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was that no publicity at all must be given
to the fact that we had to deal with so large
a number of prisoners under the eonditions
with which we were faced. There was pzces-
sity for the utmost secrecy in a movement
of this kind.

Again, the gaol was required for, and had
been occupied for some time by, the military;
and at present Fremantle gaol has & much
larger prison population than it ever bad
before. There are matters which the Censor
cannot allow to be published. For that
reason it has not been—shall I say—advis-
able to give the matter the publicity that 1
would weleome. If we could have had a few
months' notice of the transfer of the Fre-
mantle prisoners to some other place, the
story would have been very different. We
would have been able to prepare for the
transfer in a more orthodox manner. How-
ever, because we were not able to prepare in
an orthodox manner, we have improvised in
a way which I say will be a eredit to the
department and to the Government and will
give satisfaction to any person who is iv
tevested in the guestion of social reform, and
partienlarly prison reform. With these re-
marks I have to state that T cannot see any
justification for the appointment of a Select
Committee, and fail to see in the statement
of Mr, Hall anything that would justify the
House in earrying the motion.

On motion by Hon. E. H. H. Hal), debate
adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT—SFECIAL.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY: I move—

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

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 5.42 p.m.
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pr.m., and read prayers.
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BILL—VERMIN ACT AMENDMENT.
Council’s Message.

Message from the Council received and
read notifying that it insisted on its amend-
ments Nos, 1, 2, and 3, to which the Assembly
had disagreed.

BILL—COMMONWEALTH POWERS.

In Committee.

Resumed from the 25th February. Mr.
Marshall in the Chair; the Premier in charge
of the Bill.

Preamble:

The CHAIRMAN: Progress was reported
on ike Preamble, to which Hon. N, Keenan
had moved an amendment as follows:—

That after the word ‘‘reference’’ in line 21
the words ‘‘unless prior thereic revoked under
the power contained herein’’ be inserted.

The PREMIER: I have no cbjection to
the amendment, which follows on what we
have agreed to in Clauses 3 and 4.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. WATTS: I move an amendment—

That in line 29 the words ‘‘in this form?’’ be

struck out and the words ‘¥in the form in which
the Bill for this Aet was approved at the said
Convention’’ ingerted in lieu.
This amendment was recommended by the
Select Commiltee. The Preamble sets out
that the Premiers of the several States have
agreed to do their utmost to scecure the
passage through their respective Parlia-
ments, as early as possible, of a Bill “in
this form.” The Bill, however, has been
amended to comply with certain legal re-
quirements and will no longer be “in this
form,” bhut will he in the form in whieh the
Bill was approved at the Convention.

Amendment put and passed; the Preamble,
as amended, agreed to.

Postponed Clause 2-—Reference of matters
to Parliament of Commonwealth:

As to Procedure.

The CHAIRMAN: Standing Order 155
provides that the several rules for maintain-
ing order in debate in the House shall be
ohserved in Committee of the whole House.
Standing Order 176 permits the House to
order a complicated question to he divided.
Standing Order 279, however, places upon
me the obligation to put the guestion “That
the clause stand as printed.” I am inclined
to observe that Standing Order but, when one
looks at Cianse 2 of the Bill, one may argue
that it is partienlarly eomplicated and would
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definitely cause a great deal of confusion if
I adhered to Standing Order 279 and put
the question that the clause stand as printed
or as gmended. Members who propose to
move amcndments would find themselves
confused and the position would be no
simpler for others to understand. If there
is no objection by any member of the Com-
mittee, I propose to put the several para-
graphs as if they were clauses and then con-
clude by putting the question that the clause
stand as printed or amended.

Hon. W, D. JOANSON: 1 must object
to that proeedure, which is a complete de-
parture from our practice and will only be
inviting delay. We have observed our Stand-
ing Orders for years, and to depart from
them now on a Bill of this deseription would
be very unwise and quite unnecessary.

The CHAIRMAN: In view of the fact
that opposition has been expressed to the
proposal, I have no alternative but to enforce
Standing Order 279.

Mr. McDONALD: Surely there is some
procedure by which an exceptional Bill of
this kind may be eonsidered in a common-
sense manner! We should not treat the
whole clause as ome when it involves some
fourteen paragraphs each dealing with a
separate subject, and each of more import-
ance than would be represented hy a whole
statufe in the ordinary course of events. If
we do not consider the elause paragraph by
paragraph, it will entail great difficnlties
for members. Would it not be possible to
take a vote on the matter by way of dirvee-
tion? It will vastly assist the prompt deal-
ing with this clanse if we take it paragraph
by paragraph, becanse then members’
speeches will be directed to the specific
matter in each paragraph. Otherwise,
speeches may be at large over the nine or
ten subjeets of reference. Wonld T he in
order in suggesting or taking any steps to
ascertain the feeling of the Committee on the
matier?

The CHAIRMAX: I point out to the
Conmmittee that there ave two ways in which
we c¢an deal with this matter. Firstly, we
must report to tbe House, when we can ob-
tain the s=uspension of Standing Order 279
by an absolute majority voting accordingly;
or we can instruet the Committee, by virtue
of a resolution, to do certain things as far as
Clause 2 is concerned. That, however, can-
not be done in Committee. I ean only report
to the House, that is, if the Committee g0
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desires, and from then on Mr. Speaker will
adjudieate.

The PREMIER : I think the suggzestion of
the Chairman of Committees is very good.
I myself am a great stickler for the Standing
Orders herause, as the member for Guildford-
Midland has painted out, we are all educated
on the method of approaching and getting
business through the House and as to what
we are entitled to do and what we should
do, also as to what latitude can be extenderd
to us and as to the strictness we ean expect
from the Chair, whether or not the House
is in Committee. Consequently, in the or-
dinary course of events we should not depati
in any way from the Standing Orders.
Clause 2 of the Bill, however, really consists
of 14 paragraphs, and if we were to debate
it as it is printed it might take an intermin-
ab’y long time to reach a decision. In any
case, I think it will take a day or two to get
the elause through Committee. If we are to
jump from one paragraph to another and
perhaps get one portion passed and then go
back to it again, we might occupy two or
three days in dealing with it. I do
not want that to happen. Now that the
second reading stage has been passed, we
should confine our remarks to each of these
paragraphs in turn. Having reached amn
agreement on one paragraph, that would be
finished with and we would pass on to the
next, With your permission, Mr. Chairman,
I move—

That the Chairman do now report progress
and leave he asked to sit again at a later stage
of the sitting.

Motion (that progress be reported) put
and passed.

[Tha Speaker resumed the Chair.]

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison) [2.30]: I
have to report, Mr. Speaker, that the Com-
mittee has reported progress and has asked
for leave to sit again at a later stage of
the sitting. On account of the compli-
cated mnature of Clawse 2, and bearing
in mind that Standing Order 135 provides
that the same rnles of debate shall apply in
Comniittee as apply in the House, and fur-
ther that Standing Order 176 provides for a
complicated question to be divided, I sug-
gested that some consideration might bhe
given to the advisability of dividing Clause 2
and taking it paragraph by paragraph. Un-
fortunately, Standing Order 279 conflicts
and that places upon me the obligation, as
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Chairman of Committees, to put the clause
as printed, I bad suggested to the Com-
mittee that I might refuse to respect Stand-
ing Order 279 and put the clause paragraph
by paragraph, in order to simplify the pro-
cedure, avoid complications and reduce dis-
cussion to the subtantive natare of the char-
acter of each respective paragraph, but that
I would do so only if there was no objection
by any member of the Committee. Unfor-
tunately, the member for Guildford-Midland
raised an objection and I felt it obligatory
on me to respeet Standing Order 279, Con-
sequently the Premier moved that progress
be reported and that leave be asked to sit
again at a later stage of the sitting, with a
view to having Standing Order 279 sus-
pended, or alternatively of ohtaining a reso-
lution of instruetion that the Committee will
do eertain things so far as Clause 2 is con-
cerned.

HON, W. D. JOENSON ((Guildford-Mid-
land): One would not objeet to that if we
did not have knowledge of what is proposed
to he done at g later stage of the sitting. Wae
have to think of Parliamentary practice and
we are going te discuss Standing Orders. T
certainly do not want the House fo take up
time on that matter, if it can be avoided. If
it is essential, although I cannot see any
reason for it, we shall have to diseuss the
Standing Orders, but I regrat the delay that
will ensue.

MR. MARSHALL (Murechison): In reply
to the member for Guildford-Midland, I
would say that we are not departing from
the correct procedare. As a matter of faet,
this Honse has assembled because of the fact
that we did not desire to do that. What
the House may now do will be strictly in
accordance with Parliamentary procedure
and Standing Orders, and consequently the
attitnde taken up by the member for Guild-
ford-Midland is wrong. It would have been
contrary to Parliamentary practice had the
Committee decided to follow the procedure
that I set out. The present procedure is de-
finitely in order and we are breaking no
Standing Orders, nor are we violating praec-
tice or procedure.

Ordered: That leave be given Lo the Com-
mittee to sit again at a later stage of the
sitting,

Instruction to Chairman of Committees.

THE PREMIER: Clause 2 of the Bill is,
I consider, very complicated, as tremendouvs
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issues are involved and all sorts of compli-
eations would be brought into the debate if
the clause were allowed to go to the Com-
mittee in the form in which it appears in
the Bill. In order that we may diseuss and
reach a deeision on the 14 points in this
complicated clause, I soggest that the Houge
should order that it be divided. I move—
That as Clause 2 of the Bill before the
House is a complieated question, in accordance
with Standing Order No, 176, the clause be eon-
sidered a complicated question, and that it Le
considered paragraph by paragraph in its
alphabetical order, and that it be an instrue-
tion to the Chairman of Committees when the-
Bill ig heing considered in the Committee stage.

HON. W.D. JOENSON (Guildford-Mid-
land): This is certainly a most extraordin-
ary procedure, and not only extraordinary
as related to the Bill.

Mr, Sampson: A most extraordinary oh-
Jjection!

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: Over the years
nothing of this kind has previously been at-
tempted. We have had this Clause 2 referred
to a Select Committee. Personally I opposed
the appointment of the Select Committee
beeause I did not think the clavse needed
any clarification. It was a clanse of the
Convention and one passed by other Par-
liaments of Auwvstralia. I did not think,
therefore, that there was any need for a
Select Committee to take evidence for the
purpose of reviewing or clarifying the
clause.

Mr. Thorn: Why are you stonewalling
now?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The Select Com-
mittee made its report, and I put in a part
of my lunch hour to read that report as it
applied to Clause 2. From my first reading
of it, I did not quite see the peint, but from
the next reading it was as clear as daylight.

Point of Order.

Mr. Marshali; Is the member for Guild-
ford-Midland in order in discussing Clause 2
of the Bill when the House is considering
a mofion to give certain instructions to the
Chairman of Committees?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member is per-
feetly in order, because Clause 2 is in the
motion, and referred to as a complicated
question, I take it the member for Guild-
ford-Midland is endeavouring to show that
it is not a eomplicated question.
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Debate Resumed.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Thank vou, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. Thorn: Your one and oxnly vietory!

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: I was saying
that on reading the committee’s report a
gecond time the amendment moved hy the
Leader of the Opposition on behalf of that
committee became guite clear., There are no
complications. It is true that if we go be-
yond the Seleet Committee’s recommenda-
tions and through all the other amendments
on the notice paper the matter becomes com-
plieated, because they are all interwoven and
overlap. But we have a Chairman of Com-
mittees whose duty it is to see that such
amendments are disseeted and dealt with at
the right time and in the right way, so that
every member gets his amendment in and
no-one will be excluded. It may, therefore,
be a complicated question if we go into all
the amendments and imagine that the Chair-
man of Committees is not capable of direct-
ing the House. But over the years there has
been a Parliamentary practice, Durving the
whole of my experience I do not remember
there being a question of raising the par-
ticular Standing Orders in Committee in re-
gard to the placing of a clause bhefore the
Committee. We have not done that becaunse
there is the Parliamentary practice. We have
heen educated so that we are alert and eare-
ful in Committec to sec that anv amend-
ment, in which we are interested, is not
excluded. Again, I vepeat, that is the task
of the Chairman of Committees. It is his
duty to assist members and see that their
amendments arve dealt with at the right
time,

The only part, however, in which T am
interested—and I assume the Government
also—is the report of the Seleet Committee.
This sitting, and the other sittings since the
‘Seleet Committee mel, were for the purpose
of considering the report of the Seleet Com-
mittee. It is true that the Bill, before it
comes into Committee, must go to the Select
Committee, and therefore the Committee
stage of the whole Bill ix deférred nntil after
the Beleet Committee has reported. That
reporl was directed almost wholly to Clanse
2.

The Premier: No, it was nof.

Hon. W. D. JOHXNSOXN: I am just taking
the amendment proposed to Clause 2. That
clause, to meet the speein]l eireumstances
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and the Select Committee's desires, was de-
ferred so that it could be approached in a
way that would simplify debate and enable
greater expedition to be made. I did not
oppose the postponement of Clause 2 be-
cause I could see that disecussions on it would
tefer to other clavses, and therefore it was
commonsgense to defer it until we had dealt
with those other clauses. But because we did
that is no reason to say that it is a ecom-
plicated question, I submit, in all serious-
ness, and you, Sir, must realise, that if this
Bill and the amendments proposed by the
Seleet Comunittee are considered, it is so
clear that any schoolboy counld follow it. I
will admit that I will have a word or two to
say on the drafting of the amendments, but
the object of those amendments and the
places where they will come in are quite
clear, and there is no complication and no
danger of the Committee making a mistake,
To get back to the elause-by-clause, line-by-
line process is a serious departure, because
it will create a very dangerons precedent.
Once we introduec that type of procedure
there will be no limit to it. During my long
experience it has never before been suggested
in past years. Are we becoming irrespon-
sible? Ave we beginning to lose sight of
main eszentials in our desire to get some
little speeial advantage? And it must be
remembered the special advantage is in
favour of those in opposition to the Bill.

