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Hon. C. F. Baxter: Whieh line is al you
are advocating? Iy it the Southern line in
preference to that from DBrookton (o Arma-
date?

Hon, H, STEWART: The Brookton-Ar-
madaie line will probably be needed to handle
all the production that will take place in the
existing wheat belt. 1 urther east towards
Forvestania it will be possible to constragct
lines that will sborten fhe distance to Al-
bany. Before I conclude my remarks I wish
to refer to what took place at the close of the
last session when I, because of domestic rea-
sons, was unable to attend lhe final sitting.
When | read the report of wizat had trans-
pired in connection with the laxation mea-
sures thal had come hefore us. | was greatly
disappointed. This Heuse hiad made eertain
amendments and had adheroed to those amend-
ments,  Tlhen the matter resulted in a con-
ference, and | was sorry to sec that not one
member of the Country Party from either
House was invited (¢ beeome one of the
managers at the conference. Fvervthing that
this Honw had proposed was sacriticed in
order to arrive al a contpromise, and it was
a hitter disappuintment to e to find that
the mamagers of this House vot so little after
giving evervtlting. | am =orry that the man-
agers from this Iouse at that ronference are
nof now present in the Chamber. but doubt-
less they will read my remarks. T it had
been a matler about which this House had
any doubt one would not have Telt s0 keenly
about it. Whai this House proposed was i
the best interests of the Slate, and our pro-
posals were avreed to hy a sirone majority,
The position since the passing of that mea-
sure is Llut whereas before there was an ex-
emption of £250 that exemption has been
wiped out. i that question this Howse
stood firin,  1{ was also rewarded as just (hat
if taxation was levied in vespect of land,
the paviment made could be deducted trom
income fax. When the managers eonsented 10
that rebate being reduced o 20 per cenl.—in
place of its heing wiped ot altogether——
the,s were not adhering to a principle, but
simply taking half a loaf. Thal, in paru-
eu'ar, scems o me an amendment which the
managers were nof justified in agreeing fo.
I trust that when negoijations of a similar
de eviption are again pending, and  when
whal [ may ferm country inlerests are so
much concerned in the resuli< of the confer-
ence, =ome courtesy will be shown, at least
in one Chamber if nat in hoth. and that a

representative of the country inferestz will
be amongst the managers,

On wotion by Hon. .J. W. Kim
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p, and read prayers,

QUESTIONS (2)—RAILWAY RATES.
Geograplical Trade.

Mr. A, WANSBROUUH asked the Min-
ister fur Railways: 1, Do the Government
intend to review the difterential rate system
now applying over our Siate railways on
pPrimavy products grown within the State
for oversea! 2. 1€ =0, will each seaport re
ceive Hs reographical (rade!?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, Xo diiferential rate system of any
worg is in existence on the Government rail-
ways, but if ihe hon. member refers fo the
carriage of primary products for overseas
1o other than the ncaresi port, the reply is
that this question has been under conzidera-
tion with a view {o applving higher freight
chargez to ~ucl fraltic than thase applying
when consigned to ihe neavest port. 2, Fur-
ther conxideration wili be given this atier
when the next revisian of rates is being dealt
with.
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Reduction by Land Tax Payments.

Mr. LATHTAM asked the Premier: What
is the actual amount paid to the Railway De-
partment from revenue received from land
tax for the year ended 30th June, 1925%

The PREMIER replied: Wil

QUESTION—COURT CASES, BRUCE
ROCK.

Mr. LATHADM asked the Minister for Jus-
tice: What number of cases from Bruce
Rock were tried before the magistrate at
Merredin from the 1st January, 1925, to the
30th June, 1925%

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
Four loeal ecourt cases.

QUESTIONS (2)—WATER SUPPLY.
Narembeen.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Ionorary Min-
ister (Hon, J. Cunningham) : Tn view of the
urgent necessity for a water supply at Nar-
emheen, when is it proposed to proceed with
the local scheme?

