule upon
the Royal Commissioners.

Hon. P. Collier: Upon Reyal Commis-
sioners generally?

Mr. PICKERING: Yes.

Mr. O'Loghlen: They should be declared
noxious weeda.

Mr. PICKERING: I do not know what
Mr. Stead has cost the State.

Hon, P, Collier: More than you arc ever
likely to do.

Mr. Johnston: But he got paid.

Mr. PICEERING: Yes he got paid, and
it i3 not certain I will not be paid. The
question of regrading has been dealt with
by the Royal Commissioner. One remembers
that whon Mr, Eddy was appointed Commis-
rioner of Railways in New South Walea, the
first thing he did was to ask the Government
for anthority to spend two million pounds on
regrading; he stated that unless he was given
that authority he would resign his position.
The work was carried out, and the saving
cffected in that State is well known to every-
one, The Royal Commissioner strongly re-
commends the regrading of the system. Any-
one who has travelled over the railway system
of Western Australia knows perfectly well
that portions of that system do not permit
an engine of the proper weight. Take, for
instance, the section betwgen Donnybrook and
Balingup, or the section betaveen Perth and
Spencer’s Brook. There is another gimilar
section on the Bridgetown line,

I scem to have



‘2458

" ~The Minister for Works: The second sec-
tion -you have mentioned is graded as well as
it can be, )

Mr. PICKERING: But the whole ronte
can be changed to where it will probably have
to go when the new Trancontinental line
comes through, It is a very vital faector in
the economical management of railways that
the grade should be such as to enable the
engines engaged in the work of haulage to

* carry their full loads. Money for such things
should be found at the earliest poasible date,
in order that the necessary econemies may be
effected; for it is not possible to run a rail-
way system at a profit when it labours under
such disadvantages as those existing on our
system, .

Mr. O’Logblen: Would you hold up de-
velopment in other direetions while that de-
fect was being remedied?

Mr, PICKERING: I do mot propose to
hold up development, but when the time is
opportune a loan might well be floated for
the purpose of effecting this essential econ-
omy. 1 agree with the Royal Commissioner
when he says that that particular recommen-
dation should be carried out at the earlieat
possible date.

The Minister for Mines: That reecommen-
dation was made before the Royal Commis-
sioner was thought of.

Mr, PICKERING : Certain comparisons
have been instituted between our railway
system and Eastern States systema. I am
not a railway authority, but it does seem to
me that our system compares fairly well with
Eastern States’ systems, The comparison
drawn by the Royal Commissioner is certainly
in favour of the system in Queensland. To
my mind, the Qucensland system should be
even more difficult to operate than ours, be-
cause our main system of railways is all con-
nected up, and we have only two or three
lines, such as the Hopetoun-Ravensthorpe and
the Port Hedland-Marble Bar, not connected
ep. In Queensland there are large sections
which are not junctioned with the main sys-
tem, and which therefore must be more diffi-
cult to operate.

Afr. Clydesdale: Quecnsland has a larger
population, too.

Mr. PICKERING: True, and a feature
that is always being stressed in conneetion
with our railway system is that our popula-
tion per mile of railway is very small, I
want it to be clearly understood that I am
not adversely criticising our own Commis-
sioner ¢f Railways where I think it is not
just to do so. I recognise, like all fair-
minded people should recognise, that in the
operation of a system like ours the Commis-
sioner of Railways has a stupendous task.
When the Commissioner of Railways takes all
the comments of the Royal Commisaioner as
personal attacks, I do not think he is right.
There conld not be any effective eriticism of
our railway gygfem without some reflections
¢ing made upon the man in control. I dis-
agree with the Royal Commissionér as to the
necessity for three Commissioners of Rail-
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ways. I have always been in favour of one-
man control of the railways, and I believe
that the best resulte can be got by one-man
ccntrol, Therefore I hold that if we persist
in ome-man control and carry out Mr.
Stead 's main recommendations, some economy
and some advantageous change in the finan-
cial pogition of the Railway Department may
be brought about. Another matter raised by
the Royal Commissioner is the question of
branch control versus district control. The
position has been argued by the Royal Com.
missioner, who certainly shows that if the
gystem he suggests were adopted, namely a
system of four distriets, in place of branch
control, considerable saving could be effected.
Against that view the Commissioner of Rail-
ways puts up the argument that branch con-
tral is more satisfactory. I am loth to aec-
cept the comments of the Commissioner of
Railways upon the Royal Commissioner’s sug-
gestion ns being final, It seems to me fairly
obvious that some saving must result from
the adoption of the Royal Commissioner’s
suggestion, since it means cuttitog out one
branch and reducing the number of engineers
and inspectors stationed in each district. Care-
ful consideration should be given by an im-
partial authority with a view to deciding be-
tween the Reyal Commissioner and the Com-
missioner of Railways. Then there is the
question of sleepers, which also has been gone
into pretty fully by the Royal Commissioner.
Mr. Stead shows that a considerable amount
of unnecessary expense was ineurred by cer-
tain engineers in the Geraldton distriet, 53,000
sleepers being ordered when, upon careful
inspection, it was found that only 8,000 were
required. From the report of the Commis-
sioner of Railways it appears that since he
took office the life of a sleeper has been ex-
tonded up to 18 years, and that he hopes the
life will be further extended to 22 years.
According to Mr. Stead, the system in vogue
has been to te-sleeper in & face. Mr. Stead
contends that that is not the right system,
and that only those sleefers which are unfit
for the permanent way should be removed.
The point is a vital one and I think that if
we simply say that the Royal Commissioner,
who was appointed by reason of his speeial
knowledge of railway working, is not right,
and that the Commissioner of Railways is
right, we shall never attain any finality.
Who is to decide on a point of this kind?
If the Royal Commiissioner makes suchk a
recommendation, for which he is paid by the
{iovernment, and the Commissioner of Rail-
ways disagrees with it, surely some impartial
authority should decide who is right in the
matter. In view of the high cost of sleepers,
and of the high cost of the labour of relaying,
the matter requires impartial investigation,
There is also the question of adzing and bor-
ing sleepers. When I was engaged on the
Forestry Royal Commission, I had an oppor-
tunity, during my inspection of the firewood

lines, to'_see the excellent work which the

Rurrawang Company were doing in regard. to
‘their- sleepers. They were treating their
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white gum sleepers, sawing and adeing and
boring them in their shops. If that can be
done by such a company, why is it not pusaible
for the Commussioner of Railways te adopt
a gimilar method? It is a method which coats
only 2s. 8%d. as against 10s.

Mr, Clydesdale: The sleepers could not be
handled for that amount, let alone adzed and
bored.