Those of us who are in favour of the Bill
in toto seeure no advantage, but Opposition
members have had a glovious opportunity
in  debate both before and since the
consideration of the Bill by the Select Com-
mittee. Now we are going to say, “Although
vou have had all the advantage and have
heen able to get the Select Committee ap-
pointed, and the Leader of the Opposition
has presented amendments as a vesult of
unanimouns decisions by that Sclect Com-
mittee, we are now going to deal with Clause
2 line by line as if no consideration had heen
given to the eclause at all.” Surely we are
not a lot of school children! This is no
third-rate debating soeiety; it is the Parlia-
ment of the State! Surely we have our
authovities and Parliamentary practice to
follow. and although there may be some little
advantage to be gained if we have the leisure
to analyse the exaet wording of one Stand-
ing Order compared with another, are we
to zet down to those trifling details? It is
bad enough now! If the Chairman of Com-
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mittees is going to analyse the Standing
Orders in that way, we shall lose—

Mr. Marshall rose in his seat.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order! The hon. member
must not reflect on the Chairman of Com-
mittees (Mr. Marshall).

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I am not.

Mr. Marshall: You shut up or I will hit
you. If it were not for your age—

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! Will the mem-
ber for Guildford-Midland resume his seat®

Mr, Marshall: If he was half a man, I
would pull him out of the Chamber!

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Mour-
chison will withdraw hig remarks and apolo-
gise for his action.

Mr. Marshall: T do so. I am sorry I lost
my temper. You, Mr. Speaker, will admit
there was every justification for it.

Mr. SPEAKER: Qrder! The member for
Guildford-Midland may proceed.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: If we start doing
what T have indicated there will be no limit as
to where we may get, and there will be com-
plications and misunderstandings. We have
Parliamentary practice and procedure fo
guide us. The Chairman of Committees has
followed that practice and procedure right
up to tha present time, We should not de-
part from that now, partieularly in connee-
tion with a Bill of this deseription because if
it were merely an ordinary State Bill, it would
be a matter of State importance and stop at
that. Buf this is an Australia-wide Bill.

My, SPEAKER: I do not think the hon.
member is in order in discussing merits of
the Bill generally.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I am poiting
out how dangerons it is, in connection with a
Bill that is Australia-wide in its application,
to do things of an extraordinary character;
and surely what is proposed is extraordinary.
I have entered my protest. We can see where
Parliament is getting to, but neverthelesg I
have my point of view. I bave the right to
express it. Even though my views may not
appeal to others, no-one can say that I have
ever done an injustice to any man in this
House although I may have indulged in
criticism. I have explained my views and 1
am justified in doing so.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I do not think
that phase enters into the question now,

Hon. W, D. JOHNSON: I have cntered
my protest and I appeal to the House not to
follow the proposed procedure.
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MR. J. HEGNEY (Middle Swan): I op-
pose the motion. We should stick fo the
Bill as it is, and certainly the motion should
not be agreed to. The measure has been
placed hefore the Hbuse in accordance with
the decisions arrived at as a result of the
recent Convention, and I, ag a Labour man,
am in aceord with its provisions. If the de-
sire is to angle for support from Opposition
members and to see how far we can get with
them, the Government will be sadly mistaken.
I support the Bill and will have nothing less
than the Bill. The Government should stick
to the provisions of the RBill and reach a
decision on itg clauses. If Qpposition mem-
bers wish to disregard the decisions of the
recent Convention, well and good. Let them
do so—and the public will know about it,
For my part I am pledged to give effect to
the whole of the provisions of the Bill, and
I think every other Labour member is in the
rame position.

Mr. Thorn: Do not get heated!

Mr. J. HEGNEY: T am not heated at all.

Mr., SPEAKER: Order! I draw the hon.
member’s attention to the fact that the House
iz not disenssing the Bill but merely the
motion that hag been moved.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: I am opposed to the
motion. If it is necessary to deal with the
clange in the manner suggested, why did not
the Select Committee mention that phase?
The members of that hody could have sug-
gested redrafting the clause and presenting
the Bill in another form. Now, when we are
half way through the Committee stage, we
are asked to consider the paragraphs of
Clause 2 as though they were separate
clanses. Sorely the necessity could have
been foreseen by the Select Committee, par-
ticularly in view of the large number of
amendients on the notice paper. Surely it
is rossible to reach a decision on each para-
graph if we follow the ordinary procedure!?
Surely it is not necessary to suspend the
Standing Orders! T am entirely opposed to
the motian,

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: I sup-
port the motion for the very reason ihe
member for Middle Swan advanced in op-
position to it. I am in favour of the Bill as
it stands, I want to see the measure placed
before the Committee as simply as possible.
As for the argument advanced by the mem-
ber for Guildford-Midland that the method
proposed is an extraordinary procedure——

Mr. Marshall: It kas been followed several
times.
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. The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
Standing Orders provide for that procedure,
and that clearly shows that there is nothing
estraordinary about the proposal. OQur
Standing Orders are based on the procedure
of the Mother of Parliaments. The fact that
the Standing Orders make provision for this
course clearly shows that the time has arrived
when it is necessary to give effect to our
Standing Orders, and that is all that is pro-
posed. There is nothing extraordinary about
that. The member for Guildford-Midland
stated that this had never been done in his
time. He is so often away from the Chamber
that he may not have noticed that it had
been done. To hear him and the member for
Middle Swan speak, one would think that
the object of the move was to favour the

Opposition.

Mr. Thorn: One is the shadow of the
-other.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The

Government of the day can do just as much
as this House decides and only one thing
counts in that regard. That one thing is
not oratory nor yet is it grizzling; it is the
votes of members. When the division hells
ring and the votes are recorded, that decides
the issue. No such issue ean be decided on
the pround that the member for Guildford-
Midland believes in the proposal or disagrees
with it. For my part I am getting tired of
these lectures from the member for Guild-
ford-Midland who is not the only Labour
member in thizs House—but he ig one of the
few Labour members who think they are the
only ones. For my part I think the Premier
has done the right thing in seeking to place
‘Clanse 2 before the Committee as simply as
possible.

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

Ayes . - . R
Noes e . .. .. 2
Majority for .. .. 32
AVYES.

My, Berry Mz, Meedham

Mr, Borle Mr. Nulsen

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver Mr. Panton

Mr. Collier Mr, Patrick

Mr, Coverley Mr. Perking

Mr. Doney Mr, Samapscn

Mr, Fox Mr. Seward

Mr, Hawke Mr, Bhearn

WMr. W, Hegney My, Thorn

Mr, Hill Mr. Tonkin

Mr. Kernan Mr. Triat

Mr. Kelly Wr. Warner

Mr, Leahy Mr. Waite

Mr. Mann Mr. Willeock

Mr. Marshall Mr. Willmott

Mr. McDonald Mr. Withers

Mr. McLarty Mr. Cross

(Tatler.y
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NoOES.

Mr. J. Heguer ' Mr. Johason

{Teller.)
Mr. SPEAKER: I declare the question
‘oarried with the concurrence of an absolute
majority of the whole number of members
of the House.
Question thus passed,

Commitice Resumed.

Postponed Clause 2—Reference of mat-
ters to Parliament of Commonwealth:

Mr. WATTS: I wish to move an amend-
ment—

That at the beginning of Clausc 2 the words

¢“The following matters’’ be struck out, and
the words ‘‘Subject to the limitations and
conditions in this Act contained the fellowing
matters’’ inserted in lieu.
This is another amendment unanimously re-
commended by the Select Committee, I do
not know, Mr, Chairman, whether you would
rule that it is right to strike out the words
“The following matters” at the beginning of
the clause and re-insert them at the end.

The CHAIRMAN: One cannot delete
words and re-insert them if they have in
effect the same substance. The hon. member
could move for the insertion before the word
#The” of the words “Subject to the limita-
tions and conditions in this Act contained.”

Mr. WATTS: I ask leave to withdraw my
amendment.

The CHATRMAN: It has not been put,
Mr. WATTS: I now move an amend-

ment—

That before the word *‘The,”” at the be-
ginning of the clause, the words ¢‘Subject to
the limitations and conditions in this Aect con-
tained’? be ingerted.

The object of the amendment is quite clear.

Amendment pnt and passed.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will
now proceed to deal with the several para-
eraphs contained in the clause.

Paragraph (a)—The reinstateraent and
advancement of those who have heen mem-
bers of the Fighting Services of the Com-
monwealth during the war and the advance-
ment of the dependants of those members
who have died or been disabled as a con-
sequenee of the war:

Paragraph put and passed.

Paragraph (b)—Employment and unem-
ployment:

Mr, MeDONALD:
ment—

That after the word ‘‘employment’’ the
words ‘‘of unemployed persons on the con-

I move an amend-
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struetiop of national works, publie works, and
Jocal government works and the relief of un-
employed persons by occupational training and
insurance against’’ be inserted.

I have omitted certain words appearing in
my amendment as printed on the notice
paper; namely “by grants and loans {o them
of money or goods.” We now come to the
consideration of the specific heads of power
which the Bill seeks to transfer for a period
of years to the Commonwealth Parliament.
Paragraph (b) seeks to provide that for the
time mentioned the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment shall have legislative power over em-
ployment and unemploymenf. I seek to
amend paragraph (b) as stated in the
amendment which I have moved. As my
amendment appears on the notice paper it
is, I believe, similar to an amendment car-
ried in South Australia two weeks ago.
After considering the matter, bhowever, I
have omitted the words which I have quoted,
because it is my opinion that unemploy-
ment should be relieved by employment, and
not by sustenance payments or allotments
of goods, I do not wish to suggest to the
Commonwealth Parliament that unemploy-
ment should be relieved by grants of money
or by goods. I want the Committee for a
moment to consider what would be involved
by accepting the paragraph as printed. This
paragraph is if not the most important and
most far-reaching, certainly the second most
important and most far-reaching of all the
heads of power set out in Clause 2.

Firstly I desire to refer to evidence given
by the Solicitor General, Mr. J. L. Walker,
K.C,, before the Seleet Committee appointed
by this Chamber. Mr. Walker was asked,
in relation to employment and unemploy-
ment—

Beeing this matter was referred to the Com-
monwealth, is there any aspect of employment,
including determination of wages and condi-
tions of employment, in respeect of which the
Commonwealth could not legislate under this
power{

Mr. Walker answered—

No. The terms used are so vague and com-
prehensive that they will include every matter
ineidental or aneillary to employment and un-
employment and every other matter which they
can reasonably be deemed to connote.

IJn other words, the Soliciior General has
said that there would not be under this head
of power, if granted, any aspect of employ-
ment in respect of which the Commonwealth
Parliament could not legislate, and that in-
cluded in the powers referred would be the
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power to supersede the Industrial Arbitra-
tion Court of this State. Mr. Walker was
further asked by the Select Committee this
question—

Under this power, would the Commonwealth
determine the class or deseription of employ-
ment which could be lawfully pursued in the
State by any person or which could be offered
by any employer or any person?

The answer was—

In my view, yes.

Again this shows that in the opinion of the
Bolicitor (eneral the Commonwealth is given
power to determine the eclass or description
of employment which conld be lawfully pur-
sued inside this State. Again Mr. Walker
was asked, specifieally—

Would it be competent for the Commonwealth
under this power to legislate so that the State
Industrial Arbitration Court or any other in-
dustrial authority existing under State law
would cease to function?

Mr. Walker again answered—

In my view, yes.

Further, the Select Committee asked Mr.
Walker—

If the Commonwealth had this power, would
it include authority to legislate in regard to
unemployment insurance?

The Solicitor General’s answer was—

I am very doubtful.

Mr. Walker was further asked—

Has the Commonwealth unemployment in-
surance power under the existing Constitution?
Mr. Walker answered—

Possibly under Section 51, parapgraph 14
I am vergr do%btful. 51, paragraph 14, but
Therefore I say by way of eomment upon
the replies of the Solicitor (leneral that it
seems that at the present time it is possible
the Commonwealth has no power constitu-
tionally to set up unemploymeni insurance,
and even if the powers set out in paragraph
{b) of this clause were granted to the Com-
monwealth it is doubtful, even so, if power
would be confeired on the Commonwealth
Parliament to deal with unemployment in-
surance. For that reason, in the amendment
1 have moved, specific power is given to the
Commonwealth to provide for insurance
against unemployment; and by that means
the matter could be dealt with. We have seen,
from Mr. Walker’s evidence, that this power
if granted would cover every aspect of em-
ployment and unemployment in the State.

I turn now to the evidence given by Hon.
N. Keenan, K.C., speaking as a barrister to
the Select Committee. When asked in re-
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gard to what was comprehended in para-
graph (b), he expressed the following
views -

1t may be conservatively defined as embracing
every phase of our national life which is asso-
ciated with the inauguration or carrying-on of
jndustry. It would justify every form of legis-
lation dealing with industrial affairs, what in-
dustries are to be establighed and where, what
industries are to be pursued and where, who is
to engage in any particular industry and when,
Other counsel have expressed the opinion that
under this power it would be possible to
transfer men by foree of law from one dis-
trict to another and from ene State to an.
other, and this power would be in the hands
of the Commonwealth Government if para-
graph (b) were granted.

Mr. J. Hegney: Men were transferred
from one State to another during the de-
pression days owing to ecenomie conditions.

Mr. MeDONALD: Dr. Evatt, when asked
at the Convention what the power would in-
clode, said—

I regard this as a very great power.

He wounld say no more to define it. He re-
fused to define if, but he said—and his words
cannot be too much marked by the people
of Western Australin—

I regard this as a very great power.

T propose to take his word that he regarded
this as a very great power. We are con-
sidering a matter of great national import-
ance. We want to do so in g reasonable
frame of mind. We want fo have regard to
the responstbilities, present and fufure, of
the Commonwealth Parliament. We do not
want to lose sight of the rights and aspira-
tions of our State Parliament and of our
State as a self-poverning entity in the
future. Therefore, I do not want to exag-
rerate, but I take the word of Dr. Evatt
regarding employment and unemployment
that this is a very great power, and it is now
rought to be taken from the people of this
State and transferred to a Parliament sit-
ting in Canberra in which this State has a
very small representation. I would suggest
that this isx like the dismembering of the
Constitutional strueture of our State. Tt is
like the loss of an arm, or the loss of hoth
arms.