Hon. J. CUNNINCHAM replied: A
scheme which includes provision for a water
supply to Narembeen is now under consider-
rtioti.

Bruce Rock.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Honorary Min-
ister (Hon. J. Cunningham): On what date
is it proposed te start operstions on the
RBruce Rock town water supply dam?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM replied: It is
not proposed to carry oui additional work
until the residents of Bruce Rock guarantee
that the revenue will be suffieient to meet
interest, sinking fund charges, and working
expenses,

QUESTION—MINING, EXPENDITURE
ON BORING.

Mr. MARSHALL asked ihe Minister for
Mines: What are the total amounts of Gov-
ernment money spent in assisting boring in
Kalgoorlie and Wiluna (n the 30th June,
1923, respectively?
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The MINISTER FOR MINES replied:
At Kalgoorlie three parties were assisted on
the basis of £ for £, the total expenditure be-
ing £5,480 3s. 1d. At Wiluna onu company
was assisted on the same basis, the total ex-
penditure being £710 2s, 10d. The above
expenditure covered a period from lst July,
1920, to 30th June, 1925,

QUESTION—TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Works: 1, What was the total number of
recorded acecidents with petrol-propelled
vehicles in the metropolis, including Fre-
mantle, Midland Junetion, and suburbs, for
the vear ended 30th June, 1925% 2, What
was the total number of injured and killed
respectively resnlting therefrem?

The MINISTER FOR WORXS replied:
The following figures relate to accidents
caused by vehicles of all classes, figures re-
lating to accidents eaused solely by petrol-
propelled vehicles not being available at pre-
sent :—1, Within the PPerth Police Distriet,
317, Within the Fremantle Police District,
number not available, 2, Within the Perth
Police Distriet, 25 killed, 312 injured. Within
the Fremantle Police District, 5 killed, 65
injured.

BILL—SUPPLY (No. 1), £1,913,500.

Returned from the Couneil withont amend-
ment.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Third Day.

Amendment—No Confidence—defeated.
Dehate resumed from the previous day.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [4.42]: Before proceeding to ad-
dress myself to the question, Mr. Speaker, I
should like to know whether if will be per-
missible for me to traverse the whole of the
general grounds covered by the Leader of
the Opposition vesterday, or whether T shall
be confined to the strict reading of the
amendment.

My, SPEAKER: For the information of
hon, members who sre new to this Chamber,
as well as in reply to the Premier’s request,
I may say that T have consulied authorities
more particularly in view of a ruling given
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from this Chair so long ago as the
4th July, 1912, when Mr. Speaker Troy
ruled that an amendment being moved

to the Address-in-reply, the rules of
debate applied to that amendment just
as they did to all amendments, and

that all members syeaking to the nmendment,
or after the amendment had been moved,
must eonfine themselves to, and in their
speeches be relevant to, the amendment, and
not traverse the arguments used duoring
the course of the debate on the Address-in-
reply. That ruling was based upon the de-
cisions of speakers given in the House of
Commons itself. In Bourinot’s “Parliament-
ary Procedure,” on page 1€0, the statement
is made—

A peneral debate may take place on the
Address, bLut when an smendment is pro-

posed, the discussion can be strietly confined
{n the subjet matter of this amendment.

The chief ruliog is that given in 1836 hy the
then Speaker of the House of Commons, and
he also is emphatic. On the point being
raised as to whether the whole of the speech
on the Address-in-reply could be debated
when an amendment had been moved, he
said—

I really think I must, for the convenience of the
Hopuse, state this much. Though I do adhere to
the ruling I have given, that after an amendment
has been proposed diseussion should he relevant
to that amendment, I must remind the right hon.
gentleman that when the amendment is concluded
the address is again open to amendment in the
interval between that amendment and possibly s
subsequent amendment. But when an amend-
ment is before the House I am only interpreting
the rules by saying that the discussion must be
genernlly relevant to the subject matter of the
amendment.