Mr. PICKERING: I have quoted what the
Royal Commissioner says. If all he has said
i8 lies, what is the good of a Royal Commis-
sioner? Surely he had evidence on the point.
He had the power to call whatever evidence he
considered necessary, as I koow from my
experience as a Royal Commissioner, Mr,
Stead got sworn evidence. What evidence has
the hon. member?

Mr. Clydesdale: I have evidence that he
made. a very bad mistake.

Mr. PICEERING: I am going by the
printed report which is furnished for the
information of members of the Committee.

Mr. Clydesdale: That is not the only mis-
take the Royal Commissioner made, either.

Mr. PICEERING: If it is a mistake the
faet of its being a mistake should be made
clear to members. I am not satisfied to me-
cept the statement of the hon. member in-
terjecting umless he supports it by faects.
Then there is the question of the powellising
plant at Bunbury. The Royal Commissioner
shows very clearly that it is impossible to
operate that plant profitably,

The Minister for Mines: We knew that be-
fore he was appointed.

Mr. PICKERING: If the Minister knew
it, why were not we made aware of it, and
why was not some recommendation madef

The Minister for Mines: Do you think that
every report the Commissioner of Railways
sends to me 1 should show to yout?

Mr. PICKERING: It needed the Royal
Commissioner’s report to bring thiz matter
before members of Parliament, and members
of Parliament are entitled to know where the
leakages are in the Railway Department, The
Royal Commissioner has made recommenda-
tions as to ecomomies which can be effected,
and the Minister for Railways has given no
evidence of intention to effect thuse econ-
omies. It has been shown that the Railway
Department were alive to various facts stated
in the Royal Commissioner’s report, but I do
not know that the Railway Department have
yet given effect to the recommendations of
the Royal Commissioner, or to their own ideas
of what i3 necessary to improve the posi-
tion, Whether the Royal Commissioner’s
report is or is not right in all ita contents, it
certainly has brought out information with
which members of this Committee were not
conversant. It has shown that there are cer-
tain leakages which should be stopped. An.
other leakage which i3 instanced in the re-
port refers to timber required for the build-
ing of cottages in our timber areas. That tim-
ber was taken from mnear Pinjarra to Manji-
mup. Just imagine sech a position! If that sort
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of thing ean take place, it is time some inguiry,
was held. In my opinion the appointment of.
the Royal Commissioner was fully warranted,
and he has done gcod servies in bringing
under notice several directions in which
economy can be effected, Instead of his be-
ing condemned in every possible way, he
gliould be commended. It is strange that when
a man like Mr. Stead is appointed to so re-
sponsible a position he should be treated in
such a manner.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Don’t be so despondent..
Your case will come right.

Hon. P. Collier: I should bring it before
the executive and make a vital question of it.

Mr. PICKEERING: I congratulate the Mic-
ister on the improvement on the railway ays-
tem this year as against last year, and 1 hope
he will accept the recommendations of ghe
Royal Commissioner in the spirit in which
they were framed, and take advantage of any
point which ig likely to improve the position
of the railways. To be effective, a railway
system must provide cheap fares and freights.
If we wish to develop the State the facilities
by rail must he as cheap as possible; other-
wise we are going to kill the goose laying the
galden eggs. Some of the freights, perhaps,
would bear an increase; because the policy of
the Government has been to use the railways
as a developmental faetor. Jf the time is
never to arrive when the result will spell re-
asonable freights, I cannot see what is to be-
come of the system, Some of the products
reaped as the result of cheap freighta should
be remunerative enough to pay reasonable
freights. For instance, when we carry super
at a low rate with the idea of a resultant
heavy crop, that resultant crop should be able
to pay a freight adequate to the requirements
of the railway system.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Weuld you favour an in-
crease in that freight?

Mr, PICKERING: In gome cases I would.
Many of ocur farmers could afford to pay a
reagonable freight.

Mr. Clydesdas: We are ecarrying super
200 miles at a lower rate than it is carried
100 miles in South Awustralia.

Mr. PICKERING: If produce, the result
of cheap freights, will never be able to pay
reasonable freights, we are certainly up
against it.

Mr. O’Loghlen:
executive in that.
* Mr, PICKERING: I eannot help it. There
are many little points which call for improve-
ments. Take the Christmas traffic to Buasel-
ton. When a train is running in two divisions,
the shorter distance division should be the
first to go. During the Christmas holidays
the excursion train for Bridgetown and
Busselton was the first to leave Perth,
and in consequence it was paeked, be-
cause people travelling shorter distances
used that train. The =2econd Qivision
was practically half empty. If the longer
distance train had been made the second
division, it could have gone through withont
a break, and not had to lose time at Picton.

You are up against the
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That sort of thing is obvious, and should
be remedied. Also there is the question of
aceommodation for pagsengers. The last time
T came up from Busselton some of the pas-
sengera had to stand. That required investi-
gation. We should provide at least the ac-
commodation Yor which passengers have paid,
especially on long journeys, instead of which
we allow passengers to be crowded like sar-
dines. I am not going to move any amend-
ment to the Estimates, Much of the Royal
Commiesioner’s report is of great value, and
X sincerely hops that the Commissioner for
Railways will view it in a reasonable light.

Mr. HUGHES (East Perth) [9.51]: An-
other year, and no evidence of the overhead
bridge at Claiscbrook-road, East Perth, al-
though plans for that bridge have been in
oxistence for 10 years. I should like to know
from the Minister whether it is the intention
of the Government to ever put those plans
into execution. Quite apart from the losg of
life which has oceurred at these level cross-
ings, therc is the loss to business men through
delay. On any day in the week at Claige-
brook-road there are to be seen four or five
vehicles on each side of the level crossing,
hung up waiting for trains to pass. Businesa
men of East Perth suffer a great loss through
this delay. If it were possible to caleulate the
loss to the community at various level cross-
ings, it would surprise members and might
even induee the Government to build some of
the overhead bridges so badly needed. 1
should like to know whether the Government
intend to bunild that bridge over the Claise-
brook-road crossing, the most important in
the metropolitan area. Apgain, there is the
obnoxious additionszl penny fare on the tram-
ways each Sunday, the only day the working
man has to go to the river. That is a narrow
minded policy and operates to the prejudice
rather than to the advantage of the tramway
revenue. With the fare at 44, if a man has
to take out his wife and a couple of children
it is 1s. each way before he gets anywhere.
Tt makes travelling rather heavy, particularly
if a man has £o use two lines. From the Com-
monwealth hotel to Inglewood, the single fare
is 82. That is brought about by the aboliticn
of the tranafer system, an abolition which has
reenlted in great hardship to those who have
to transfer from one to another line. Some
relief should be giver in respect of the ad-
ditional penny charged on Sunday. By in-
ereazing railway and tramway fares on pub-
lic holidays and Sundays we are depriving
workers of their weekly onting.

Mr. Clydesdale: The through fare to Como
will ohviate that.