Hon. N, Keenan: Tt is the loss of every-
thing.

My, MeDOXALD: T am not going so far
as that. It may be the loss of evervthing.
We may be reduced to a physieal constitu-
tional hknlk, but I want fo he on the eon-
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scrvative side and T say it would be a dis-
memberment of our State as a self-govern-
ing entity. It is the loss of our right arm—
perhaps of our right arm and our right leg.
We would then have, from a constitutional
point of view, the remaining members to
earry on with in the future. I am looking
at the matter for the time being as if the
power is fto he tran=ferred permanent’s,

The Premier: That is very important.

Mr. McDONALD: It is proper that we
rhould consider that by the terms of this
Bill the powers are infended to be given for
a period, and that with the safeguards which
have heen put into the Bill on the recom-
mendation of the Select Committee there is
a reasonable chance that at all events either
of two things will happen: the period safe-
guard will operate or clse the Bill will be
wholly valueless,

The CHAIRMAXN: I dvaw the hon. mem-
ber’s attention to the faet that he is general-
ising. I wish he would keep to the ques-
tion, which deals solely with paragraph (b).
Full and Iiheral eonsideration will be given
1o members debaling but T do not think they
skould generalise on paragraphs. I hope
the hon. member will not elaborate too long
on these lines.

Mr. McDONALD: I was trying to explain
to the Committee my view, which is shared by
other people, that to pass this power under
paragraph (b) is to pass away a very large
part of the self-governing rights which this
State now possesses and it was my duty, be-
cause it is wrapped up with the operation
of this power, to refer to the fact that by
the terms of the Bill it is to be for a limited
period. But T hold the view—and 1 think I
might legitimately mention this without
fransgressing the rnles of relevancy—that
if it were not for the days through which we
are passing it wounld be incredible that the
peaple of any Stata should be asked to give
np any part of their self-governing rights
without being econsulted by a referendum.
Tt would be ineredihble that this Parliament
should assume to itself the right to give
away, even if only for a period of years,
the rights which ecvery citizen has under
the Constitution, withont reference to the
people.  But as things are today it has
heen agreed by the Convention and by the
Commonwealth Government—and T have no
quarrel with their decision—that it is not
desirnble to go to the people with such a
kighly controversial matter at a time when
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we are told the enemy is building up his
strength on the northern perimeter of Aus-
tralia. Therefore, even though it is for a
term—an indefinite term as the Bill is now
drawn, bug perhaps for many years—| feel
thai without an opportunity for the peopls
to express their opinion, this Parliamenl
cannot even for a terma dismember this State
85 a self-governing body.

The CHAIRMAN: I draw the hou. mem-
ber’s attention to the fact that we are only
discussing an amendment regarding employ-
ment and unemployment. I suggest that
when the question is put that the clause as
printed or amended be agreed to the general
debate in which he is now indulging venld
be appropriate, but it is premature at the
moment because we are dealing ouly with
the question of employment and unemploy-
ment under paragraph (b). I wouvld like
him to confine his remarks to the subject
matter before the Chair and withhold
gonoral eriticism until Tater.

Mr. MeDONALD: Al the words I have
said about the extent to which our seli-
governing rights would be lost relate only
to paragraph (b). I am not refervine to all
the other paragraphs but to the extent of
the reduetion of power which would be in-
volved by passing paragraph (b). I mention
that becanse I think the first thing I have
to do is to show why I think the Committee
ghould not vote for this paragrapb in the
form in which it is printed. If I may draw
one further parallel with regard to the posi-
tion of our State, should we transfer this
power set out in paragraph (b)—this verv
great power, to:repeat again Dr. Evatt's
words—I would say that the importance of
the transfer of this power from the State
as a self-governing authority, snbject always
to the specific rights of the Commonwealth
Parliament, would be comparable to a Bill
to transfer {o the jurisdietion of the Com-
monwealth Parliament all that part of the
State which lies below Kelmscott.

Mr. Needham: None of the States did a
good job with regard to unemployment dur-
ing the depression years!

Mr. MeDONALD: Not to be led inlo a
by-path, I would mention that there ap-
peared to be a very singular determination
on the part of the Commonwealth not to
lend any essistance during the last depres-
sion when unemployment was rife. Like the
Pharisee the Commonwealth passed by und
said, “This is no job of ours.”
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Hon. P. Coilier; The States were help-
less because the Commonwezlth controlled
finanece,

Mr. MeDONALD: The Commonwealth
held the purse-strings and it passed by and
said, “This iz not our responsibility; this is
a State affair.”

Hon. W. D. Johnson: The Commonwealth
was given that control by a referendum of
the people.

Mr. McDONALD: If we look to the past
we shall get very scant authority or prece-
dent for giving away these powers. I do not
want to look to the past. If I did this Bill
would go into the wastepaper basket in two
minutes. 1 want to look to the future and
to give the Commonwealth Government some
eredit—if it has some additional powers,
which I propose to give it—for treating this
State more suitably and fairly in the future
than it has done in the past. On its past
reeord it would not have a hope of gelting
tuppence-worth more power from this State.
For those reasons I would suggest that with-
out the people having had an opportunity
to express their opimiom, this Parliamenb
could not take the responsibility nor wounld it
be doing its duty if it did so, even for a de-
finite period of years, of dismembering the
Constitutional powers of this State as wonld
be done by passing paragraph (b). But I
realise that the post-war problem of return-
ing to eivil employment men and women
from the fichting services and hundreds of
thousands of men and women who have been
engaged in war work is a problem of mag-
nitude, and one in which the co-operation
and help and financial power of the Com-
monwealth Government should be associated
with the State. Therefore I suggest to the
Committee that it should give this power in
the form set out in the amendment I have
read. We do not want Commonwealth in-
terference when we have 100 per cent. em-
ployment. If we have 100 per eent. em-
ployment in this State, that is conelusive
evidence that the State is doing all it ean
for its people, but when we have unemploy-
ment something is there which should be
remedied if possible,

Mr. W. Hegney: How long is it since
there has been 100 per cent. employment in
any State?

“Mr. MéDONALD: We have never had it.

Mr, Hughes: We would have 101 per cent.
then.
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Mr. MeDONALD: Yes, because we have
many people employed whe should not be
employed, such as married women, but taking
normal times into consideration we do not
want the Commonwealth to interfere or to
help us when we have full employment of
all employable persons. But when we are
not able fo employ all the employable per-
sons there is something to be remedied, and
by this amendment we give the Common-
wealth power to come in and by national
works, by public and loeal government
works, and by vocational training to fit peo-
ple for employment, and by unemployment
insurance to co-operate with and help
the States in remedying any position of
unemployment that may exist. I think
that for the time being that is all Dr.
Evatt and the Commonwealth Parliament
require or that they need ask for. Let
me add this further word. This is pos-
sibly not the last reference of power
that this State will ever make to the Com-
monwealth Government, If at some future
time the Commonwealth Parliament and the
Commonwealth Government come to the
States and say, “You have given us certain
powers”"—such as this sought by this amend-
ment—*“hut they are not sufficient”; if they
say, ““We want this specific definife power,
the meaning of which we have clearly ex-
plained to you,” and if they explain the
reason they want the power and the way it
is going to be exercised, I think they are en-
titled justifiably to believe that the State
Parliaments will be prepared to co-operate.

If it can be shown that any further powers
are required to meet emergencies and diffi-
culties, let the Commonwealth Government
say what it wants, and this State, which has
always taken a national viewpoint in any
matter that is worth while, will not fail to
do any duty which may be cast upon it to
recognise the particular condition that may
exist. This power Dr. Evatt will not attempt
to define, because it is so comprehensive. The
term “employment and unemployment” re-
lates to every indusiry in Australia. On
this vitally important paragraph, the second
most important in the clause, we cannot con-
sult the people, and we should not, there-
fore, go to the extent of the power asked.
We know there is a large volume of opinion
in the State which is opposed to any further
transfer of powers to the Commonwenlth.
Only ten years ago we had the vote of the
whole of the people of the State who, by a
two to one majority, said they preferred to
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leave the Commonwealth altogether. We
should not take the responsibility of giving
away such a tremendous portion of the self-
governing rights of our people but, because
we cannot consult the people properiy by
referendum we can for a period justify the
responsibility of transferring the power in
the terms of my amendment.

The PREMIER: The question of employ-
ment and unemployment covers the whole
of the ramifications of our future well-being.
I do not desire to restrict the powers of the
Commonwealth Government to deal with this
highly important national! subjeet. The de-
pression of a decade ago was a catastrophe
which was beyond the eapacity of the States
to deal with in a satisfactory way. That
could only be dealt with adequately by the
Government of the nation. The position
after the war, when jt is proposed that these
powers will be utilised, will be even more
serious than it was during the time of the
depression, because about half of the work-
ing population of Australia—those who are
able to undertake remunerative employment
—are either on active service or engaged in
some kind of war work which, at the con-
clusion of hostilities, will very quickly ter-
minate, It may bo that for the purpose of
convenience soldiers will continue to be
mobilised for g vear or two because there
is nothing else to do with them. It may be
that some of the munition facteries will eon-
tinue to make munitions because it is desired
to build up a surplas of munitions of war.

When peace does come, there will be al-
most half the working population of Aus-
iralia to be fixed up in employment, and a
huge transfer of population from various
places. In Western Australia that position
may not be so bad gs in the other States.
In the other States there has heen an almost
complete denudation of the population of
conntry distriets, hecanse of the large num-
bers of persons who have come into the
metropolitan areas and become engaged inm
the production of munitions. That class
of employment will not be available at the
conelusion of the war. ¥ do noi propese to
limit the power of the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment in that respect. The amendment
says that the Commonwealth Government
ean only deal with wnemployed persons. Tt
may be necessary for those who are in em-
ployment to be transferred from some use-
less work to work that will be to the eco-
nomic benefit of the Commonwealth. Upon
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the successful and remunerative employ-
ment of the people of the nation depends
its whole prosperity, its future and its out-
look, Because the problem is of sueh magni-
tude and because so much depends upon
it, I think we would not be wise to limit the
power of the national Government to deal
with a question that must be considered in
a national way.

In the past an endeavour has been made
by the State to deal with this question. Here,
we have had people living on sustenance
allowances. In South Ausiralia about
£1,000,000 was spent in one year in doling
cut meney to people who otherwise could
not have existed. In this eountry we spent
hundreds of thousands of pounds on doles.
After two or three years of that sort of
thing, we unltimately emerged into the stage
when the position had improved, and we were
subsequently able to employ our people fuli
time. We want to be able to ensare the full-
time employment of all the people from the
very commencement of peace. We do not
want the economic waste of hundreds of
thousands of people not being in remunera-
tive employment. We cannot tackle such a
problem in a piecemeal fashion through the
1esources of the States, which have to go
to the Loan Council for all the money they
spend. During the last 12 months we had
our ability to raise revenue circumseribed by
the Commonwenlth Government, which took
over income taxation. I do not agres with
that but it is a fact, and we cannof ignore
it.

If we desired to give relief payments to
an army of unemployed, and the Treasurer
brought down a scheme for taxation which
the ecountry could bear, and which would
result in a certain amouni of money being
made available to the unemployed by way
of sustenance, that eould not be done. The
Commonwealth Government has taken away
the right to levy income taxation, and wa
depend upon what can be obtained through
the Commonwealth Government by means of
granis, if we get to that stage. Even though
a Commonwealth Government did say that,
so far as the States are concerned, unem-
ployment is their responsibility, the Common-
wealth Government now says that it will be
responsible for employment and unemploy-
ment. Having suggested that it should
undertake the responsibility, and in view
of the magnitude of the task, I consider the
States would he well-advised to give that
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power to the Commonwealth. If we find
that it is abusing the power in a way that
was not expected and is detrimental to the
Btates, I point ont that it is only for a eom-
paratively short time. Every single thing
that is to be done in regard to this power
will have to be legislated for by the Com-
monwealth Parliament.  During the time
when that legislation is going through, if we
think the powers will be detrimental to us,
or will be used detrimentally to us, we ¢an
make an effective protest. I do not think
the Commonwealth Government is out to
victimise the citizens of any State.

Mr. Doney: We are nof too sure upen
that point.

The PREMIER: Although I might be
opposed to some party that may be in con-
trol of the national Parliament, I do not
think it would be so small-minded as de-
liberately to set out to do any injury to the
people of Australia.

Hon. N. Keenan: What did wvou think
last November?

The PREMIER : Last October, it was. In
order to impress the Commonwealth Govern-
ment in regard to some power which it was
proposed to take for all time, we had to
diseuss what had been done, what might be
done, and what could be done. I do not
think any of those things eould be done in
five years. Those things that have worked
out detrimentally to Western Australia un-
der Federation have been evolved over a
long time. Five years is a short time in the
history of the comntry in which political
events ean occur. While people have short
memories, I think their memories generally
last for five years in regard to most political
events.

Mr. Seward: It did pot take the Common-
wenlth long to bring in the wheat restriction
regulation against Western Australia.

The PREMIER : No, but farmers in West-
ern Australia are getting something that is
not being given to farmers in other States;
they are being paid for the restriction of
areas,

The CHAIRMAN: I draw the attention
of the Premier to the faet that this pars-
graph does not deal with primary produets.

Mr. Thorn: And our farmers are still
waiting to be paid that compensation.

The PREMIER: I oppose the amend-
ment because the provision must be very
wide and we must not eircumscribe the power
of the Commonwealth to deal effectively
with the problem of unemployment. The
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Drafting Committee at the Convention
wanted a limitation, but all the suggestions
were open to objection. We could not get
agreement in the matter of limitation, In
view of the magnitude of the problem con-
fronting us, that of re-instating in remunera-
tive employment the men engaged in the
war, we would be unwise to limit the power
beyond the present restriction.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSOXN: The member
for West Perth pointed out that Dr. Evatt,
speaking on behalf of the Commonwealth
Government, deseribed this as a very great
power. I agree with that. The hon member
desires to limit that power whereas I wish
to make it full and complete.

Mr. Doney: And, I take it, permanent
too!