And at a later stage the Speaker said—

It ia the practice in our Parliamentary procedure

that when an bhon. member moves an amendment
to the address, before he reaches that amend-
ment he may deviate into other matters. To a
sertain extent he thus places himself in an ad-
vantageous position; but when he has moved
a specific amendment, according to the rules of
the House, that specific amendment becomes the
subsatantive matter before the House.
Hence the Premier will not Le in order in
going over all the ground touched upon in
the speech of the Leader of the Opposition
last evening. He must strictly confine him-
self to the specific amendment that has been
moved and is now the question befors the
House.

The PREMIER: Yonr ruline Sir, neces-
sitates a slight reconstruction of the order of
my remarks, hut there will be ather oppor-

tunities for me to deal with the many ques-
tions of public interest touched upon by the
Leader of the Opposition. It is perhaps well
that this comparatively urimpertant question
should be considered entirely apart from the
teal questions of importance that confront
the people of the State at the present time.
I do not complain of the action of the Leader
of the Opposition.

Hon. Sir Jomes Mitchell: You yourself
have done the same thing on several ocea-
stuns.

The PREMIER: Yes, 1 will plead guilty
to having taken similar action on a few oe-
casions. It is the function of an Opposition
to criticise and attack the Government when-
ever opportunity offers. I have no objection
to that. But I take this amendment as the
bighest eompliment that eould be paid to the
Government; for after our 15 months in
officc the Opposition find they are un-
able to obtain grounds on which to hase an
attack on the Government either with regard
to legislation or to gencral administration,
except by resurrecting this frivial little
maiter. It certainly is a compliment
bearing in mind that an Opposition are al-
ways keenly alive to the necessity for attack-
ing a Government whenever opportunity of-
fers; and now, after 15 months, the general
policy, the work and the administration of
the Government have been endorsed by the
Ovpposition, except in regard to this trivial
matter.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
that for a moment.

The PREMIER: Well, endorsed to the
extent that they have not felt justified in
making an attack on the Government on any
other ground.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
young.

The PREMIER: Yes, but the Leader of
the Opposition is aware that the Address-in-
reply is usuzlly the oceasion when an attack
is launched upon a Governinent.

Hon. 8Sir James Mitchell: Oh, no, no!

The PREMIER: There ean be no ques-
fion abeut it. The Opposition are always
anxious to attack a Government, and this is
the only point upon which they feel justified
in making a charge at the prezent time. '

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, we are only
anxious for you to do well.

The PREMIER: T rezard the amendment
as a time-wasting one. It is niterly trivial.
It is in facl evidence of the desperate posi-
tion in which the Oppasition find themselves;

I do not think

This session is
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ey have to have recourse to a subject of
this kind in order to launch an attack on the
Government. [ do not like te impute mo-
tives, but 1 do believe that all the time this
subject oecupied the minds of the people dur-
ing the conrse of that strike there was wnder-
I¥ing it a zood deal of political motive.

llon, Sir James Miichell: You canot ac-
vise me of that.

The 'REMIER: The Press of this State
by the publication of cxaggerated reports
and by  considerable misrepresentation
made political eapital out of the dispute. One
cannot vemplain of thaf, seeing that they
have roamed the nniverse to discredit Labour.
One day it is a eriticism of Mr, Jock Garden
in Sydney, another day a eriticism of Mr.
Walish in Melbourne, and yet another day it
is an atiempt to link up Labour with Moscow
and the Soviet. Periodically we have articles
bewailing the dreadful condition of the
people of Cueensland suffering from a La-
bour Government. Of course the benighted
folk in Queensland, although they have con-
tinued to re-eleet the parky to office for the
last ten years, do not know what is good for
them nearly so well as does the Press of
Western Australia. And the Press and the
Opposition heing bankrupt of grounds for
attacking the Governwment, this question
coles somewhat as a godsend, and so the
most has been made of it.

Hon. Sir Tames Mitchell: Very clever, but
it will not convinee the publie.