Mr. HUGIES: T am not going to advo-
cate Como. One evidence which demonstrates
that the heavy railway fares on Sundaya are
not operating_to the advantage of the rail-
way revenue is to be seen at Cottg.sloe.
A few years ago at Cottesloe on an ordinary
Sunday there was always a fairly large
ecrowd. Ome or two Sundays ago I was
astounded to see the paucity of the assem-
blage there.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Minister for Mines: That is since the
new Licensing Act came into operation.

Mr. HUGHES: No, the people I refer to
went there to bathe, not to soak. The 2s.
fare from Perth to Cottesloe is quite exces-
sive. It deprives the working people of their
one opportunity in the week to go to Cottesloe
for a awim in the sea. Many people go to
the river for their swimming, but a dip in
the river ig not so refreshing as ome in the
sea.
Mr. Clydesdale: Oh, get out!

Mr. HUGHES: One bathing at Como re-
quires te be a fairly strong swimmer to reach
the deep water.

Mr. Marshall: Cannoft one walk outd

Mr, HUGHES: What appealed te me at
Cottesloe was the small number of people.
The 2s. return fare is the principal reason for
it. The same thing applies to other seaside
regorts. The additional fare operates in the
nature of & prohibition. I do not know
exactly how much traffic is carried on Sun-
days as against week days, but there ought
not to be a great deal of meney invelved.
Probably £10,800 or £15,000 per annum would
ba the maximum,

The Minister for Mines: It costs 15 per
cent. more to earn it, .

Mr. HUGHES: That is the old ery. If
we look at the revenue shown on the tramways
halance sheet we see that the surplus for
1921-22 was £3,835. In statement No. 3 we
find that the net earnings, after paying work-
ing expenses, in 1922 waa £39,500. In the
previous year it was only £20,000. In the
year before that it was £38,000 and going
back another vear it was £22000. So last
year was the highest during the past four
yearda. The net carnings above working ex-
penses were £1,000 higher than in any of the
preceding years.

The Minister for Mines:
interest bill}

Mr. HUGHES: That is not increasing.

The Minister for Mines: Oh. isn’t it?

Mr. Johnaton: Also the tracks are in a bhad
condition.

Mr. HUGHES: If the Government re-
duced the fares on holidays and Sundays in-
stead of increasing them, they would earn
more revenue, Anyhow, the proposal is worth
a trial,

The Minister for Mines:
carry any more people,

Mr. HUGHES: If there was a deficit on
the tramway operations, the people would
have to make if good from «consolidated
revenue.

The Minister for Mines: We could not
carry any more people with our rolling stock.

Mr. HUGHES: Then the Minister would
have to get more rolling stock.

The Minister for Mines: That is what we
have been doing.

Mr. HUGHES: It might not be possible
to carry any more people on the trams but
more people certainly could be carried by
train from Perth to Cottesloe on Sunday.

‘What about the

We could not
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The Minister for Mines: Do you want
more workers employed on Bunday?

Mr. HUGHES: What is the use of men
having a holiday if they cannot go to a bath-
ing resort?! The tramway men work only six
days a week,

The Minister for Mines:
to railway men.

" Mr. HUGHES: They work only six days
a week. The trains travelling from Perth
to Cottealoe on Sunday should carry more
people, and the Minister should consider the
question of reducing the SBunday fares below
those charged om week days. The time has
arrived when the additional penny charged on
Bundays should be removed. There is a
vital reason why it should be removed now.
The tramway men have suffered a reduction

I am referring

of 6d. a day.

The, Minister for Mines: Why say ‘%suf-
cred’’?

Mr. HUGHES: It is a gross injustice.

It was rumoured in town during the week
that, simultareously with the reduction, the
manager of the tramways had recsived an
increase of £500. Is that truef?

The Minister for Mines:
circulated that is a liar of the deepest dye.

Mr. HUGHES: It wag told to me as a
rumour.

The Minister for Mines: The ‘-man who
told you is a liar, and a mischievious liar at
that,

My, HUGHES: I am pleased to learn it
iz pot eorrect. 1 would not likc to be the
means of depriving the manager of an in-
creage, but it scemed very strange that such
an ingrease as was rumocured should have
ocearred simultaneously with the decrease
in the men’s wages.

The Minister for Mines:
been very strange.

Mr. HUGHES: The men have puffered a
reduetion of 6d. a day, which will result in
a saving of £3,000 to £4,000 per annum.
Surely the time has arrived for the removal
of the additional penny charged on Sunday.
The tramway men themselves believe that the
gaving represented by the reduction of 6d. a
day will be devoted to benefiting their fellow
workers. A number of them have said that
the Government must now remove that ad-
ditional penny charge.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: It does not take the
whole of the additional penny for the Sun-
day working, but it is required for holidays
when the Government have to pay double
time,

Mr. HUGHES: That could be made up
by revenne during the week. Sunday is the
one day on which the working man has an
opportunity to take his family to the searide,
and he i now called upon to pay an additional
charge. I wish to refer to the Superannuoa-
tion Act, and to a point not available to the
‘hon. member who dealt with a certain case
recently. Under the Superannuation Act of
1871 the Government ecan grant an officer,
when he reaches the retiring age, a snper-

[80]

It would have

The man who-
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annuation allowance commensurate with his
salary. Section 6 provides:—

It shall be lawful for the Governor in
Executive Council to grant to any person re-
tiring or removed from the public service
under the Colonial Government, in conse-
quence of the abolition of his office or for
the purpose of facilitating improvements in
the organisation of the department to which
he belongs, by which greater efficiency and
economy can he effected, such special
annua] allowance by way of compensation
as, on & full consideration of the circum-
stances of the cage, may seem to the Gov-
ernor in couneil to be a reasonable and just
compensation for the loss of office; and if
the eompensation shall exceed the amount to
which such person would have been en-
titled under the scale of superannuation
provided by this Act if ten years were
added to the number of years which he may
have actually served, such allowance shall
be granted by special minute stating the
sperial grounds for granting sach allow-
ance, which minute shall be placed before
the Legislative Couneil, and no suck allow-
ance shall exceed two-thirds of the salary
and cneluments of the office.

The Government have that power and in one
instance to my knowledge it was cxercised.
Section 7 reads:—

1t shall not be lawful for the Governor
in Executive Council to grant the full
amount of superannuvation allowanece which
can be granted under this Act to any per-
son not being the head officer or one sf the
head officers of a department, unless upon
production of a certificate signed by the
head officer of the department, by two bead
officers if there be more than one, that
he has served with diligence and fidelity
to the satisfaction of such head officer or
officers, and in every case in which any
superannuation allowance is granted after
the refusal of such certificate, the Order in
Council granting it shall state such refusal
and the grounds on which such allowance is
granted, .