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: If we give com-
plete power, the authority that aceepts it
must aceept complete responsibility. This
means that the matter of employment and
unemployment will become the prerogative
and the respousibility of the Commonwealth.
During the depression period, we broke very
badly. We could not do justice to those
who were in a pitiable condition, and eould
not go elsewhere for assistance to do what
was merely human justice. The member for
West Perth went further and said the re-
ference of this power would dismember the
Constitution. I want it to be dismembered.
Over the years we hagd poverty in the midst
of plenty and 1 believe this will eure that
condition of affairs. We must stop for all
time attempting the seemingly impossible
task of adjusting production to the needs
of the eommunrity. There is only one way
to do this and that is to coneentrate the re-
sponsibility for adjustment in one central
authority. The States cannot do it and, if
we do something that will dismember what
has existed in the past, we shall be doing
something to relieve unemployment which
has proved so disastrous to the people.

This is one portion of the Bill that should
not be limited. The reference should be
made camprehensive and wide, Generally
speaking words limit the scope and, the more
words we put jnto the paragraph, the less
the scope will be. The fact of this heing a
very great power is due to the brief refer-
enece contained in the paragraph “employ-
ment and unemployment.” I am proud of
this paragraph; I am glad that it i3 wide
and comprehensive. I believe that when this
power is given to the Commonwealth,
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poverty in the midst of plenty will no more
prevail in this country. It will give power
to the Commonwealth to regulate the posi-
tion not only in the States but also as be-
tween States, and to do everything humanly
possible from an Anstralian point of view
to relieve distress. On the second reading
debate I pointed out the troubles we ex-
perienced during the depression and the pri-
vations that accompanied uncmployment,
and the need for new activities and for a
central nuthority to introduce them. There
was no anthority to put works in band to
relieve unemployment.

Knowing that we failed on that oecasion,
that tens of thousands of people suffered,
that children were undernourished, that many
homes were under-furnished and lacking in
beds, that men were unable to work hecause
of the weakness of their frames, all this on
account of poverty prevailing in a country
of plenty, let us not repeat the mistake.
The only way is fo centralise this responsi-
bility and let the Commonwealth stand up
to the job. Let us give the Commonwealth
an opportunity to carry out this responsi-
bility by passing the paragraph in the words
whieh eame from the Convention, and which
in my opinion were deliberately inserted se
that there would he no limit upon the respon-
sibility of the Commonwealth in regard to
cmployment and unemployment.

Hon, N. KEENAN: The paragraph con-
sists of three words “employment and un-
employment” and the object of the amend-
ment is to elucidate the subject-matter to
be transferred to the Commonwealth. This
is referred to as the transfer of a power,
but it is really a subject-matter. That
however, is merely a matter of precision of
language. What is the meaning of “emplor-
went” in the Bill? From the ohservations
of the Premier one would imagine that it
related to the provision of employment, and
I notice in his rcport that it is thus spoken
of. But that is not the meaning of the word
ag it stands in the Bill,

The Premier: It could mean that.

Hon. N. KEENAN: If means that and
a lot more.

Honr. W. D. Johnson: It means every-
thing.

Hon. X. KEENXAN: The Premier and th2
Minister for Lahour spoke of it as implying
the provision of employment, but in the Bill
it means everything connected with indus-
try.  As the Solicitor General told the
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Select Committee, it means the right to
determine what industry is to be followed
in Western Australia and what is not. We
would be foolish if we did not recognise
that fact. It might go so far as to say
that the alunite deposits in Western Ans-
tralia shall not be worked.  Already the
statement has been made that these deposits
are located too far from the coast. It would
give the right to say what individuals shall
be employed in industry. In fact, there is
no possible limit to the meaning. It is as
wide as the sky and there would be no fune-
tion left for the State Government to dis-
charge. The job of the member for Guild-
ford-Midland would disappear; we wonld
have no right to remain sitting here. What
would be the position of the State if we
in fact had no power whatever regarding
industrial development, granting assistanee
to industries or any matter connected with
the following or pursuit of industries. We
a5 a Parliament would have no right what-
ever to exist. We would be drawing our
salaries on the fallacious idea that we were
governing the State, but the people would
realise the trne position. They would not
kecp members here and pay them for
nothing.

Hon. W. D. Johnson:
about another place.

Hon. N. EEENAN: There would be no
power whatever to influence the destiny of
the State. We are to make this reference
under the idea that it i1s for the purpose of
providing employment, to use the language
of the Premier. The reference, however,
must be interprefed in its general sense—
& sense that has not been defined. It em-
braces everything. Every possible phase
of our industrial and commercial life—be-
cause emplovment extends heyond industry
—would he entirely under the conirol of
the Commonwealth Parliament and there
would be no justification for our exist-
ence as a Parliament. Tt may be dif-
fiemlt to bring hefore the minds of
members the colossal ambit of this term.
T ventured hefore to refer to a matter which
llustrates it. The whole matter at Canberra
was a tactical struggle. A document was
handed to the delegates—the Premier and
the Leader of the Opposition—which had
been furnished by Professor Bailey, Sir
Robert Garran and Sir George Knowles. In
that document they gave an explanation why
this wide indefinite term should be wused.

To say nothing
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What is the explanation they gave? They
said that under the defence power, which
at present is operating and will operate until
peace is declared, very great powers are en-
joyed by the Parliament of the Common-
wealth, but not enongh, because the Com-
monwealth had had an experience, in the
course of the exercise of the defence power,
of certain regulations promulgated under it.
One regulation prohibited public holi-
days, except where such holidays were al-
lowed by the Manpower Commissioner of a
State. The regulation prohibited the allow-
anee of statufory holidays unless, as 1 said,
they were allowed by the Manpower Com-
missioner of a State. A holiday was not
allowed in Vietoria, and the Viectorian Gov-
ernment, through the appropriate ehannels,
made application to the High Court to have
the regnlation disallowed on the ground that
it did not refer fo and was not based on any
possible construction of the word “defence,”
the civilians concerned heing admitt-
edly not connected in any way with war
work. This is the position that wag taken
up by the Maonpower Commissioner in Vie-
toria. ITe said, “It is immaterial to us alto-
gether whether the worker is engaged in war
work or not engaged in war work; we order
him not to have a holiday, notwithstanding
that it is a statntory holiday, and we say
our word is the law and must prevail.” But
the High Court held the opposite view. It
held wnanimously that there was no possible
reason for saying that war work would be
in any way affected by the granting of the
holiday and that the Manpower Commis-
sioner had no power to interfere, whether
the person who could have enjoyed the holi-
day was a servant of the State or a servant
of a private employer. That point was im-
material. The workers were not within the
scope of any action of the Commonwealth
Parliament under the power of defence. The
three learned gentlemen to whom I have re-
ferred complained of that decision and said
it was handicapping—handicapping '—the
power of the Commonwealth Government
and the power of the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment. In the reference which they made to
it they said, “This deficiency would be reme-
died--remedied !—by the adoption of this
statute,” whiech was then being disenssed.
Mr, Patrick: They did not want that for
the post-war period. They want it now.
Hon. N, KEENAX: The moment this Bill
becomes law, if it is passed in its present
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form, then according to Professor Bailey,
Sir George Knowles and Sir Robert Garran
the Commonwealth Parliament will have
power to do what I have jusi said the High
Court ruled it could not do, and the Com-
monwealth Government would have the
power not only in wartime but so long as
this statuie remained effective. In other
words, the Commonwealth Parliament would
have it for many years in peacetime; in my
helief, for ever.
The Premier: What a terrible calamity!

Hon. N. KEENAX: Is it not a calamity?

The Premier: No. Is it a calamity for a
State employee to be kept at work in war-
time?

Hon. N. KEENAN: Docs the Premier
understand that? Does he not find fault
with an outside power that ean come in and
say to the State, “We have no right to in-
terfere on any ground of war consideration,
but we are going to interfere and we are
going te order you, a public servant or a
public worker, or the worker for a private
employer, who is entitled to a statutory holi-
day, notwithstanding that you have no work
at all to do in conncetion with the war and
notwithstanding that your taking of the
holiday will make no difference at =all to
the defence of the eountry, we are going,
in the exercise of this power, to order yom
to continue working. If we pass this Bill,
we will over-ride all State laws and regula-
tions and take charge. We will not allow
the State Government to have any say in
industrial matters,” And the Premier is
going to defend that! He is going to tell
the people that he is prepared to hand over
to an outside authority, to one they will
never be in touch with, to one 2,000 miles
away, a right which they at present enjoy
and which has heen given to them by their
own Parliament and Government under cir-
cumstances as the law stands today. I am
not prepared to take np that position., It
means giving up every vesfige of authority.
It means the complete surrender of our
State rights. It means that we have ack-
nowledged we are unfit to govern; and if
we acknowledge that we are unfit to govern,
why do we stay here?

Why do not we get ont and say, “We are
uynfit to govern; let us go, and let those fit
to govern come in”? TWhat does the mem-
ber for West Perth want to do by his
gmendment? He does not want to limit in
the slightest degree the right of the Com-
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monwealth Parliament to take every step
which in its wisdom it may deem right to
provide employment, to use the words of
the Premier and the Minister for Labour.
But he does want to prevent the Common-
wealth Parliament from using this wide and
indefinite term. Dr. Evatt would not pre-
tend to interpret it. Why should he? He
said, “Go to the High Court.” How on
earth that was allowed to be said to this
Convention without being challenged I can-
not understand. Dr. Evatt says, “Go to the
High Court.”

The Premier; If the Commonwealth uses
the power wrongly.

Hon. N. KEENAN: This exeeedingly
docile Convention bowed its head and said,
“That is sufficient for us, we acecept it.”
Then we are asked to end the Government
of this State by the people of this State by
passing this particular paragraph. It means
the end of the Government by the people
of the State. There was a depression in
1930 which arose not from the previous war,
as has so often been said, but from condi-
tions in the industrial world that would have

oceurred had there never been a war., It

arose from the diseovery of many new and
improved methods of manufacture, which
unfortunately led to the dismissal of workers
and the substitution of machinery for the
hand of man. That is what brought about
the depression. The colossal output which
took place and for which there was no pos-
sible buying power, coupled with the dis-
missal of a very large number who were en-
gaged in industry before the machine age
had been fully developed, led to the de-
pression.

The Premier; We have had all those
labour-saving appliances since the depres-
sion and still we are not in depressed con-
ditions.

Hon. N. KEENAN: I like to hear what

_the Premier says, as it is pertinent and full

of sense; but interjections from other parts
of the Chamber are not so. Unfortunately
those interjectors have a louder voice than
bas the Premier. I do not wish to be dis-
courteous to the Premier, but T did not hear
what he said. This is a very serious matter
and one with which we should not deal for
one moment in any jocular vein. I repeat,
onee we pass this Bill in its present printed
form, we shall eommit suicide as far as the
government of this State is concerned. We
had better recognise that and say that that
is what this proposal amounts to. We want
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to commit suicide, like the soldiers of Japan,
who seem to deem it a great honour and
pleasure to commit suicide. But we want
to commit suicide at a time when we have
no authority from the people of the State,
The only authority we have is that which
we have given fo ourselves by an extension
of our life, and we are proposing to throw
away the rights of the people by a bare
majority of a rnmp Parliament on the floor
of this House.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I am
sorry I have to say my few words in the
heavy and depressing atmosphere which al-
ways exists following upon the pronounce-
ment of a death sentence, which the mem-
ber for Nedlands has just passed upon this
Parliament. His speech, in its general argu-
ment, has some merit, but this was entirely
destroyed by the feeble example upon whivh
be spent some time, the example being that
of a Commonwealth regulation in respect of
eompulsory holidays for publie servanis in
Victoria having been subsequently found by
the High Court to be non-enforeeable. That
was really a terrible happening! It was a
frightful misuse of the Commoniwealth’s war-
time power, or of a power which the Com-
monwealth believed it possessed during war-
time!

Mr. Watts: It indieates a great desire to
interfers unnecessarily, all the same.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I think
not. If the Leader of the Opposition were
more fully aware of the reason for a general
prohibition of holidays to everybody, he
might appreciate the motive behind the ae-
tion of the Commonwealth Government in
prohibiting the granting of holidays to any-
body.

Mr, Watis: In that partienlar case it was
prohibition. The Victorian Government had
granted the holiday.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: It was
a prohibition of the taking of a holiday on
a certain day by the Victorian Government
servants. The Commonwealth Government
sought to prohibit those public servants from
having a certain statutory holiday. It mat-
ters not! The fact is that the Common-
wealth Government issned a regulation to
say that on what was a statutory publie
holiday in Victoria, the workers to whom it
applied should work.

Hon. N. Keenan: It did not say tbat the
workers on war work—
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The MINISTER FOR LABQOUR: I am
not talking about war work. The Common-
wealth Government issned a regulation to
say that the workers in the State of Vie-
toria, irrespective of whether they were en-
gaged in way work, and entitled to a statu-
tory holiday, should not have it; that they
shou’d work on that day.

Mr. Seward: When the cause of the holi-
day was removed.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Why
was the reguiation issued?

Mr. Watts: Goodness only knows!

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I hope
I shall be able to give the Leader of the
Opposition some itea of the motive behind
it.

Mr. MeDonald:
five days at Easter?

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I am
not aware of what we will have at Easter.
As members know, workers engaged in war
industries get very few holidays and they
work a good deal of overtime and become
weary, discontented and dissatisfied at times.

Myr. Seward: So do the soldiers.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Yes!

Mr. Seward: They do not get paid over-
time.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: We
need nof bring them into this argument. I£
liberal holidays are allowed to public ser-
vants, for instanee, and other workers not
engaged on war work, especially when the
holiday is given for the purpose of allow-
ing these non-way industry workers to go
to the Melbourne Cup—

Mr. Seward: It was not being run on
that day.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: 1t
might not have been.

Mr. Seward: It was not.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Irre-
spective of whether it was or was not, the
faet is that the public servants of Vietoria
would have been given a holiday for no-
thing—a holiday to wander around and do
anything that they cared to do. It is only
natural that if public servants and men en-
gaged in industries not of a war character
are given all the statutory holidays that
operated in peacetime, the workers in the
war industries would become even more dis-
satisfied with being deprived of a number
of such holidays and being called upon to
work overtime.