The PREMIER: The Federal elections
are approaching, and something must be
done. The wording of the amendment is
somewhat peculiar. It charges the Govern-
ment with having failed to maintain law and
order during the recent upheaval. Upheaval!
There has been another upheaval in receat
times, and that was the world war. I sup-
pose this Perth strike was comparable really
to the great world npheaval. A dispute that
resulted in the closing of a few tearooms and
the cessation of work on the part of a few
hundred girls is deseribed as an industrial
upheaval. TF that is not the language of
exaggeration, I do not know what is. Up-
heaval!

My, Lutey: Heave ho!

The PREMIER: One would think the
whole State had been distracted, distraught
from one end to the other when a dispute
jnvolving a few hundred people, mostly girls,
is deseribed hy the Leader of the Opposition
as an upheaval.

Hon. Siv James Mitchell: {t affected
thousands of people.
The PREMIEU: |t arfecied a good

many, bul after all not sv many were
thrown out of work, This great upheaval
was amongst several hundred girls who
censed work and parvaded the streets.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: Over 2,000 wen
and woinen.

The PREMIER: Yo, there were not apy-
thing like 2,000. I do not ilunk there were
1,000, There were only about 700 or 800 girls
who ceased work and paraded the streets in
their holiday attire. And what attracted the
Press, or some juvenile member of the Press,
most was when he deseribed some of those
girls as “These expansively built and expen-
sively attired girls who stood in front of
cafe in Hay-street with arms akimbo,” How
rude of them! They forgot they were not
in the kitechen! This young man, who no
doubt bhas had extensive experience of expen-
sive attire, when he saw those girls dressed
in silk frocks and silk stockings——

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: e would hardly
look at the stockings!

The PREMIER: He must draw altention
to their build and to their attire! The whole
attitude of the [’ress lias been one to incite
the public mind against {hose people, not
because of their behaviour during the strike,
but Leeause of the fact that they had gone
on strike at all. That is what was at the
bhottom of the whole trouble. T believe the
police acted with good, sound judgment
throughout the whole proceedings.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You were not
here, you know.

The PREMIER: No, but I have read the
veports in the Press respecting it, and T have
read the whole of the police files, and I sav
it is a testimony to the discretion, tact and
judgment of the police that a strike which
lasted more than four weeks went through
and was finally settled without one solitary
fight or disturbance of any kind taking place.

Mr, Richardson: That is wrong.

The PREMIER : There was not even one .
fight; no person fost so much as a bit of
skin off his nose.

Mr. Richardson: I myself saw three fights.

The PREMIER: The police reports did
not say there were any fights, nor did the
Press say so. Of course one ean see a fight
down the street any day in the week. There
never has been a dispute with so little dis-
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vrder and so litfle damage done. I am at a
loss to know (he attitude of the Leader of
the Opposition towards the police. It seems
that both he and the member for Perth (Mr.
diann) bave got themselves entangled in a
maze ol inconsistency. The Leader of the
Opposition said last night that the police
forece in thiz State was eqgual to anyv other
police foree in Ausiralia.

Hon. Sir James Mitebell: So it is.

The PREMIER: The Leader of the Op-
position said. “We condd not have a better
toree. It i» un hunourable, capable and
courageous body of men who bave de-
servedly  enjoyed the  confidence of the
public.” That is 2 very high testimony to
the police foree.

Hon. Sir JJames Mitehell: And perfeetly
true, too.

The PREMIEK: Then he proceeded to
say that the police did not do iheir duty.
ITe aceepted the siatement that the Minis-
ter for Justice did not give instructions of
any kind to the police.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: T had to accept
his statement.

The PREMIER: 1 take it he accepted it
unreservedly. The member for Perth (Mr.
Mann) aecepted the statement also that noe
instructions whatsoever were given hy the
(lovernment to the police. No instructions
were given by the Government to the police.
That has been stated hy Ministers, and the
statement has been accepted by the Leader
of the Opposition and the member for Perth.
That being so, why is it this highly eap-
able, honourable and eourageous body of men
tailed to do their duty, as alleged by hon.
members ¢

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Tt is for you
to explain that.