The case involved is that of Conaolty, who
joined the railway service as a cadet in 1897,
He served 25 years in the railways prinei-
rally in the capacity of a record clerk. He
was in the reeord office until 1916 and was
then in charge of the room. He had never
been charged with being igefficient. I£ he
was inefficient, it was the duty of the per-
manent heads fo so charge him in order to
have him removed from the serviee. If a
charge of inefficiency had been laid and ke
had been dismissed, he would have had the
right to appeal ngainst the decision, and those
bringing the charges would have been com-
pelled to substantiate them, Tt seems mons-
trous that a man can be Incompetent and yet
remain in the service for 25 years, When he
entered the service, he did so under an ex-
pressed and implied contract that certain
privileges would be his if he carried eut his
duties. For 25 years he carried them out
to the satisfaction of the department.
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The Minister for Mines: Who said so?

Mr. HUGHES: He has never been charged
with inefficiency.

The Minister for Mines: That is'a different
thing. If a man does not make progress, he
is not giving satisfaction.

Mr. HUGHES: This man made progress.

Mr. Corboy: Why was he promoted?

The Minister for Mines: When he was re-
tired he was still on the minimum rate.

Mr. HUGHES: He was receiving £270 a
vear. The Act provides that if a man is
not‘competent he ¢an he charged with incom-
peteney, but he has the right to appeal before
an independent board, and the Commissioner
is obliged to substantiate the charge. Tt is
hunkum to contend that, after a man has
served 25 years in the department, he is in-
compentent. Tf he is inzompetent, it shows
a marked degree of incompeteney on the part
of the permanent heads in allowing him to re-
main so long. This man was transterred ta
the Perth goods and was employed entirely
in record work, Tf a boy is taken into the
service and kept in the record room, it stands
to reason that he will know nothing other
than reecord work. Tt wonld be unreasonable
to charge him with incompetency becaunse he
‘was unable to drive an engine,

The Minister for Mines: Why? Others
learn.

Mr. HCGHES: He did not have an eop-
portunity.

The Minister for Mines: He did have an
opportunity.

My, HUGHES: He was not incompetent.
On the 15th July, 1922, he received a letter

reading—
Owing to the depression in trade and the
consequent  necessity for retrenchment,

there is now no position where you can be

suitably placed and it has become necessary

“to digpense with your services.

Mr. Marshall: He will be standing for Par-
liament next election.

Hon. P. Cellier: Then let us bope the Min-
ister’ will not sack too many employeces.

Mr. HUGHES: He displayed more intelli-
genee than T did, beeause he waited until he
got his retiring allowance amounting to £270.
I got in first and received nothing. The
reason he was retired, as stated over the sig-
nature of his chief, was owing to depression
in trade and no position being available for
him. It was entirely due to reorganisation.
If that is not so, this letter contains a mis-
statement and the man has heen deceived. In
the second paragraph of the letter he was
informed—

You are hereby notified that your service
with the department will terminate as from
the 17th August, 1922, and yon are to re-
linquish duty on that date. Approval has
been granted to vour being given a retiring
altowance equal to 12 months’ pay.

Tnder the Superanmunation Aect that officer
was working in an established eaparity and
unqrestionably was entitled to the henefit of
the Aet. He was entitled to a pension of
ahont £3 per week.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Johnston: He could sue for it as others
have done. ‘ '

AMr, HOGHES: That is where the hon, mem-
ber i wropg., If the man eounld sue for it
I would not be appealing here in his behalf.
If he conld go into a court of law, he would
receive his pension in 10 minutes. He cannot
fue beeanse one of the carly sectious of the
Aet says—

Provided that if any question should
arise in any department of the publie ser-
viee as to the claim of any person for super-
annuation under this clause, it shall be re-
ferred to the Governor in Fxecutive Couneil
whose decigion shall be final.

He has no appeal to the law. When I
heard the Minister say that the law should
he upheld, T was hopeful that it would be
uptheld in Connolly’s case and that he would
get'a pension. He is entitled to one because
of the nature of his retirement, and should
get a sum of about £3 a week.

The Minister for Mines: He hag heen
sitting down for 25 yearg, and von now ask
that he should receive £3 a week for doing
nothing.

Mr. HUGHES: What do you mean?

The Minister for Mines: He joined the
service 25 years ago, and has beeu sitting
down ever since,

Mr, HUGHES: T could say the same of
the Ainister. One half of the community
sits down when at work. .

Mr, Mann: Have you looked up this
olficer’s file?

Alr. HUGHES: T have here a copy of &
letter from his chief saying that he was
retired owing to depression in trade,

Mr. Mann: T saw the file and took san
interest 'in the case,

Mr. Lambert: You have a peculiar way
of showing your interest.

Mr. HUGHES: Connoliy was told that
he was being retired because of re-organisa-
tion of the department. Against that deci-
sion there was no appeal. Beforc he can
get hia pension of £3 a week he must get a
certificate from the chief of the railwey
system to say that he has served with &ili-
genee and fidelity, He was net reyuired fe
show any intelligence or to be energelic.
All he had to do was to attend his office, and
diligently and with fidelity perforrs tha
work allotted to him,

Mr. Mann: He did oot pas: auy examina-
tion.

The Minister for Mines: He was not the
kind to make any progress.

Mr. HUGHES: Why was he not reiired
before? The Commissioner of Railways was
not prepared to give the meccuamry certifi-
cate, although fo a deputation he gaid, T
should sav that he had to the hest of his
ability given diligence and fidelity to my
satigfaetion.?’ The Commissioner, however,
was not prepared to put tha: siatement on
paper where it would be of some nse to the
oflicer in question.

Mr. Mann: The authotities are prepaied
te give him a retiring allowanee.
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My, HUGHES : An allowance of one
vear’s salary, but -he is entitled to £3 a
week.

The Alinister for Mines: Theve are mauy
workers in  your electorate who will not
reccive thot when they get the sack,

- My, MUGHES; I'would not get that if T
got the sack, nor world the Minister. When
a man enters the publie serviee be dves not
el as good pay as |.eonle vatside,

The Minister for Mines: Yes he dves;
quite as good; and he gets privileges the
outside workers do not get.

Mr. HUGHES: This man’¢ privileges weore
of no use to him owing to rhz subterfuee
and shuflling of the heads of the depart-
ment.  For many years civil servants re-
¢eived lower salaries than were paid to out-
side workers. It has been held agaiast
tlsin by the Arbitration Court Lbat they
eajuyed certain privileges which ouigiders
did not get. This man ix entitlpd to the
puivilege of a pension, hui owing to the
difficulty of getting th~ nenrasary certificate
he i3 debarred from receiving it.

Mr. Johnston: What explanation does the
-Commissioner give? .