Are we going to have



2628

Mr. Watts: But you have it the wrong
way round.

The MINISTER FOR LABOTUR: Xo, I
have not., The Commonwealth Governmeni
in an endeavour to see that people in this
community did more work in wartime than
in peacetime eancelled, or sought to cancel,
a number of peacetime public holidays, so
that the publie servants and the like would
not have asg many public holidays in wartime
as in peacetime.

My, Watts: The Commonwealth Govern-
ment did not seek to cancel it on this oceca-
sion, but sought to grant it against the wish
of the Victorian Government.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: That
may be. What I am trying to point out to
members is that, in connection with the can-
cellation of publie holidays by the Common-
wealth Government under its regulations, the
main motive has been to ensure that workers
outside of war industries shall be employed
more fully than they were in the days of
peace. That applied at Christmas when the
Commonwealth issued its holiday regulations
under which January lIst, New Year's Day,
was not a holiday for the first time in the
history of Australia. So it can be under-
stood that the use of powers of this de-
scription have hehind them altogether praise-
worthy motives. They are put into operation
in an endeavour to obtain from every worker
in the eommunity—especially those not en-
gaped on war work—more service than they
were called upon to give in peacetime. The
member for Nedlands appealed almost en-
tirely to the doubts and fears of members
and the general public. He told us that if
the referenee set out in the Bill is made
to the Commonwealth, the Commonwealth
may do all sorts of terrible things. He did
not tell us of anything very terrible that it
had Qone, or might do.

Mr. Watts: It has never had such a power
as this,

The MINISTER FOR LABOTUR:
did have the power, what could it do?

Mr. Watts: Heaven only knows; we will
find out too late under your scheme!

The MINTSTER FOR LABOUR: That i
the answer—ITeaven only knows!

. Mr. Patrick ; That is practically what Dr.
Xvatt said.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: That
simply goes to show that in spite of all these
terrible things which the member for Ned-
lands has spread before us this afternoon,

it it
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and as a possible consequence of which he
has pronounced the death sentence upon us,
no-one is able to suggest anything specifie
of a terrible nature that the Commonwealth
ig likely to do in the exercise of this power.

Mr. Beward: There are a terrible lot of
things that it might do that it would not de.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I take
it that this Parliament, for the last 40 vears,
has had this power in regard to employ-
ment and unemployment. What terrible
things has it done in the exercise of this
power?

Mr. Watts: That is quite a different story.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: It
seems to me that it is not a different story
at all.

Hon. N. Keenan: We are answerable to
the people of Western Australia.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: And
the Commonwealth Parliament is answerable
to the people of Australia.

Hon. N. Kecnan: Not of Western Auys-
tralia.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: The
reople of Western Australia are part of
the people of Australia. I eannot imagine
that the Commonwealth Government, or any
State Government, would do such terrible
things under this power, I ecannot imagine
what the Commonwealth eonld do that would
create the enlamity running so wildly in the
mind of the member for Nedlands. We enn
all remember the last depression period. The
member for Nedlands ought to remember it
very well as he was a member of the State
Ciovernment at the time. TUnless some power
is given to the Commonwealth aathority in
respect of employment and wnemployment
we will see another period of depression
after this war, as we did in 1931-32 and
the following years.

Mr. Watts: It did not take place until
ten years after the war.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: It did,
as a matter of fact. There was very severe
uncmployment in Western Australia soon
after the last war, and in scveral of the
other States.

Mr. Watts: T am referring to the de-
pression,

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: There
was an early or immediate post-war de-
pression.

Mr. Fox: In 1921!

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Yes,
and I think it might well be said, despite
what the member for Nedlands told us, that
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the depression of 1931-33 was a legacy of
the war intensified, may he, to some extent
by the factors he mentioned. In the past
the Commonwealth has bad the finaneial
ability and power to deal with unemploy-
ment, but the legislative and administrative
responsibilities have always been vested in
the States. Previously, thercfore, in respect
of unemployment and employment, we have,
as it were, had divided authority, with the
result that unemployment has never been
dealt with to the extent we would all desire.
We hear a lot in connection with this para-
graph about the possibility of the liberty of
the individual being interfered with. We are
told that someone might be ordered by the
Commonwealth authorities to go to Lake
Campion and work in the potash industry,
and what a terrilic interfercnce that would
be with the liberty of the individuval. I
would like members to turn over in their
minds for a moment just what the liberty
of the individual was worth in the years
1931-33.

The Minister for Mines: He was at liberty
to starve,

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Yes,
he was, and his wife and children were at
liberty to suffer all the grievous econse-
quences of nnemployment and absence of
income. 8o I say that, whilst we ean all
agree wilth the definition of the member for
Nedlands, this paragraph gives tremendous
rower to the Commonwealth in the matter
of employment and uvnemployment. TUnless
tremendous power and authority were given
to the Parliament or Government concerned
it could not adequately deal with the prob-
lem of nnemployment, or provide against it.
If we limit this and hand over to the Com-
monwealth Government some lesser power
with which to deal with employment and
unemployment, we will find the same griev-
ous trouble existing soon after this war that
we found soon after the last war, and again
in the terrible depression period from 1930
to 1936. The Commonwealth Government
will have to pass legislation after this power
is referred to it, and it will obtain from that
legislation

Mr. Watts: Power to make regulations by
the million.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: It may
obtain power to make regulations if the
Commonwealth Parliament grants that
power, just the same as the Government of
the State could obtain power to make regu-
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lations if the Parliament of the State were
willing to give the power.

Mr. Watts: But not so easily, from past
experience !

The MINISTER FOR LABQOUR: I still
submit that all the terrible things the mem-
ber for Nedlands snggested could or might
e done under this power is an appeal to
the fear and doubts sown widely in this
State in recent weeks. The Commonwealth
wants this power to ensurc that in the
futare—particularly in the post-war period
—Australia will noet be cursed with an
unemployment problem such as was ex-
perienced in the depression period and
after the last war. It wants power lo
provide against that contingeney. We can-
not give it tao mueh power to provide against
that possibie calamity which is the one I see
and fear, and which most people in Aus-
tralia see and fear. I think nearly everyone
in the community visuvalises the prob-
ability, soon after this war ends, of a ter-
rible unemployment problem in Australia,
and that is what the people are anxious to
provide against. They want some authority
with financial power and abi'ity to be loaded
with the responsibility of providing against
the development of a tragic unemployment
problem in the early rost-war years.

We all know that under this power the
Commonwealth, if it was mad enough to pass
legislation, eould do so Lo provide for all
sorts of erazy things. It could say in ons
of its Acts of Parliament, or regulations,
that the member for Nedlands should be
transferred to some job in the middle of
Australia. If we, as a State Parliament,
doring the last 40 years had been mad
enough we eould have provided for things
of that description under the employment
and unemployment legislative power that we
had. Sueh things bave not been provided
for, and are not done. They are not likely
to be done by any Commonwealth Parlia-
ment, It would not he mad enough to at-
tempt to do anything of the sort. The C'om-
mittee shonld take a sensible view of this
proposal.

Mr, Waits: That is what T want it to do,
too.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Every
member should keep in mind the reason why
this power is sought by the Commonwealth
Government, Ifs main reason is that the
Commonwealth shounld have power to legis-
late and thereby be able to ensure that after
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the present war there shall not be an un-
employment problem of any conseguence in
Anstralia.

Mr. WATTS: T am sorry that there have
not been more Government members in the
Chamber to hear the observations made by
the Minister for Labour. I am sure they
would have derived much comfort from thew
had they been present to hear the very satis-
faetory explanation—satisfactory to the
Minister but, I fear, to no-one on the Oppe-
sition side of the House—regarding the con-
siderations surrounding the proposal em-
hodied in the Bill. I do not want to dwell
on the peculiar things one might anticipate
a Commonwealth Parliament or a Common-
wealth Government doing, irrespective of the
political eolour that may attach to it, if it
had the powers songht to he conferred on
it. On the other hand, I cannot lose sight
of the faet that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has done some extraordinary things
under the powers it possesses by its defence
authority. There is the case of the Vie-
torian Publiec Service and the public holiday
question, which has been made almost u
cause celebre by the Minister for Labour
who, however, presented the case the wrong
way round. He endeavoured to prove that
the Commonwealth Government sought to
prohibit the publie servanis of Vietoria from
taking a holiday, and he instaneed sound
reasons why that prohibition should have
taken effect because of the dissatisfaction
that would have been created amongst many
w2r workers, who would not have enjoyed
the holiday. If that had heen the real posi-
tion, there would have heen some justifiea-
tion for the views expressed by the Minister;
but it was not the position at all.

Here are the actual cirenmstaneces, which
are well known to very many people, and
which T ascertained for my own satisfaction
when T was in the Eastern States. First 1
wiu~ given the five judgments delivered by
the judges of the Federval High Court. I
read each of them and each of the jndges
made some reference to this partienlar ease.
Snhsequently I inquired further on the sub-
iect when T visited the offices of the Crowa
Law Department of Victoria. As members
are aware, Melbourne Cup Day has heen for
many years a Tuesday. Races on weck
days have been prohibited or prevented hy
the Commonwealth Government. TUnder
Vietorian legislation, there is authority
for the Governor to proclaim, in addition to
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certain statutory holidays, any partienlar
day a holiday. In years past, Melbourne
Cup Day, which has been almost a national
day throughout Australia, has been a Tues-
day, and it hag heen the custom of the Vie-
torian Government to proclaim that day a
public holiday.

Mzr. Seward: Within a radius of 25 miles
from the G.P.0., Melbourne.

Mr. WATTS: I believe there was some
provision to that effect. The point is that
the Victorian Government proclaimed that
particular day a public holiday year after
year. Last year it was decided that there
should be no Melbourne Cup run on a Tues-
day and, under the Commonwealth National
Security Regulations, the race had to be
held on a Saturday, or not at all. The Vie-
torian Government declined to proelaim the
Melbourne Cup Day holiday on a Tuesday,
as in former years. The Commonwealth
National Security Regulations were promul-
gated setting out that that day should be a
public holiday, and against that provision
the Victorian Government appealed success-
fully to the Federal High Court. The Vie-
torian Government held that if Melbourne
Cup Day was to be proclaimed a holiday and
the race was to be held on a Saturday, that
was the day that should he proclaimed as a
public holiday. Henee, it would nof pro-
claim the Tuesday as a public holiday. The
High Court agreed with the view taken by
the Vietorian Government, That is an ex-
ample of the type of experience we are likely
to have if the Commonwealth Government
should be vested with this proposed auth-
ority in peacetime. This instance was
brought forward apparently by the member
for Nedlands as an example of what we
may expect.

When the Convention was sitting in Can-
berra, I was anxious to asecertain from Dr,
Evatt, as far as I could, exaetly what he
had in mind when he included this partien-
lar power in the proposed legislation. He
had made a statement earlier in the proceed-
ings, which statement has been referred to
by the member for West Perth, and I had
expressed ab various times my dissatisfaction
with the idea of the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment having power of this character. I
therefore moved an amendment that the
power should not include the determining
of wages and conditions of employment. Dr.
Evatt asked me not to press my amend-
ment. If he did not want the amendment
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pressed, musi it not be clear to members, as
clear az the sun in the sky, that he intended
to use that power for the purpose of fixing
wages and conditions of employment? If
it was an unsuitable amendment to his mind,
it was obviously so because he intended to
use the power for the purpose I have sug-
gested. One can arrive at no other logieal
conclusion, and the amendment was not
moved with any anticipation of its being
carried. I had sized up the position as it
was when the Drafting Committee had re-
turned to the Convention. The Federal mem-
bers were talking about its being a matter
for the States. The State Premiers and
Dr. Evatt and Mr. Hughes were alleged to
be unanimous regarding i, and the rest of
us were not in the running. In those e¢ir-
cumstances, the amendment, from the stand-
point of amending the proposed legislation,
was useless; but I wanted to ascertain if I
could what were Dr., Evatt’s views on this
question, and I thought I couwld perhaps
achieve that object by moving an amendment
which seeks to ecireumscribe the powers
sought by taking away some measure of
control respecting the fixation of wages and
conditions of employment.

So I say it is intened to utilise these
powers that have been referred to for the
very purpose I have suggested. Some years
ago it is alleged that the hon. member who
so ably preceded me in my present seat on
the front Opposition bench soggested that
it might be advisable, in the interests of the
industries of this State—I did not agree with
him and have not done so on the point—if
there were a Federa] basic wage applicable
to those industries. That is what I have
been told; I was not present to bhear him
make the statement at the time, but it has
been suggested to me that that was the point
of view he expressed. Government members,
both on the hustings and in the House, made
frequent references to that observation.
Why? Because the Federal basic wage was
then and has usually been lower than the
basic wage determined in Western Australia
by the State’s own tribunal

Hon. P. Collier: That helped us win one
election.

Mr. WATTS: Precisely. The Federal
basiec wage, as I say, has been, and uvsually
is, lower than the State basic wage. Al-
though there may have been nice ealeula-
tions carried out as to the eost of living on
the Federal basis, from the point of view of
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the worker who has to buy the goods he re-
quires for himself and his family, the basis
on which he has to pay and the prices
charged for those goods are what conecern
him. The fact is that, irrespective of differ-
ential calculations, the Federal basic wage
today is 4s. or 5s. lower for the Perth dis-
triet than is the State basic wage for the
same area. Notwithstanding that fact, we
have this extraordinary change of front.
No-one for one moment would aceuse the
Opposition of not wishing to retain the
power and authority of the State Arbitra-
tion Court. We wish to ensure that that
authority eannot be taken away from our
State tribunal. I have already said that
Dr. Evait himself may desire to interfere in
these matters, and T have always claim:d
that such interference is unjustifiable,

Presuamably, although the actual considera-
tions have not changed, members opposite
are prepared to accept the idea of altering
their point of view and aceepting, notwith-
standing the facts before them, the distinet
possibility of the workers of Western Aus-
tralia being committed to a basic wage con-
trolled by the Federal authority, which wage
has been, and still is, considerably less than
the basic wage fixed by the State authority.
I eannot for the life of me appreciate why
there has been this change of front. I ean-
not understand why it is that now there
should bée such enthusiasm and energy dis-
playved in taking action that is definitely
detrimental to Western Australia and which
I believe is detrimental, and will continue to
be detrimental, to the workers concerned. T
have no gnarantee, nor has any other mem-
her here any such guarantee, that under the
Federal proposal in regard to the determina-
tion of wages and working conditions, the
position will be any better, and it could well
be worse, than the State determinations
which have existed in the past and which
exist today. Not because I have any fear
of anyone being transferred to Alice Springs
or elsewhere against his will, but for the
reasons 1 have given, I propose to continue
opposing the transference of the powers
covered in thig paragraph. Turning now for
a moment to the amendment moved by the
member for West Perth, the Minister for
Labour said that the reason this power was
desired was to prevent Australia being
cursed with unemployment as it was after
the 1914-18 war. I sobmit that the amend-
ment moved by the member for West Perth
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will give the Commonwealth Parliament
every opportunity to legislate along the lines
desired.