The PREMIER: According to the hon.
member, these men who stand so high in the
public estimation have failed to do their
duty. Why was it?

Mr. Latham: That is what we are tryving
to find out.

The PREMIER : Ministers say that no in-
structions were eiven to the police, and
that the police acled a= they do every day
in the week. Tt is not necessary for a Min-
ister to give instructions to the police morn-
ing after morning. The police know their
duty, and on this occasion they carried it
ont according to their judgment, discretion
and eommon sense. Yet the Leader of the
Opposition, while praising them as the finest

body of men in the Commonwealth—a sen-
timent endorsed by the member for Perth—
followed it up by saying this fine body of
men failed to do their duty. Where is the
logic or consistency of the argument? The
attnck has really been launched, not against
the (iovernment, but against this fine body
of men.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No fear.

The PREMIER: § say it has. T have
never read ol a more serious charge heings
levelled against the police force of this or
any other Siate than that made here by the
Leader of the Opposition and made at the
public meeting by the member for Perth.
The statement was that this fine, independ-
ent body of men were so supine, so dis-
honest, so immoral, T might almost say, as
to fail to earry out their ordinary, everyday
funetions, because there was an impresgion
in their minds thal their actions would not
meet with the approval of the Government
of the day. Is that the attitnde of a fine
body of men? o more serious reflection
has been cast upon the police than is em-
bodied* in that insinuation. Will anyone
say that the preservation of the peace of
this State is in the bhands of men who are
going to aet enlively and absolutely aceord-
ing to what they believe, without any in-
structions whatever, mav be aceeptable or
suitable 1o the Government of the day? The
membher for Perth, in making that charge
against the ) resent force, cliimed that when
he was in the police, no such eonsideration
operated. He acted from an entirvely difier-
ent viewpoint. He said, “T was for many
years eonnected with the police force, and
whenever there was industrial trouble we
did our duty fearlessly, and ai the end of
the trouble we always had the respect of
both sides.” How the foree has wilted since
the hon. member left it! .

Mr. Marshall: No, it has been purified.

The PREMIER: The hon. member would
have wns helieve that when lie was in {he
loree the police did their duly fearlessly and
had ihe respert of both sides, wherens to-day
the whole force, from the Commissioner
down to the latest probationer, stand idly
by and fail to earry out their duties, not be-
cause of instructions received from the Gov-
ernment, but hecause of some feelings they
may have regarding the aftitude of the Gov-
ernment. I say that is a base libel on the
poliee force.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: You are quite
mistaken.
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The PREMIER: Buat the hon. member
said so. After beginning with the stereo-
typed phrase about the fine, noble, honour-
ahle, courageous body of men, he proceeded
to say that they failed to do their duty. His
charge was against the Government, not
that the Government gave instructions, or
were responsible for the poliee failing to
do their duty——-—

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Oh yes!

The PREMIER: But that the Govern-
ment did not give them instructions to do
their duty.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Surely the
Government are at the head of the police.

The PREMIER : “If the Minister says he
did not instruet the police,” said the hon.
member, “1 shall believe him, but I say he
should have instructed them to do their
duty.” What necessity was there to give
instructions to a body of men who bave been
given such a certificate of character as that
given them by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion last evening?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
lasted four weeks.

The PREMIER: And the hon. member
only woke up to it three weeks afterwards
when he strayed into the Acting Premier’s
office, and was assured that everything was
all right.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I did net stray
into his office.

The PREMIER: This is a serious matter,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It is very seri-
ous.

The PREMIER: The hon. member cannot
get ont of it by merely prefacing his re-
marks with a enlogy of the police force.
He has made a most serious charge against
the police.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: I ean speak the
truth about the police or anyone else.

The PREMIER: But what is the truth?
The hon. member has made two statements.
He characterised the police as a noble and
courageons body, and then said they had
not done their duty. Which statement is
true?

Hen. Sir Jamesz Mitchell :
Government.