Mr, HUGHES: He will not put on paper
what he said to the deputation. When
inquiries were made by the union in regard
to this man’s rights they were told ‘that
from expreasions of opinion by responsible
officers, it seemed doubtfu! whether the
necessary certificate eonld be given. Should
this prove to he the ense, it would tihen be
a question of what allowance shontd be
made. If thia man had nnt scrved -with
diligence and fidelity he mnst have heen
incompetent. That is fiw least thal is re-
quired from any officer. If a charge hind
been laid against Connolly of rncompetence
he could have demand=sd1 n bearinz, and
could have defended himself £from 1{he
accunsation, The department would have
had to prove the charge. Tf an officer hadl
not the right of appeal in such a ecase a
permanent head need only be biassed against
a# man to he in & position to put him out of
the service, This right of appeal is given
in order to force the permanent head to
make a charge to prove the correctness of
the statement.

The Minister for Mines: That is nnt done
it the public service.

Mr. HUGHES: It is done in the Common-
wealth Public Service. There is not much
justice abont retiring a man without giving
him the chance of proving that he has
carried out the necessary conditions of his
employment.

The Minister for Mines: Tt took me two
vears to get an incompetent man out of the
service.

Mr. HUGHES: There are still many in-
competent men in the railways,

The Minister for Mines: And out of it.

Mr. HUGHES : And they are not all
clerks either. It was stated that this officer
was being retired because of depression in
trade, but this was only done to disguise
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the furt that the permanent head wanted to
web vid of him. It was also desired to pre-
vent him from exercising his right to appeal
against the decision.

Mr. Mann: Do you suggest there was
bias?

My. HUGHES: There was something
extraordinary about the case, If the man
was incompetent he should have been
eharged with that and allowed to appeal.

Mr. Mann: The department said he was
all right when lhe was holding a juvenile’s
position.
~Mr. HUGHES : Tt cannot be said that
reeord work is juvenile work,

Mr., Mann: The department said they
could not afford to kecp him there; that he
wag ineapable of doing anything else.

Mr. HUGHES: The department is paying
the same salary to his snecessor, namely
£270 a year. That is not an excessive salary
for & man in charge of the records of the
Chief Traffic Manager’s office. )

The Miwister for Mines: The declaration
was &t simple ene. The man had never made
any jprogress.

Mr. HUGHES: That is not why he was
retired.

The Mjinister for Mines :
¢couid not have beer diligent.

Mr. HUGHES: The Commissioner says he
was diligent.

The Minister for Mines: Rubbish!

Mr. HUGHES: If I can prove to the Min-
ister that the Commissioner said he was dili-
gent, will he give him his rightst

The Minister for Mines: I -cannot give
him anything. He is lueky to be gettiog 12
months’ salary.

Mr. HUGHES: The Commissioner does
not qualify his statement that Connolly has
hren diligent and faithful to his satisfaction.

The Colonial Secretary: They did not want
ta lose him, but thought he ought to go.

Mr. HUGHES: That is u flippant way of
dealing with an officer who has served the
State for 25 years. This officer is being
whisked away from his position beeavse his
permancent head is mot honest emough to put
on paper what he is willing teo say to a depu-
tation. We have reached a very sorry state
of affairs in the government of this eountry.
1f the Government arc prepared to repudiate
their contracts and pledges, things have come
to a sorry pass in Western Australia.

The Minister for Mines: You are talking
abgolute bunkum,

Mr. HUGHES: TIf there were not that
section preventing the man from going to
court, he would get a verdict very speedily.
If a boy is taken into the serviece and kept
25 years in one job, he necessarily hecomes
a machine. Thousands of young fellows are
ruined in our public service by the same pro-
cess.

The Colonial Secrctary:
not he kept down,

Mr. HUGHES: Men can be kept down in
the Public Service. The real man in tre
military service of this State was getting

Therefore, he

A pood man can-
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about £250 a year. The head, drawing £750
a year, was merely a rubber stamp. The cap-
able man was kept back because his seniors
did not want to lose him. He was deliber-
ately kept back,

The Colonial Secretary: He was foolish to
remain.

Mr. HUGHES: A man who has been 10
years in a particular service does not want to
leave. Thousands of young fellows are
rnined by being kept in one position.

The Minister for Mines: They are aot
obliged to remain. Besides, there are means
provided at the public expense for enabling
men to improve themselves.

Mr. HUGHES: This man never had a
chanee to advance. The man’s rights are
safeguarded under the Superannuation Act,
but there is a section which prevents him
from going to law, and the Commissioner of
Eatways is taking advantage of that section
to deprive the man of something the right to
which was granted to him when he entered
the railway service. In order to avoid having
to prove that the man is incompetent, the
Commissioner has retired him by way of re-
organisation. Now it is said that he was
retired for mot being diligent. If that is so,
why was he not retired on that ground and
thos given the right of appeal? If retired
under a reorganisation scheme, he has mo
right of appeal but has his superannuation
rights. By a shufiing of the two things, he
is deprived of the right of appeal and also
of his rights under the Superannuation Aect.
It iz a straight-out case of repudiation on
the part of a contracting party. Unfortun-
ately, owing to the section which I have men-
tioned, the matter is outside the jurisdiction
of the law courts, and the injured party’s
only hope of redress is a fecling of justice
on the part of those who control the State,
The Mipister for Railways should go into
the case. I can bring to the Minister the re-
port of a deputation to which the Commis-
sioner of Railways said that the man was a
diligent and faithful servant. That was
stated verbally. If it were put imto writing,
the man would get a pension.

The Minister for Works: The Commis-
sioner of Railways must be very foolish if
he would say such a thing to a deputation
and not put it into writing; in fact, he would
not be a man then,

Mr, HUGHES: I am prepared to produece
the report of a deputation in the course of
whieh that statement was made by the Com-
missioner.

The Minister for Worka:
report?

Mr. HUGHES: 1 have the report?

The Minister for Works: But who took it?

Mr. HUGHES: I have here now the re-
port of a deputation of the Railway Officers’
Association to the Commissioner of Railways.
1 will read two or three questions and
answers leading up to what I have stated.

The Minister for Mines: Who took the
shorthand notet

‘Who took the

[ASSEMBLY.)

Mr. HUGHES: Never mind about the
shorthand note; here is the report, and the
Commissioner of Railways has never denied
making the statement.

The Minister for Mines:
whether he has or not,

Mr. HUGHES: Is the Minister prepared
to institute an inquiry and let the evidenee
be given?t

The Minister for Mines: I will not do
anything of the sort. I have enough to do
without worrying about details.

Mr. HUGHES: Tf the repudiation of ao
honourable contract legally entered into is
something which the Minister bas no time
for——

The Minister for Mines: 1 am not going
to inquire into the matter. If you can get
the House to appoint o select committee, let
the inquiry be made by that means.