If members accept my point of view that
it is essential not to give the Commenwealth
Government power over the determination
of wages and the regulation of conditions of
cmiployment, then all that is required is the
right to legislate for and about unemplox-
ment, and the amendment will give the Com-
monwealth Government ample opportunity
to do just that very thing. The amend-
ment will also cover another point respeét-
ing whieh the Solicitor General expressed
doubt as to whether authority was given fo
deal with another matter affecting employ-
ment and unemployment—I refer to unem-
ployment insurance. The member for West
Perth has remembered, as I did, when deal-
ing with that section of the Bill, the doubt
expressed by the Solicitor General and we
bhave asked the Committee to include unem-
ployment insurance ag well as the power to
deal with employment and the relief of un-
employment, I believe the Commonwealth
Government will be well served if it secures
the powers proposed in the amendment
moved by the member for West Perth. The
people of this State, and especially the
workers of this State, will have cause to
thank the member for West Perth if he pre-
ventg the paragraph from going through as
printed.

Hon. N. KXEENAN: I wish to ask the
Premier and the Minister for Labour what
they had in mind when submitting a special
report in the course of their duties as mem-
bers of the Select Committee, Paragraph
(b) contains the words “provide employ-
ment where necessary.” We on this side
have no objection te power being given; on
the contrary, we approve of power being
given to the Commonwealth Parliament {o
provide employment; but we object to hand-
ing over the whole subject of employment
to the Commonwealth Parliament, since that
snbject includes other matters of far-
reaching importance. I would also like to
refer to an observation of the Minister for
Labour when he was commenting on the
fact that the State Parliament possessed
this power and had possessed it ever since
it received responsible Government in 1899,
snd had never abused it; and the hon.
gentleman went on to ask why should the
Commonwealth abuse it? The answer almost
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stares one in the face. If the State Parlia-
ment ever dared to abuse the power, it
would have to answer for {hat abuse to the
people of Western Austraiia, who have the
power to turn Parliament cut and instal
another Parliament which would immediately
alter everything that had been done by the
previons Parliament. But the opinion of the
Western Australian people would not matter
in the slightest regarding what was done by
the Commonwealth Parlinment. Every singie
Parliament of Western Australia is based on
the approval of the people of this State.
If a Parliament does not receive and retain
that approval, it will very soon end. Who-
ever controls Western Australian industry,
controls the whole destiny of the State.

Mr. SEWARD: If the Bill goes through
containing this paragraph as it now appears,
it will be a dire calamity for Western Ans-
tralia,  Agecordingly I have no hesitation
whatever in supporting the amendment of
the member for West Perth. The Minister
for Labour has repeatedly interjected ask-
ing “What dire things will the Commor-
wealth Parliament do to Western Australia
if we give it this power? I am mnot half
as much concerned with that aspeet as T
am concerned with the aspect of the things
the Commenwealth will not do for the bene-
fit of Western Australia if it should get
this power. In view of the activities of
Commonwealth legislation over past vears,
we cannot wax enthusiastic about the man-
ner in which it has assisted industries, and
particularly secondary indusiries, in West-
crn Australia. A case in point is the ship-
builling industry during wartime.  That
should he a vital source of employment.
Therefore I unhesitatingly oppose the para-
graph as it appears in the Bill. During
wartime thouwsands of our men, cither com-
petent artisans then or attaining competency
before the close of the war, are engaged in
other States on war work. What guarantee
have we that if we give the Commonwealth
Government this power of employment, our
men will ever ecome back to Western Aus-
tralia? The more competent and efficient
they are, the greater will be the desire of
Eastern Australian industries to retain them,
to the great detriment of Western Australia.

I want the fullest possible opportunity
veserved for this Parliament to advance in-
dustries, and to find full employment for
those of our people who have gone East
during the war, and who will be highly com-
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petent workers thanks to experience gained
in eastern Australia. The member for
Guildford-Midland hkas no hesitation what-
ever in granting the proposed powers. He
would give the Commonwealth Parliament
any power it desires, so that there may
not again be poverty in the midst of plenty.
He says we should make the Commonwealth
Parliament stand up to its job. How shall
we do it? There is no chance whatever of
making the voiees of our five members heard
in the House of Representatives. Despite
all the precautions we have taken over this
Bill, there remains a very serious doubt
whether the measure will prove a temporary
or a permanent one, To transfer industries
from eastern Australia to Western Australia
would prove enormously difficult, in view of
the political pull of the more populous
Siates. The Commonwealth Meat Commis-
sion consists of five Eastern States members,
with a Broken Hill tailor as chairman. Even
our own Minister for Agriculiure gave infor-
mation which proved misleading with respect
to the meat industry of this Htate.  So
what hope is there of Eastern States auth-
orities norsing and promoting the Western
Australian meat industry? Even now, after
all the protestations of the Minister for In-
dustrial Development against products that
can be made here being imported from the
Bastern States, we still have the stuff being
sent over here, as instanced by a consignment
of beer.

The Minister for Lahour: The ‘instances
are very isolated.

Mr. SEWARD: There should be no in-
stances if the Priority Committee were
cognisant of its job and were doing it.
Things that happened during the last de-
pression have been instaneed, but that
depression did not oceur as the result of
the last war. It was more correetly attri-
buted to the self-sufficient policy embarked
upon by the nations of the world. They
refused to take commodities from this coun-
try, and our depression resulted. Such a
depression we had not experienced pre-
vionsly. T would not condemn those who
had the task of handling that depression.
In the light of their experiences then they
would bhe able fo preserve our industries
much better, should such cireumstances again
occur, than was the case in the former de-
pression, and would also be able more effec-
tively to prevent unemployment. But with
its financial resources, the Commonwealth
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Government undoubtedly is in a better posi-
tion to deal with the guestion of unemploy-
ment, so I am agreeable to assist in giving
the Commonwealth additional powers to deal
with that subject; but I am opposed to
handing over all the powers to deal with
employment in the various industries that
we have here.

Only on Saturday I had the pleasure, in
company with one of the Ministers, of in-
specting a factory established in the country.
If I remember rightly the Minister for Em-
ployment took part in the opening of this
factory, which is now providing employment
for 200 men in a town that 10 or 15 years
ago was fast going out of existence, The
size of the township bas doubled since the
factory was established. A new school and
hospital have been erected, and there is
continuous employment for 200 men in the
factory which is working the cloek round
every day of the week, DMembers opposite,
who so frequently give instances of the ad-
vances Russia has made, should follow the
example of that country in establishing in-
dustries inland, That is the policy Russia
adopted, namely, of getting industries estab-
lished throughout the country, of having
them pstablished right in the interior nstead
of in the hig cities close to the borders, as
is the case in Australia. There is no power
equal to that of the State Parliament to
create these industries in our country dis-
tricts, and I want to preserve that power.

Mr. DONEY: I dislike the paragraph
under discussion. I shali dislike it a littie less
if the amendraent of the member for West
Perth is accepted. The Minister for Labour
finished with a plea for us to give the right
to the Commonwealth Government to legis-
late and plan so that there may be no post-
war unemployment problem. His remarks,
from start to finish—and the same I suppose
might be said of the remarks of the Premier
and certainly of the remarks of the member
for Guildferd-Midland—showed a touching
faith in the Commonweaith Government to
work miracles. It would indeed he a miracle
if the Commonwealth Government after the
war found it possible to stop the ebb and
flow of unemployment and the dole and
strikes in the manner in which they seem to
crop up after all major confliets, Neither of
those gentlemen seems to have the timiest
reservation of doubt but that if employment
and unemployment questions were handed
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over to the Commonwealth Government con-
tinuity of employment would be assured. 1
eannot for the life of me see whence they
derive that beautiful assuranece.

The Premier: The Commonwealth Govern-
ment will be able to get the money, for a
start.

Mr. DONEY: Yes. Equally of course—if
that were the only trouble—it could hand the
money to the people better able to disburse
it. The Premier will surely agree with me
that there wonld be a lessened laxity of con-
trol if instead of that control being exercised
from far-off Canberra the ability of the Pre-
mier's colleague were put to the test. I
think the Minister for Labour would do a
better job. The fact that at the moment
finanee is the perquisite of the Common-
wealth Government need not affect the posi-
tion. I was saying that history in respect
of unemployment following the war is dead
against the opinions held by the Premier and
his colleagnes. Following the last war the
Old Country, with vastly greater revenue
and resources than our Commonwesalth Gov-
crnment possesses, was unable to find work
for everyone. As a matter of fact, the un-
employed and those on the dole could be
counted by millions for something like 15
years following the last Great War. I ask
the Committee whether we have any grounds
for antieipating a better fate than that. T
do not see that we have. I would like to
ask memhers opposite exactly what are the
factors that lead them to think that if the
Commonwealth Government is in control of
everything in the industrial garden it will
all be lovely. T repeat that if the job were
handed over to the Premier’s colleague, the
Minister for Labour—I rafer to the matter
of unemployment—a vastly better job would
be done than if it is allowed to be controllel
from Canberra.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: As I see ii, the prob-
lems of peace will be no less acufe thar those
of war. It has been said that peace hath her
victories no less renowned than war's. What
will it avail the Commonwealth of Australia
if, in conjunction with the other Allied
Nations, it wins the war and loses the peace?
We must think of the future and be guided
as to the action to be taken by what has
bappencd in the past. I have heard this
afternoon remarks by various speakers on
the opposite side of the Chamber in which
they have endeavoured to prove that the de-
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pression was not war-caused. To the unem-
ployed men, of whom there were thousands
during the short interval between the end
of the Jast war and the commencement of
this one, the cause of the depression mat-
ters not. The problems of unemployment,
with their attendant difficulties, are just as
acate. While our present social system con-
tinues go long will there be war and unem-
ployment. TUnemployment is a result of
war and that is part of the present ecomonie
system, While the profit motive actuates
employers in industry generally there will
be competition, and it is npecessary for a
vast army of unemployed to bhe present.
Taking the years from 1919 to the present
time I for one would not like to see in this
country a return to the old order of things.
It has been said by speakers opposite that
there were no unemployed immediately after
the last war. If the official statistics are
perused it will be found that within 214
years after the end of the last war no less
than 150,000 men in this country were un-
employed, and even 12 months after the
present war had begun we had in this State
some thousands of men npot enjoying the
basic wage as declared by the Arbitration
Court in Western Australia, but endeavour-
ing to maintain their wives and families by
working on & part-time basis. I have here
a statement in which it is shown that the
basic wage was £4 6s. 6d. in this State in
1940, approxzimately 12 months after the
war began. But g man with a wife and two
children on part-time work in the country
earned on an average only £3 15s. 7d. a
week. I have had experience over a number
of years in regard to employment and in-
dustrial conditions. I have been on depu-
tations to the previous Leader of the Op-
position when he was acting as Premier and
to the Lieut-Governor who was then Pre-
mier, to the present Premier of this State
and to his predecessor, Hon. P. Collier.
Each of them passed the remark that the
solving of the unemployment question was
a Commonwealth Government responsibility.
“Bovrilised,” the main reply of every Pre-
mier and responsible Minister tq whom I
submitted requests on hehalf of the nnem-
ployed, was “We have not the money; it is
& Commonwealth Governmenti responsibility.
If we had control over the financial system
we would be able to solve the problem.”
As a representative of the Australian
Labour Party I went back on innumerable
oceasions to the ranks of the unemployed to
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point out the position from the Government’s
point of view. At the height of the depres-
sion we had no less than 480,000 employ-
able men in this couniry out of work. But
what do we find? Once the war organisa-
tion of Australia is oiled and well under
way, labour is at a premium. There is not
enough manpower to carry out the require-
ments of the war effort. We are engaged
in war and the nation is organised on a war
basis. No one would suggest that the or-
ganisation of the war should be left to the
different State Premiers. There is only one
army of defence in the Commonwealth and
that is the Australian Army and Air Foree
and Navy. If it is necessary in time of war
for the Commonwealth Government to have
complete power, as it has, over employment
and unemployment, it should have it in the
days immediately following the eessation of
war in the problems that will inevitably con-
front us.

It has been said that if the Common-
wealth Government is given the power it
will be able to transfer men from one dis-
trigt to another, From 1929 to 1940 there
were men who had previously worked as
shop assistants, clerks, accountants and in
other callings of an academic or non-manunal
character, but who were sent to all parts
of the State. They had to register at the
unemployment depot at West Perth and
pass the means test. Some member inter-
jected that they could starve. It was true
that that was their only alternative. If
they passed a certain medical test during the
depression they were sent to any part of
Western Australia that might be decided
upon, Why? Because certain public works
were being put into operation that were
necessary to the State, and required a great
amount of labour power and a lesser amount
of machinery and material. Consequently
those men were sent there from the metro-
politan area. We must recognise that the
problem of transferring approximately 1%
million men and women from the Defence
Forees of this country to peace-time industry
is not going to be a matter of five minutes.
It is only natural that there should be psycho-
logical and other aspects of the problem that
must be grappled with by the Commonwealth
Parliament. It is not likely we shall be
able to demobilise 500,000 men teday and
put them into industry tomorrow.