The PREMTER: But the hon. member
arcepted the statement of the Ministers that
no instrnctions were given by the Govern-
ment. One statement contradicts the other;
the hon. member cannot have it both ways.
He must stand by one statement or the other,
He repeated his statement that the police had

This troublg

Becanse of the

failed to do their duty, which statement con-
stitnied a most serious charge against the
force. There was no justification for it. The
police acted on this occasion as they have al-
ways acted, except when thev have recetved
instructions from Governments in the past
to act differently. They acted on this ocea-
sion as they would always act if they were
free to exercise their own diseretion.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is not so.

The PREMIER: On occasions in the
past they have adopted a different attitude,
because they were instructed by Governments
to do so. On this oceasion the police fune-
tioned in a proper way. 1L is not their
function fo take sides in indnstrial disputes.
In the past they have been used in industrial
disputes on the side of employers.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: 1 deny that.

The PREMIER: 1 am not accusing the
hon. member.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
you are.

The PREMIER: Other people have heen
in office.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Youn mean when
you were previously in office?

The PREMIER: T iean since 1917 and
while the party with which the hon. wmem-
ber is associated was in office. The police
acted properly on this oceasion; they acted
with reason and discretion as they will al-
ways acf, and I refuse to believe the charge
levelled by the hon. member that the police
force from Commissioner down are a weak-
kneed, jellyfish hody of men.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I said nothing
of the sort.

The PREMIER: Why did this body of
men fail to do their duty?

Mr. George: That is what we wani te
know.

The PREMIER: Wo instractions were
given to them. They acted aveording to their
diseretion and judement, and they kept law
and order reasonably well, too. We know
very well that a certain amount of trouble
is ingeparable from industrial disputes, but
T venfure to say there have not been many
industrial disputes in this country so entirely
free of anvthing of a serions nature as was
this trouble whicl lasted for four weeks.

Mr. George: Do your Government ap-
prove of the obstruection of the streets and
of people heing insulted?

The Minister for Works: We shall remind
you presently of a little that vou did.

By inference
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The "REMIEER: The wember for Lerth
said in his time ihe police always ha'l the re-
speet of both sides; they did not consider
which party was in power; Lhey alwayv< did
their dury. Evidently the stiffening has zone
out of the force since lie leti il.

Mr. Marshall: It has heen jurified sinee
he left it.

The PREMIER: I do not Lnuww why he
skwould claim to have acted fenrlessly in uny
nmatter he was called ujon to deal sith, re-
gardless of what (iovernmment were in oflice.
He said he did his duty fearleisly and did
rvot consider the opinions of the Guevernment
of the day. Why does he thiuk the whale
force has altered -ince Le left? What has
come over it 2

The Minister for Agrieniture: e
left,

The PREMIEL : Al these men new fail
to do their duly, according to the hon.
member; they stood idly by with folded
arms, he wonld have us believe, while this
great upheaval was taking place. Why?
The hon. member says, too, that he accepts
the statement that no instructions were given
to the police. Yet the police snddenly became
paralyszed, according to him.

Mr. Mann: That was apparent.

The PREMIER: I am not able to under-
stand the principle enunciated in this state-
ment by the hon. member—*If a man has
20 or 25 years’ service to his credit and has
a family to keep, he does not want to be
shifted to Kimberley or somewhere else in the
back blocks for making a nuisance of him-
self” So, apparently, it has been the prac-
tice in the j ast to shift a2 mun to the back
blocks when he did his dnty. The hon. mem-
ber said it was the obvious dnty of the jr0-
lice to take certain action, but that they
would be shifted to Kimberley or to the hack
blocks if they did it. The icference is that
constables who did their duty were shifted
to the back blocks.

Lila

Mr., Heron: Was he ever in the hack
bloeks?®
The PREMIER: Xeither he nor the

Leader of the Opposition snggests that the
Minister issued instruetions to the police, so
why this paralysis that came over the police?
Let them explain it. They do not snggest
that instructions were given, and yet this
fine body of men suddenly became inert.
What is the explanation? T say seriously it
is the most damaging charge I have ever
known to have been levelled acainst the

4]

Police Force. Members will not get round it
by merely putting forward a few puff state-
ments with regard to the police. T say the
pulire arted with diserction throughiout, and
that the =tate of things depicted in the Press
from day to Jdayv was n wild exapzeration of
the facts.