Mr. HUGHES; I now quote from the re-
port of the procecdings at the deputation—

_ Mr. Kenafick: If you say yon have no

Job for him, we eay, ** Very well, if that is

80 he goes out with his full pension,”’

_The Commissioner: All right. If you

like I will put those papers up to the Pub-

lic Service and ask them what they would
do in a eimilar case.

" Mr. Kenafick: You know very well that

under the provisions of the Pensions Act

you have to send a certificate along that
the man has served satisfaetorily.

The Commissioner: I should say that he
has to the best of his ability, sa far as that
is eoncerned, given diligence and fidelity to
my satisfaction.

‘¢Diligence and fidelity to my satisfaction.’’

The Minister for Works: If that is a cor-
rect report, I cannot understand the atti-
tude which you say the Commisrioner has
taken.

Mr, HUGHES: XNcither can I, and that is
why I am agking for inquiry into the matter.
If the Minister will inquire, there will be
an opportenity of getting the Commissioner
to repudiate the report. If the Commissioner
did not make that statement, I have been mis-
informed. I have been informed by respon-
sible people that this is a fair report of the
proceedings at the deputation. Surely, in the
face of that, there is sufficient evidence to
warrant the Minister making some inquiry. If
the man was retired as incompetent, he was
entitled to an opportunity to defend himself.

The Minister for Minea: Who is suggest-
ing that he was incompetent ¢

Mr. HUGHES: Well, why was he retired?

The Minister for Mines: Simply because
he was a man gitting in the service, which
wanted reerganisation,

Mr. HUGHES: TUnder the reorganisation
scheme the man had to po. Such cases are
provided for by the Superannuation Aet of
1871, If the Government retire a man under
those conditions, they have to give him a pen-
810N.

The Minister for Mines: The Superannua-
tion Act was never intended for the caze of
a man who joined the service and sat down
until he wag retired and got a pension.

I do not know
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Mr. HUGHES: The Superannuation Act
was intended for the whole Government ser-
vice. Tht Minister could not go into a law
eourt and teli the judge that the Act was not
intended for this man, If the man had been
incompetent, or was not performing his work
satisfaetorily, they had a method of dismis-
ging him under which he would have had
the right of appeal. But he was retired
onder a reorganisation gcheme, and so wap
entitled to a pension, nlthough deprived of
right of appeal. Now the refusal to give the
man the necesgary certificate hag deprived him
of bis rights under the Superannuation Act.
The Commissioner was using a double-headed
penny againet this man. Surely the Govern-
ment are not going to repudiate their obli-
gations to this retired officer! We have evi-
dence to show that the Commissioner made
the statement quoted by me, and I appeal to
the Minister to institute an inquiry.

The Minister for Mines: I zm not going to
do it. In almost every case of retirement the
man retired stirs up a lot of trouble, and
eventually it comes to Parliament.

Mr. HUGHES: What is Parliament for if
it cannot deal with so important a matter as
the repudiation of a contract entered into hy
the Govermment?

The Minister for Mines:
thing.

Mr, HUGHES:
tion,

The Minister for Mines: It is not.

Mr. HUGHES: Take the comparison af-
forded by the Shillington case. Shillington
was dismissed.

Mre. Cowan:
misged.

Mr. HUGHES: What happened to him?

The Minister for Mines: He was asked
to retire,

Mr. HUGHES: T do not wish to enter into
the merits of the Shillington ense, but merely
to make a comparison of the two cases. One
man was dismissed for an indiscretion. He
forfeited hig pension rights, but had the right
of appeal under the Aet. That right was not
exercised. The Government stepped in and
granted an independent inquiry.

Mr. Mann: That is not correct. They re-
fused an independent inquiry, and Bhilling-
ton had to go befors the usual board.

Mre, Cowan: It was not really a disinter-
ested board.

Mr. HUGHES: S8hillington was allowed to
appeal and to retire from the service with his
pension. Ome man is given almost speeial
rights, while another is denied all rights.

Mr. Mann: The cases are not analogous.
One man was charged with an offence, while
the other was not charged at all.

Mr. HUGHES: Did not the board find Shil-
lington guilty and recommend- that he be al-
lowed to retire?

It is no such

It is undoubtedly repudia-

8hillington was not dis-

Mr. Mann: No, they found he was not
guilty of the offence originally charged
against him,

Mr. HUGHES: The point is that the board
recommended that Shillington be allowed to
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retire. If he were not guilty of something,
why did they want bim to retire! Here was
an officer dismissed on a charge, yet as the
resuit of his appeal allowed to retire and get
his pension. The other man never had any
charge laid against him. He is retired under
a reorganisation scheme and then, in order
to deprive him of his pension, he is told thare
are certnin things against him. I am informed
that this report of the deputation to the Com-
missioner of Railways is the Commissioner’s
own shorthand writer’s transeript. If that be
f0, we have here the necessary certificate from
the Commissioner, and in justice to this man
the Minister should hold an inquiry. I do
not eare whether it be a publie or a private
inquiry, so long as the man is given a
chance.

The Minister for Mines: You should bave
a look at the file first.

Mr. HUGHES: If there be anything on
the file the man should have been told of it
and given a chance to defend himself. He
knows nothing of any charges. He has never
been called upon to answer them.

The Minister for Mines: He was reduced
in salary becausa of the charge.

Mr., HUGHES: Because of an entirely pri-
vate affair of many years ago! The reduction
in salary did not carry with it the withdrawal
of his rights under the Superannuation Act.
By a subterfuge on the part of the Commis-
sioner this man is deprived of the right of
appeal, and because of the withholding of the
certificate he iz deprived of his rights under
the Superannuation Aet. After this no civil
servant can feel safe, can rely npon getting
his legal rights when retired. I appeal to
the Minister to hold an inquiry.

The Minister for Mines: This man was re-
duced in salary and status. His appeal was
heard and dismissed.

Mr. HUGHES: He was not dismissed from
the service when the charge was brought
against him. The penalty was reduction in
salary. He was reduced in status, and so paid
a penalty for his offence. He was allowed to
continue in the service. Having been pun-
ished once for his offence, is he to be pun-
ished again many years afterwardat® If this
can be, any man who happens to have against
him a reprimand i3 likely on retirement to be
told that beecause of his offence of 20 years
carlier an offence for which he paid his pen-
alty, he is to be penalised again, I do not
think the Minister would suggest that a man
should be punished twiee for the one offence.
Tn justice to this man, and in view of the
important principle involved, the Ministar
should have the whole thing ventilated.