What would happen if the amendment
with all its limilations were ecarried? It
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would mean a reversion to the old order of
things. The Commonwealth Government
would have to collaborate with the States,
the States would outline proposed works,
and the Commonwealth Government would
finance the States. That is what was done
before, and 1 do not want to see any more
dual control in the matter of employment
and unemplovment. From 1930 to 1940 T
saw go much degradation, poverty and under-
nourishment that T cannot now stand idiy
by and eountenance dnal control in the post-
war years. I appeal to members not to be
insular in their outlook. I suggest that their
vision should extend east of the No. 1
rabbit-proof fence, and that they should
recognise that the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment is more democratic than ours and that
it represents the Australian people. I am
prepared to trust the representatives of Aus-
tralia with this power. The member for
Nedlands pointed out that this Parliament
is answerable to the people of Western Aus-
tralia. This section of the Parliament is
certainly responsible to the people, but the
Legislative Council is responsible t¢ only
eertain interests, and the interests of pro-
perty can over-ride those of the people.

The member for Pingelly made a cogent
remark in mentioning that tradesmen who
had gone from this State to the Eastern
States would not return after the war. The
Commonwealth Government prevented many
tradesmen from leaving this State. Before
the National Security Regulations were in-
troduced, tradesmen, on account of induce-
ments received from employers in the Eastern
States, went there, but now the matter of
their transfer is under the jurisdiction of
the Commonwealth, If the Commonwealth
Government, after being relieved of its de-
fence powers, has no power to control em-
ployment and unemployment, I have no
doubt that there will be one and a half million
people thrown on the hands of the States,
and we shall then have seven authorities in-
stead of one trying to deal with the position.
Se I say in reply to the member for Pin-
gelly that, if the Commonwealth is not given
this power, those tradesmen who have gone
to the Eastern States will not return here,
becanse employers there will offer them
more than the arbitration rates to remain.
I believe that Mr. Curtin and other members
of the Commonwealth Parliament are just as
good Australians ag we are, and that, if the
interests of Western Australia demanded a
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transference of men here, arrangements
would be made to get them over. If there
is no control hy the Commonwealth after
1be cessation of hostilities, the tradesmen
still here will soon go to the East, because
the inducements will be there.

My experience of the problem of employ-
ment and unemployment leads me to believe
that the people of this country are entitled
to have this matter placed in the hands of
the Commonwealth so that the problems that
will arise on the restoration of peace may
be suceessfully grappled with. I would
not object to the Commonwealth’s having
autherity to legislate regarding luxury in-
dustries, zoning and other matters snch as
the cmplovment of so many commercial
travellers, which employment necessitates the
charging of higher prices for foodstuffs.
Admittedly the words in the paragraph cover
a vast fie'd, one that is almost limitless; but
T am prepared to trust the Commonwealth
Government, knowing full well that the Aus-
tralian people, living in the most democratie
country in the world, may take action to
secure whatever kind of Government they
desire to have.

Mr. PATRICK: I agree with practically
2ll the arguments advanced by members op-
posite, though T helieve most of them have
been submitted under a misapprehension,
beecanse practically all of them are met by
the amendment of the member for West
Perth. There is no better way of meeting
the position. The amendmeut would give
the Commonwealth full power to find em-
ployment for workless people after the war.
But I object to the very wide scope of the
words, “employment and unemployment.”
TUndoubtedly they cover the whole question
of wage fixation.  There is considerable
doubt amongst unionists in this State as to
whether they would be bhetter off under Com-
monwealth or State jurisdietion. There is
a Federal Railway Workers’ Union, but the
railway workers of this State have always
preferred to be nnder State jurisdietion, The
Timber Workers’ Union, another large or-
ganisation, nearly broke in pieces a few
years ago beeause some of the heads tried
to foree the members to come under Com-
monwealth jurisdiction. Thus it would be
dangerous to give the Commonwealth such
wide power. When a previous speaker re-
marked that the granting of this power as
proposed in the paragraph would mean the
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taking over of the whole of the State, the
member for Guildford-Midland interjected,
“Hear, hear.” The hon. member stands for
unification and, not being able to get it, he
is prepared to whittle away the State’s
powers by degrees. I think the hon. member,
in referring to Dr. Evatt’s statement, called
it the new technique of politics. I prefer
to call it spider and fly tactics.

Mr. Seward: Infiltration.

Mr. PATRICK: Yes, that describes it.
Once these powers are transferred it will
be very diffieult to recover them. The Pre-
mier said that it was only a matter of grant-
ing the powers on probation and that we
could then see whether they would be abused.
The powers might not be greatly abused
during the next five or six years, but no-
body can bind future Governments of the
Commonwealth. The words contained in the
paragraph are not original. Such words
have been submitted to the people of Aus-
tralia on three occasions and rejected each
time, They were originated by the Hon. W.
M. Hughes in 1911 when the words used
were ‘‘labonr and employment.” In 1913 he
added to the phrase by making it, “labour
employment and unemployment.” There was
& keen debate in the Commonwealth Par-
liament on each oceasion and the keenest
eriticism was focussed upon the limitless way
in which the words could be interpreted. On
the third ccecasion a time limitation was pro-
posed, but even so the proposal was re-
Jeeted by the people. When Mr. Hughes
introduced the question into the Common-
wealth Parliament he was no more able to
define the mesning of the words than Dr.
Evatt has been. Mr. Deakin, in his speech
in 1912, said—

The then Attorney General, Mr., W, M.
Hughes, in intreducing constitutional amend-
ments in 1912, said, ‘‘It gives the Common-
wealth power to make laws in respect to em-
ployment and unemployment. It declares that
included in that pewer, whatever it is, there
is here no limitation or restriction.’? This may
apply to everything mmd anything,

Mr., Archibald: Subject to the limitation of
the High Court.

Mr, Deakin: The High Court is well within
the terms of this cndowment, and if the hon.
member could find vaguer, more general or
mote comprehensive terms, I would like to hear
them and to be shown how the High Court will
have an opportunity of restricting them. It is
impossible to set any limita to the interpre-
tation that may be placed on these phrases, and
yet it is thought fair to the public to ask them
to give nus a power, whivh we cannot ourselves
define.
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Whatever clse may be said for the words
chosen, it is quite certain that they embrace
everything it is possible to embrace; how far
the effect goes its authority does not know,
does not care, and will not attempt to say.
These men were trying to slip things like
this into the Constitution that were opposed
to the Federal system of government, This
is one method of attempting to break it
down, T agree with the member for Ned-
lands; he only supports views expressed in
1912 by Mr. Deakin, who was a great Fed-
eralist. There is no limit that ean be set
to the inferpretation of these words, so I
support the amendment of the member for
West Perth, which supplies members who
have spoken on the other side of the House
with everything they want, and sets a limit
to the interpretation that ean be placed on
the words “employment and unemployment.”

Mr. McDONALD: The Minister for
Labour asked what reason there was to fear
that the Commonwealth would exercise
powers to the prejudice of the State of
Western Australia. Fortunately, we are in
a position to give him answers from two
authoritative sources. The first source is the
Case for Secession, which was prepared for
the State Government, headed by the mem-
ber for Boulder, the then Premier, for pre-
gentation to the Imperial Parliament. The
Case for Secession is a documented state-
ment of the position of this State in relation
to the Commonwealth Parliament. It was
presented to hoth Houses of this Parliament
for approval before being submitted to the
Imperial Parliament, and it reeeived the ap-
proval of both Houses. As to the possi-
bility, therefore, that the Commonwealth
Governmeni or the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment might use powers contrary to the in-
terests of Western Australia, we can read,
on page 54 of the Case for Secession, this
statement—

Generally speaking, every disability men-
tioned is suffered by the State as a direct re-
sult of Federal legislative enactment or ad-
ministrative action pursuing a policy which is
framed to suit the conditions prevailing in the
States in easterm Australia, with little or no

heed for the action necessary to preserve the
best interests of Western Australia,

On the same page it is stated—

The gradual growth of Federal power has
80 narrowed the borders of State functions that
the State is powerless to improve a condition
which steadily grows worse year by year,
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On page 19 of the Case, we read—

The working of the Constitution as proved
by praetical experience, together with the
steady growth of the poliey of centralisation
adopted by successive Commonwenlth Govern-
ments, has placed Western Australia in that
uncnviable position that if it remains a party
to the Federation it wil]l ultimately ccase to
exist.

That is a statement not prepared by any
propagandist, but by a high officer of the
State Government, with doeumented evidence
for everything in it. It was presented to
the Parliament of thiz State by the Premier’s
predecessor, passed by both Houses and sub-
mitted to the lmperial Government. We
have also, as I said, another authoritative
statement, and this was made by the Premier
in speaking two or three months ago in this
House. In reply to the question asked by
the Minister for Labouy, I think it my duty
to refer to that statement. The Premier
sald—

It is apparent that unless the feelings of
the people——
that is, the people of this State—
have undergone a radical change, far
from being prepared to grant inereased powers
to the Commonwealth they would like to see
a reduction of the powers already possessed
by it.
He went on to say—

There is a feeling that the people of this
State do not desire further to place themselves
in the hands of the Commonwealth Government
by granting to that Government additional
power. That hostility has been accentuated
ginee the outbreak of war.

Those authoritative statements are sufficient
to indieate that our experience of Federal
control in relation to State affairs has heen
such that we can reasomably apprehend
danger in parting with almost the last of our
self-governing rights. The member for Pii-
bara said—very properly—that the term
“Hemployment and unemployment” represents
a limitless field of power. So it does. The
powers proposed to be given by Clause 2 of
this Bill, taken as a whole, would I think
deprive the people of this State for all prae-
tical purposes of all their self-governing
rights, while the power proposed to be trans-
ferred by paragraph (b) would take away
a large measure of their self-governing
rights, Without delaying the Committee, I
rersonatly ask myself the very simple ques-
tion: Was Section 51, paragraph (xxxvii)—
a power to transfer specified matters to the
Commonwealth Parliament—ever intended to
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be used by any Parliament to ahdicate ils
own functions?

The Premier: It could not be used in
any other way,

Mr. McDONALD: Was it ever intended
to be used by any State Parliament to hand
over to the Commonwealth Parliament the
self-governing rights of the Btate, possessed
by the people and guaranteed to them under
the Constitntion, unless by Seetion 128, by
their own vote-—the vote of the people of
Australia—they abrogate the powers which
they possess? I venture to say, although I
do not know of any autbority on it, that
even under Section 128 of the Common-
wealth Constitution it is very doubiful
whether a majority vote of four or five
States and of the people of Australia could
destroy the Federal nature of the Constitu-
tion. I myself think, when it comes to an
issue between federalism—which is the
foundation, thg indissoluble union set out in
our Constitution-—when it comes to an issune
between federalism and unification, between
the Federal system of the distribution of
powers and the centralisation of power in
one Commonwealth Parliament, then it is
probable that that ean only he achieved by
the consent of the peeple in every State, and
it should not be achicved aven under Seec-
tion 128. In any case, it would be quite be-
yond the spirit of Seetion 128, which at all
times aims at the maintenance of the distri-
bution of powers between the central legisla-
ture and the State legislature.

So T eome back to this, speaking with all
sobriety: Can I, in effect, taking this power
with other powers, even for a time deprive
the people of this State of their self-govern-
ing rights under the Constitution and with-
out any referenee to them? I care not
whether it is for a long or a short period,
whether for five minutes or for five years:
Can 1, and can we, without referring to the
people, by this Bill in effect take away their
tights as a self-governing community? Can
I, and can we, take away from the people
their extensive, tmportant and I think very
cherished rights, which they still possess
under the terms of our Censtitution? If
the peaple, on the matter being yeferred to
them, said, “Away with the State Parliament,
away with our powers to Canberra,” then
they are perfectly entitled to do as they
please. But this is no time, we are fold, and
with good eanse, to go to the people
and submit to them all these contro-
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versial matters. I, for one, fecl that I can-
not do what everyone agrees would be done
hy this Clause 2, in conjunction with the
enormous power contained in paragraph
(b); that is, virtually abrogate the self-
governing rights of the people of Western
Australia, even for a term, without their
consent and without their being consalted.
That iz how I stand. I have some feeling
that, on democratic prineiples, that should
not be done.

There will be difficulties after the war.
There are some things which the Common-
wealth Government must do and in which
they must lead and must help. Therefore, [
turn to the Commonwealth Government and
say, “Since the people of the State cannot
be consulted, I shall vestrict my vote to a
transfer only of those powers which the
Commonwealth Government should so clearly
have that there cannot, in my opinion, be
any rveasonable argument ahout them.” I
will not give any powers which will in any
material degree diminish the self-governing
rights of the State. In this amendment, on
the same basis as with other amendments, it
has been my endeavour to preserve that
prineiple, that nothing will be given except
powers which I think all veasonahle people
might agree should be national powers. No-
thing will be given which would entitle the
people of this State to say that they have
been betrayed by their State Legislature,
which has given away, without reference to
them, self-governing powers affecting ma-
terially their future right to eontrol their
destiny. T hope the Committee will aceept
the amendment, this very real power, but at
the same time a power that will not expose
ug to the challenge or the reproach that we
have given away the righls of our own
peaple,

The PREMIER: The member for West
Perth has, to his own satisfaction, stated
that we have no right to give away any
powers to the Commonwealth (Government.
I point out that the people of Australis
agreed to the Commonweaith Constitution,
which ircludes paragraph (xxxvii) of See-
tion 51.

Mr. MeDonald: The people did not agree.

The PREMIER: They did.

Mr. McDonald: This Bill was never put
to the people.

The PREMIER: The Commonwealth
Constitution was put to the people.
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Mr. McDonald: Yes, that was.

The PREMIER: The merber for West
Perth said that we have no right to transfer
any of these powers to the Commonwealth
Government. But the people of Australia
who voted for Federation also voted for the
Commonwealth Cornstitution, which gives the
right to the people of the States to hand
over to the Commonwealth certain powers
at any time. Section 51 provides—

The Parliament shall, subjeet to this Con- -

stitution, have power to make laws for the
peace, order, and good government of the Com-
monwealth with respect to—

and now we come to paragraph (xxxvii}—

——matters referred to the Parliament of
the Commonwealth by the Parliament or Par-
liaments of any State or States, but so that
the law shall extend only to States by whose
Parliawents the matter is rveferred, or which
afterwards adopt the law.