Hon. Sir Jume~ Mitehell: You were not
here.

The PREMIER: | have read every line
ptihlished in regard fo it. [ have al-u read
Lid pazes of the renorts of paolice uvlticers,
as appearine an ihe police file. Every con-
~table detailed for daty in connectinn with
the strike had to,put in n dnily written re-
port to the Department, and [ have read
very one o these from hecinning to end.
T will vead a few extracts from the reports
of {hese officers. T assure the Honse I could
quote dozens of these if necessary, hut they
ate all similar to those that T will quote.
(Ine sergeant writes—

On the 5th May there was no damage to pro-
perty done. Everything was quite in order with
the exception of a crowd having congregated in
the atreet and around Albany Bell's shops.
Another constable writes—

On no occasion did we witness any damage
done to property, and we have received no com-
plaint of any damage done or any stealing from
shops, or any viplence on the part of any of the
employees.

Another sergeant says—

I inquired what the trouble was, and was in-
formed that a number of the waitresses and & few
men had gone into the shop. I remained in the
vicinity for e time and did not notice any disorderly
conduot. I did not enter the building, but no
complaint was made to me by the proprictor
regarding their conduet. I went to the Esplanade
Hotel where T found constables on duty and every-
thing was quiet. The crowd eoon cleared, and
I instructed the constables on duty to keep the
crowds moving on the footpath. In no instance
did T see or hear any disorderly conduet nor was
there any damage to property.

All these reports cover different days and
different establishments, and are made by
different officers. Another officer says—

On arrival I dispersed the crowd with the
nssistance of a couple of conatables.

Another constable writes—

All waa quite in order. During the afternoon
1 kept the atrikers under observation, nor did T
see any damage done to property.

Another sergeant writes—

One hundred strikers congregated at the shop
between 11 and 12 and a1l was quiet and orderly.
At the Crystal Cafe I found a number of atrikers.
I remained on duty until 1-15 when the sergeant
relieved me for lunch. All had heen quiet and
orderly while I was on dutv. After 2 p.m. the
crowds dispersed. After that I was informed
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that & crowd of strikers had congregated at the
Arcadia tearvoms. I found a lurge crowd there
and reimnwived on duly until 4-5 p.n.  All bad
been quict and orderly while I wes there,

Mr. Samp.on: It was evidently all im-
agination.

The PREMIER: The hon, member can,
if he likes, doubt the reports of this fine,
honourable and courageous body of men.
I am |repared to let any member read the
reports privately. These reports were not
selected. The member for Perth (Mr.
Mann} may see the file. I assue the Houze
that these reports are typical of every re-
port out of the 160 that appear on the three
files. They are made by inspectors, ser-
geants and other officers of the police to
their superiors.

Mr. Sampson: There is wouderful unan-
imity ahout them.

The Minister for Lands: They are hon-
ourable men.

The PREMIER: There is an insinuation,
The police know now what is behind it all.
The hon. member says there is wonderful un-
animity, in the face of the certificate of char-
acter given to these men by his own leader.
Is it to be inferred that there was ecollusion
between these officers in the writing of re-
ports? The interjection is worthy of the
hon. member. He msinuates that these men,
who are charged with the responsibility of
preserving peace, and who have been so
highly eulogised, are apparently eapable of
collusion and of writing false reports to
their superiors. No other inlerence can be
drawn from the interjection.

Mr. George: And the Press must have
totally misrepresented the aflair?

The PREMIER: Did they ever misrepre-
sent the hon. member—for instance, the
“Sunday Times”? Sinee the hon. member
has gone out of office he seems to have aec-
quired a wonderful respect and regard for
the Press.