Mra. COWAN (West Perth) [10.50]: I con-
gratulate the Minister very warmly on the
able and concise manner in which he presented
his Estimates. There can be no question that
it is very helpful to listen to a statement so
clear and revealing snch a satisfactory posi-
tion as he placed before ns. Members gener-
ally must have been pleased to hear that many
of the recommendations made by the Royal



. 2466

Commissioner, Mr. Stead, have been accepted,
and that in futwre the Commissioner of Rail-
ways is to work on a policy which has been
settled and laid down by the Government.
The results have been good, and one realises
it was well that the country went to the ex-
pense of holding an inquiry and obtaining
the suggestions which were put forward, Even
though some of the suggestions were old,
there is nothing like emphasising auch matters
antd bringing them more closely under the
attention of the Government, while any new
suggestions were still more worthy of consid-
crition, T am sure that Colonel Pope is quite
cogable of profiting by them. Reading some
of his reports it iz clear that he has in the
pust profited by the helpful suggestions made
te him by the chief railway men of the East-
ern States. I am sorry to have to allude to a
suhjeet to which two members have already
veferred. As a woman and a mother I wish
to thank the Minister for the attitude he
adopted towards the charges made in connec-
tion with the case of an absolutely innocent
girl. It was extraordinary and T might even
- say unpardonable on the part of any man—
no matter how high his position might be, ard
the position of Commissioner of Railways is
undoubtedly a very high one—to make such
charges as he made in the newspapers before
he was ordered by the Minister to hold the
inquiry, more especially a3 the Commissioner
has daughters of his own. The inquiry was
beld, and there are many people who thought
and still think it would have been better had
it heen held by an absolutely outside au-
thority, because the hoard of inquiry was
composed of men whoe were still officers of the
department and it has been said outside—I do
not say it, becsuse T do not know—that
some of those men might have profited by
the dismissal of the accused officer. T wish
to remind the Committee in the interests of
that young woman and alse of Mr, Shilling-
ton himself that the men who held the in-
quiry were the very ones after all who
decided that he was innocent of the charges
levelled against him, and that there had
bren no misconduet of any kind. He was
reiired because he did not get on teo satis-
factorily with his superior officers.

Mr., O’Loghlen: That should anot he a
reason for retirement.

Mrs. COWAN: That +is quite true, but
versenalities entered into the question. It
is shown in the report of the Commissioner
of Railways, who stated—

As to Mr. Shilkington’s charges, I do
not say much, They are the murmurings
of a disgruntled and diseredited man.

All I can say ig that if the Government of
this State allow it to be said that this
offieer was dismissed for misconduet and for
being a discredited man, then they had not
the right to pension him. I bave heard and
know that he cannot receive the pension
uuless a certificate is furnished testifying
that the individual has been diligent ana
faithful. I ecan only say thag this is =
enrigus and most anomalous state of afairs.
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If the statements made regarding the dis-
missal and misconduct were in any way
true, the country should not be saddled with
the burden of a pension of £300 a year, The
buoard of ingwiry acted fairly and undoubt-
dly gave a right decision, according to its
point of view. I hope in future it will be
distinctly understood, and I as a parent
say it advisedly, that such charges as those
made in Mr., Shillington’s case cannot be
made even by the Commissioner with im-
punity. 1 thank the Minister for the atti-
tude he adopted regarding the matter. T
have certainly been puzzled, and the same
applies to mauy people outside, as to why
the man who acted in the pitiful role of
informer was not censured, I do not wish
to mention names, TIn such cases it is not
advisable in the interesta of the wives and
families that names should be mentioned,
but it should eertainly have been a matter
for ccosure that anyone living in a very
ohjectionable class of house should give
inforination such as this informer did in
order to harm others and ingratiate himaelt
with his superior officer. Mr. Shillington
was absolutely exonerated from the charges
made, a point I wish to be distinctly
emphasised. We must always deprecate the
introduetion of anything in the nature of
personal animus in official places, If heads
of departments cannvt agree with officers
holding important positions uoder them,
they should be all the more careful that
thev do not in any way lower the &ignity
of their positions by acting in the mannpur
in which I and many other people consider
the Commissioner of Railways acted in this
case, When the member for Yilgarn (Mr
Ciorboy) wag speaking the other might T was
sorry to hear him take exception to the
appointment of women as cletks in the
Railway Departwment.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: I want to see the
men employed so that the women can get
married.

Mrez. COWAN: All the women cannot gel
married.

Hon, W, C., Angwin: Because they arc
taking the men’s jobs.

Mrs. COWAN: T konow the hon. member
would have it so but in other circumstances
he might not be quite unwilling to be a
potentate in India or some other such place
and in his kindness of heart help these
women with homes.

The Minister for Mines:
Johore.

The CHATRMAN: I think you are reflect-
ing on the hon. member,

The Minister for Mines: No, she +is pay-
ing him a compliment.

Mra. COWAN: The hon, member said he
would like to see them all married, and so
should I,

Mr. Lambert: He said he would like to
marry them all,

Mrs, COWAN: I think it was a great
mistake for the member for TYilgara to
speak a8 he did and I am glad the Minister
agnin took the part of women and decided

Or Sultan of
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it was advisable to gue them an opportu-
nity to earn a living in the way best smted
to their abilities.

The Minister for Mines: If they did not
suit, we would not keep them.

Mrs. COWAN: If that spirit is exhibited
hy mén penerally it will be necessary to
follow the cxample of America. I refer to
the formation of 8 women’s party. There
are many of us who do not wish to bring
that about, but it may ultimately be neces-
sary to have such a party to look after the
interests of women. The effect of forming
one wonld possibly be much stronger than
some men realise. Women wish to work
with men and not against them, and we
therefore desire that the men ahould work
with us and not against us when it comes
to a question of employment of women in
positions in which they ean obtain a satis-
factory livelihood. T commend the Minister
for his attitude on this question and upon
liia attitade ir regard to women generaliy.
As a foundation member of the Society for
the Prévention of Cruelty of Animals T was
glad to hear the member for Murchison take
up the cundgels on behalf of the stoek in
fransit over our railways. I hope his Te-
marks will appeal to the Government and
that steps will be taken to prevent such
eruelty heing meted out to animals that iire
being brought (lown Tor consumption by the
citizeng of Perth, Tt is bad from ecveryv
jpoint of. view that this state of affairs
should be allowed to continue. With regard
to refreshment cars, I was travelling in the
train a short time "before T was taken _iil.
It seemed to me that it might be well if
the Government took over the entire man-
agement of the railway refreshment cars.
Tt may be thought that I am rather up-
holding my o'wn sex when I say that the
refreshment car that was controlled by
voung women was very much better con-
ducted than that whiech was controlled at
the other end of the line by men. I only
mention thiz to show that improvements
can be effeeted in this direction. T daresay
the men de their best but perhaps if the
refreshment system were placed in charge
of women they might effect greater im-
provement. The member for East Perth has
referred to the railway erossing in  his
clectorate. To my mind the Melbourne-road
crossing in West Perth is even more im-
portant. T have repeatedly asked the Min-
ister to do soinething to improve the posi-
tion there but he seems te think I am only
nagging him on the subject. The only way
apparently for us to get anything is to keep
on nagging until something is dome. The
Melbourne-road crossing requires immediate
attention, There is8 no more dangercus cross-
ing on the railway system. I sinecerely hope
that all railway crossings that require over-
head bridges will be attended to soon. The
charges made by the railways for earrying
small goods from here to Kalpoorlie and vice
versa are excessive. When in Kalgoorlie T
was asked why a ‘particular brand of pickles
was not ‘'sold in Perth. T was téld that it
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wouid be impossible to make a profit on them,
because the department charged 1s. 9d. per
dozen for every dozen bottles or tins of jams
or pickles carricd on the railways, That
seens to me too heavy a charge. If the de-
jartment would reduce the charge it would
assist in the development of Western Aus-
tralian industrics. It is certainly a point te
which attention might he given. There are
many small things which could be earried on
the railways if the freights were reduced.
Most of us have experineced great inconveni-
ence because of the brilliant and original idea
of putting numbers on the tram ears. This
i3 not done elsewhere that I know of.
Strangers who come to the town find it ex-
tremely difficult to pick out the right cars,
and many of us who live here find it equally
diffieult. T do not always know where a
tram is going because T am not familiar
with the numbers. The cars also seem .to
travel at erratic times,