You cannot get away from that.

Hon. N. Keenan: Will you read Section
128¢%

The PREMIER : The hon. member knows
Section 128. He does not need me to read it.
That gives another method. It provides for
o referendum.

Hon. N. Keenan: It provides that no
alteration of the Constitution shall be made
except by a referendum.

The PREMIER: Oh!

Hon. N. Keenan: Look at it!

The PREMIER: The hon. member can
say, “Look at it” apd put his own interpre-
tation on it. But here is a simple statement
in Section 51 which deals with the powers of
the Commonwealth, and says that the Com-
monweelth may legislate on matters referred
to it by the State. What does that mean?

Hon. W. D. Johnson: It does not alter
the Constitution.

The PREMIER: It gives the Stafe the
right to alter the Constitution if it so de-
sires. ‘There is an alternafive method of
altering the Constitution provided in See-
tion 128. A referendum may be taken and,
even though two States disagree, if a
majority of the States pass it those iwo
States are just wiped off and that can amend
the Constitution. Alihough only one Par-
liament may refer a power to the Common-
wealth that is part of the Commonwealth
Constitution so far as it affects the relation-
ship between the Commonweslth and that
particular State. We cannot get away from
that. The hon. member would give the im-
pression that we had no right to do this. He
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says we eannot do it except under Section
128.

Mr. MeDonald: I say you have no right
to do it.

The PREMIER: We have the law, I do
not know whether the hon. member says the
law is right or, like Dickens, that the law is
an ass. The law says we ean do this.

Mr. Waits: Have we a right morally and
ethieally ¢

The PREMIER: What is the difference
between power and right? If you have the
power you have the right.

Mr. Seward: Various referends that have
heen taken should guide us.

The PREMIER : That does not affect our
right. We have the right, if we think it
proper, to do these things. It is there plainly
in the Constitution. The hon. member alzo
implied that by passing this particular pro-
vision we surrender all our self-governing
rights. Apparently he is at variance with
everybody who atiended the Convention,
The Convention met in an atmosphere of
utter hostility fo the Commonwealth Govern-
ment’s proposal. The members said, “You
are taking away our self-governing rights in
too great a degree.” Because of that, tha
proposils were modified in a new Bill pre-
sented to the Convention. Bwven that went
too far in regard to the surrender of State
powers. It was only after a conference and
a tremendoys amount of conciliation and bar-
gaining that this reference of powers was
agreed to. To say that one of these refer-
ences is sufficient to make us surrender all
our rights, when every member of the Con-
vention said that this Bill was a very big
modilication of the original proposal—

Hon. N. Keenan: In what respect?

The PREMIER : In the first ease the Com-
monwealth Government was empowerad to
do exactly what it liked. In the second case
it was permitted to do so only provided it
linked its proposals up with post-war re-
construction. This is a very severe modifi-
eation. To say extravagantly that by this
one provision we surrender the whole of our
self-governing rights is an exapgeration of
langnage that should not he indulged in dur-
ing calm debate of a proposal of this de-
seription. Tt is not correct. The hon. mem-
ber may say it but that does not make it
right, and it would not he right if half a
dozen members said it. This partiealar pro-
vision deals with a subjeet which most people
in Australia consider one of the most im-
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portant aspects of our sociai and industyial
life, namely the mitigation of the tremen-
doug evils that ean attack a couniry because
of unemployment. And because we are en-
deavouring to give the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment power to mitigate that evil as far
as possible—

Mr. Seward: And also to centrol all con-
ditions governing employment.

The PREMIER: T think it ought to have
power in regard to employment. How are
we going to undertake industries if the Com-
monwealth eannot do something to control
the conditions of employment?

Hon. N. Keenan: No-one objects to giving
1the Commonwealth power te employ.

The PREMIER: We propose to give it
power to employ in any way it desires and
not merely {o relieve unemployment. Wa
could relieve unemployment by employing
everyhody in pieture shows and other luxury
industries, and go down in a welter of bank-
ruptey through extravagance. But we want
to direct the way in which the produetion
of this country should be undertaken and we
want some control over the way in which
industries are developed. That can be exer-
cised only by a National Parliament. DBe-
cause we want to do this it is said we are
handing away all our self-governing rights.
As a matter of fact we are doing something
which will boild this Commonwealth up in
a way that will enable it to take ifs place
with the other nations of the world. The
liherty allowed in regard to the expenditure
of money and the provision of employment
in tiddlywinking ways and luxury industries
and ecatering for people with silly ideas has;
got to slop.

In a period of post-war reconstruction our
policy must be to do things that will eount,
that will make this nation great and that
are necessary for the henefit of this ecounn-
try, and somebody must have power to direct
these matters financially and industrially.
There must be direction by a co-ordinating
authority with some idea of what the future
development of this country should be. These
powers are necessary. For the hon. member
to say that we have not the right to do
this, when the Commonwealth Constitution
gives us the right, is to make use of extra-
vagant language with no logic in it. If the
people of this State desire that we should
not use our power, that does not mean to
say we have not the right to do so if we
feel that we have the right to exercise our
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discretion in that way, If in the exereise
of our right we ean do somcthing to alter
this Constitution to the ultimate henefit of
the people of Australia and of this State
it is not only our right but our duty to do
it. T hope we shall hear no more about our
having no right to do this.

We are exercising our rights in a statu-
tory way by power granted to us under the

. Constitution te refer powers to the Com-

monwealth. Tf we exercise that right we are
engaging in a legal act properly done under
the Constitution, and nobody can take ex-
ception in the High Court or the Privy Coun-
eil or anywhere else. It is wrong to delude
the people into thinking that we on this
side of the Chamber are seeking to do some-
thing that is constitutionally wrong. That
is the interpretation whieh might be placed
on the hon. member’s words. I hope he will
not persist in saying we have no right to
do this, We have a right and a duiy. If,
however, on reference to the Parliament or
people, they decide they want to, they have
a right to make a decision in that way. Iff
on the other hand they exercise their right
and do refer this power in a constitutional
or statutory manner, they have exercised &
right that is conferred upon this Parliament
by the Constitution of Australia.

Hon. N. KEENAN: With all due respect
to the Premier, he has interpreted wrongly
the remarks of the member for West Perth.
As T understand those remarks, with which
I agree, paragraph (xxxvii) of Seetion 51
is not at all 2 paragraph enabling the Con-
stitution of the Commonwecalth to be
amended. It simply enables one State out of
all the States, to grant to the Commonwealth
a subject-matter in rtespeet of which the
Commonwealth may make a law or laws,
and that does not affect in the slightest de-
gree the position of any other State. That
is fully expressed in Section 51, paragraph
(xxxvii) which states—

Matters referred to the Parliament of the
Commonwealth by the Parliament or Parlia-
ments of any State or States, but so that ther
law shall extend only to States by whose Par-
linmenta the matter is referred, or which after~
warda adopt the law.

There could not be a Constitution for one
State different from that for another State.

The Premier: You counld have constitu-
tional powers exercised in one State under
the Constitution.
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Hon. N. KEENAX: It is impossible to
imagine a Constitution of a hybrid charac-
ter, by which one subject-matter could be
dealt with in Queensland and not Western
* Australia, and another in Western Australia
and not in Queensland.

The Premier: Whether you can imagine
it or not, it is a fact,

Hon., N. KEENAN: No, it is not. No
constitutional lawyer has ever suggested

that it is a fact. When I was speaking on
the second reading I pointed out that I had
made an error in that respect. The position
is made elear in Section 128 which states—
This Constitution shal] not be nltered except
in the following mammner:—
It is prohibited. No alteration is to take
place in the Constitution except in the man-
ner set out in Seection 128 and that is what
the member for West Perth pointed out.
Any alteration of the Constitution is pro-
vided for in one section only, and that is
50 explicit that it eannot be a matter of any
doubt. The result is that what the member
for West Perth said is perfeetly correet. I
am sorrv that the matter has been misen-
derstood by the Premier. I have said, more
than onee, that we have no ohjection what-
ever to giving power to the Commonwealth
to do what the Premier set out in
memorandum, as one of the memhers of the
Select Committee, where he recommends that
the Commonwealth should have the power to
provide employment, We have no objection
to the Commonwealth having that power.
But that is catirvely different from what is
in the Bill; it is only a part of what is eon-
tained in the Bill. Tt is not only to provide
employment, hut to deal with the who'e
suhject-matter of employment. As a witness
before the Seleet Committee I kept clear of
any matter of political complexity, but still
it might be supposed that my opinions are
governed to some extent by my politieal
views, bat that is not the emse with the
Solicitor General, and he absolutely agreed
with me in the matter, In fact, he could
do nothing else. This will enable the Com-
monwealth to pass any law it chooses deal-
ing with induslry, or employment, not only
in industry buat in any social sphere. If we
give it that power, then we shall hand over
all powers of Government because the Pre-
mier will agree that if that right is taken
from the State there is little left.

The Premier: I entirely disagree with that.

his.
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Hon. N. KEENAN: Let me say that the
Premier would agree with me in his more
sober moments,

The Premier: No!

Hon. N. KEENAN: T do not use the ox-
pression with any bad intent, but with the
ardinary English meaning. It means, of
sound mind!

The Premier: First yon imply that I am
not scher; then that I am mad. I will be
i the hands of Don Chipper next!

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Don Chipper
is not mentioned in the amendment hefore
the Chair.

Hon, N. KEENAN: If this amendment
were framed in the phraseology used by the
Premier in his minute as a member of the
Select Committee it would have exaetly the
same effect except in different words—*'Pra-
vide for the cmployment, or take steps to
deal with unemployment.” He does not for
one momenf question that that is his view
because we have it in print.

The Premier: That is part of my view,

Hon. N. KEENAN: That is all of the
part that is pertinent at the present moment.
It is the part in the Premicr's report deal-
ing with paragraph (b). If the amendment
were in that form, how could he resist it?
Yet it i1s in that form but in different words,
It is to give the Commonwealth power to
provide employment, and not to deal with
the wide meaning that the term “employment
and subject matter” embraces. If one were
entitled to ask a member to vote in any
partieular direction, I would he entitled to
ask the Premier to vote for this amendment.
It is in his report as a member of the Select
Committee.

The PREMIER: I want fo clear up a
point in regard to the Constitution. I am
not going to have it go out of this Chamber
that we have no right to do this. I would like
to ask the member for Nedlands, through
vou, Sir, if, under the power contained in
his amendment, the Commonwealth passed
a Bill saying it would give sustenance to
some people unemployed, does he think that,
if he challenged that legislation in the High
Court, the High Court would declare it un-
constitutienal ?

Hon. N. Keenan: No!

The PREMIER : Therefore it must be con-
stitutional.
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Hon. N. KEENAN: If Western Australia
passed a proper Bill giving sustenance to
unemployed as a subject-matter to the Com-
monwealth, of eourse the Commonwealth
could do it, but could not give it to the un-
employed of South Australia, Victoria or
other part of Australia. It would not be
part of the Constitution; the Commonwealth
would be exercising a reference by a par-
ticular State.

Mr. McDONALD: I did not say that fo
grant the powers contained in paragraph
(b) would be giving up the self-governing
rights of the State but I do say that, by
granting all the powers contained in Clause
2, we would be substantially giving up the
self-governing rights of the State. What
powers were left to the State would not he
worth having. To grant the powers in para-
graph (b} would represent a large part of
the devolution of the self-governing rights
in our possession. If a measure, as passed,
contained this clanse—that the Parliament
of Western Australia refers to the Common-
wealth all the self-governing rights we pos-
sess—that would not be a kind of exercise
of reference contemplated by Section 51
(xxxvii) of the Commonwealth Constitution.
1t would not be within the spirit of the Con-
stitution, and probably would not be con-
stitutional, for any State Parliament to pass
legislation referring to the Commonwealth
all the powers it possessed. No State Par-
liament would be entitled, under Section 51
(xxxvii), to give away the self-governing
rights of the people of that State. This being
so, and as this measure in practice would
enable the Commonwealth substantially fo
take over the self-governing rights of the
people of the State, such a reference of
power is outside the scope of Section 51
(xxxvii}. I am wholly in accord with the
Prime Minister, though when he made the
remark I am about to quote, he had in view
the original Bill contemplating the transfer
of powers permanently. However, he struck
the right note when he said—

I repeat that the questions are essential
questions for the Australian people, whose
future may be determined by the course of
these deliberations.

T we intend to part with a degree or volume
of the self-governing rights of the people
of this State, those are questions for the de-
cision of the people and, in the ahsence of
consultation of tbe people, 1 suggest that
we should and need go no further than
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granting the powers proposed in the amend-
ment.

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

Ayes 17
Noes 18
Majority against 1
AYES.
Mr. Berry Mr. Bampson
Me. Bayle Mr, Seward
Mra. Cardell-Oliver Mr. Shearn
Mr. Hughes Mr. Thorn
Mr. XKeenan Mr. Warner
Mr. Kelly Mr. Watts
Mr. Manu Mr. Willmolt
Mr. MeDonaid Mr. Doney
Mr. MecLarty (Telier.»
Noes
Mr. Collier Mr. Nulgen
Mr. Caverley Mr. Panton
Mz, Cross Mr, Sleeman
Mr. Howke Mr. Tonkir
Mr. J. Hegney Mr. Triat
Mr. W. Hegney Mr. Willcock
Mr. Johneon Mr. Wilson
Mr. Leabhy Mr, Withers
Mr. Needham Mr. Fox
{Teller.p

Amendment thus negatived.
Paragraph put and passed.
Progress reported.

House adjourned at 6.15 p.m.

Tegislative Council.
Wednesday, 3rd March, 1943,
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“The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 215
pm., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (2).

BOOKLET, “INDUSTRIAL DEVELOP-
MENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA”
As to Cost of Publication.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER asked the Chief
Secretary: Will he state the total number of
booklets printed under the title of “The
Industrial Development of Western Aus-
tralia”? 2, What was total cost of such pro-
duction? 3, Was any charge made for the
advertiserments contained in such booklets?®

4, If so, what is the amount?