Mr. Johnston: There is no board mow to
show where a tram is going.

Mrs. COWAN: I do not know why all this
money wus spent in making sueh an incon-
It is a pity the boards are
not put hack. The numbers could he left
on; for to remove them would mean further
expense to the Government, Apparently ex-
penditure on these matters is readily incurred,
but when we ask for money from other. de-
partments we are told it cannot be given.

The Minister for Mines: Do you mean
painting the destinations on the cars?

Mrs. COWAN: The old arrangement of
turning up the destinations of the cars in the
glass frames should be restored.

The Minister for Mines: We camnot get
the material.

Mrs. COWAN: The hoards used to be
there. Of course there may have been a great
many breakages. Last Sunday the ‘‘Sunday
Times’’ made reference to the overcrowding
of tram cara. Thigs was in connection with
the Nedlands route. It showed what great
inconvenience the public was- subjected to.
There is either a shortage of cars for the
Nedlands track, or else the Como track takes
s0 many of them that therc are unt enongh
left for Nedlands, Mothers and children are
cnuged a great deal of inconvenience by rea-
son of the overcrowded cars.

The Minister for Mines: Kverybody makes
it his business to travel at the same hour.

Mrs. COWAN: Not at all. People are
travelling all the while. T have no objection
to the fares being raised for Sunday traffic.
This wonld probably lead to the men getting
more hours off on Sunday. Further, it wonld
not hurt people to stay at home on Sunday
more than they do.  Somecthing, however,
should be done with regard to the.extra fares
on holidays, These greatly affect mothers
and ehildren who eannot get away from their
homes at other times. The railway fares
have been increased, and for holidavs and
Spndays the fares on the trams have been
douled to the detriment of women and child-
ren whose bread-winners eannot afford to pay



2468

the double fares for a day’s outing for their
families. Doubtless because of the increased
fares the Como trams are paying to on extent
which they would not otherwise do. Con-
sideration, however, should be had for the con-
venience of the public. Mothers and children
are 80 anxious to get an outing that even the
unpleasant weed that is cast upon the river
shores at Como does not prevent them from
travelling to that suburb. At the sea beaches
there is no offensive smell, but the cost of
getting there is even greater, Something
should be done to reduce the fares if possible.
I fail to see why it is not possible in the best
interests of the community to do this. The
railways as well as the tramways belong to
the people, who should be the first considera-
ticn. I would point out that the small body
of men who have raised these fares are men
who travel free in both trains and trams.
Possibly that helps them to forget that there
are other people who are not in the same
position as they are,

M¢. Clydesdale: It ought to be given a
six months’ trial,

Mrs. COWAN: One wonders what has be-
come of the railway porters. I would draw
the attention of the Minister to the published
letter of Janmuary 4th on this question. The
absence of porters has caused great incon-
venience to the travelling public. I was
greatly surprised to hear the Minister say
he did not approve of the recommendation of
the Royal Commissioner that three commis-
sioners should be appointed to eontrol our rail-
way gystem. I understood the Minister to say
that the three commissioner system had proved
a failure in the Eastern States. I have not
read anywhere that it has heen a failure.
Even if one pays a little more by way of
salary for two or three commissioners instead
of one, it i3 far more satisfactory to do that
if savings of thousands of pounds ean be
effeeted in other direetions.

Mr, Lambert: We might get a lady com-
misgioner.

Mra. COWAN: In some regpects we would
be all the better for that, I think; or at any
rate no worse.

Mr. Lambert:
safety.

Mrs. COWAN: In my opinion it is time
for this Btate to apply the three commis-
gioners Bystem, Let ws put in a man with
praetical experience to look after the traffie
side of the system, and s man with financial
experience to look after charges, and a man
with statistical knowledge and training to
look after that side of the Railway Depart-
ment, and then there would be no great
anuatxee done to anyone. It would then be a
ense of the cobbler sticking to his last, and
that has always been a good plan both in
business and manufactures. T fail to see
why it should mot yield equally good results
in railway management. As one State which
has tried the three commissioners system with
snegess is now proposing the appointment of
a fourth commissioner, perhapa the matter
is worthy of more consideration than our

Yoa can say that with
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Minister appears to think. T would suggest
to the Government that they do give the
matter very serious and grave consideration,
a6 a probable sclution of some of cur railway
difficulties. There can be no question that in
connection with cur railways many things
are unsatisfactory in various directions.

Progress reported.
House adjourned at 11.15 p.m,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.n,, and read prayers,

AUT—LAND TAX AND INCOME TAX,
An Error.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION {Hon.
H. P. Colebateh—East) [4.34]: Before we
proceed with the business on the Notice Paper
T desire, with the purmission of the House, to
read a statement which has been furnivhed me
by the Solicitor General with regard to the
Land Tax and Income Tax Rill—

Land and Tneome Tax Bill. 1, This Rill
was read a third time and passed in the
Legislative Couneil at 11.34 pm. on the
21st December. 2, On the 22zd December,
I received the Premier’s inatructions to see
that the Bill and the Assessment Aet Bill
were rresented to the Govermor for assent
at once. 3, I, therefore, attended at Parlia-
ment House and with the help of the Clerk
Assistant gettled the Assessment Bill as
amended, and obtained a copy of the last
print on vellem, 4, T was not advised or
aware of the insertion of the word ‘‘net’’
in the Tax Bill at the request of the Coun-
¢it. 5, The Clerk of Parliaments ecertified
on the vellum that it was a true copy of the