Mr, George: Have 1% You will knov;r
more about that before the session is over,

The PREMIER: He wounld rather take
the statemenis of imaginative youths on the
Press, who were impressed by the expansive
build of the girls, than acecept the reports of
matured and experienced officers of the
Police Department.

Mr. George: No. I was referring to the
respectable Press, not the gutter Press.

- thing.

The PREMIER: That is a cheap kind of
Another sergeant says—

No disorderly conduct was indulged in, anything
further than eume erowding arpund this place.
No damage was done to property. ,

Another sergeant says—

Everything was quite in order, and there was no
obstruction to trai.c.
Another constable says—

There was no disorderly conduct while I was
at the Maypole.

Apother sergeant says—

There was no disorderly conduct. The strikers
and others complied with the varipus regquests
msade by the pulice.

The sergeant says—

All passed off quietly and yrderly.

Another sergeant, who is a particunlarly
capable officer, says—

We had no dificulty in keeping the footpath
clear. 'L here was no obstrustion 1w trwine and no
unseemly conduct.

Ar. George: I saw Hay-street absolutely
blocked.

The PREMIER: This officer is talking
about the lack of unseemly eonduct or ob-
struction to traflic.

Mr. Latham: YWhat about abusive lan-
guage?

The PREMIER: You can liear that every
day in the week in Barrack-street.

Mr. Latham: If I used it this afternoon
in the street I wounld ke locked up.

The PREMIER: Would the hon. member
have the police grabbing reople in times of
an industrial dispute, gnd putting them in
the lock-up because of offensive remarks and
abusive language? That is the kind of thing
that leads to riots and disorder, and in the
rast has led to the Joss of men’s lives. When
there i3 an industrial dispnte, some members
would like the police to strike people with
their batons.

Mr, George: No.

The PREMIER: They wounld have the
police not so much to keep order, hut to
intimidate t'e strikers, and perhaps punish
them for having taken part in the strike,

Mr. George: Surely the police would keep
the streets oren for traffe.

The PREMIER: I have seen streets
blocked through people waiching a punch
and judy show, If the hon. member was
there we should lave a real Aunt Sa'ly, and
the street wauld soon hecome blocked.

Mr. George: Tt would be the bigzest sen-
sation out.
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The PREMIER : Another sergeant writes:
Another offcer says—

During the time I wan at the Cafe I saw nothing
any reasonable person could take exception to.

The strikers were kept off the footpath, and
there wos no interference with pedestrian traif’e,
and evervthing wes orderly. A large number
of the pullic remained in the vicinity uwntil the
departure of the strikers about 2 p.m.

Another ofiicer says—

Ko perzon was allowed to stand on the footpath:
and with the exception of the crowd bLeing in the
street everything was orderly.

There was another report hy an officer whoe
holds a responsible position, and who would
have hern tle senior of the member for Perth
if that rentleman had still been in the force,
The hon. mewnber will recounise that this
aifieer rnst Fold o lnoh resr-oansihle position.
He writes to the Commissioner as follows:—

Comment has been made of the inaction of the
polire in cunnection with this matter: the police,
bowever, in my opinion acted wisely and with
discretion in refraining from undely interfering
with the so-called strilers. There were several
instances in which the police (had they rigidly
enforced their powers) ecould have heen more
drastic hut their object rizht throughout was to
prevent trouble, aned with this aim in view and the
fact that there waa no attempt to riot, nor could
it be said that there wae any unls wful assembly,
the police contented themrelves with aceing that
there was no hreach of the peace committed and
that the tmife regulstions were complied with.
Those of the strikers who were inclined to dis-
regard law and, order were promptly checked by
the police, their names and addresses taken and
given to the parties offended. Had the palice
gone Lo extremes and arrested those persons, it
would have incited the erowd and protahly brought
on more serious trouble and thus given the public
the oppurtunity of accusing the police of hLeing
the instigators. There were troublesome pacties
on both siles, and althpugh the public were in-
eonvenienced to & certain extent, I am sure the
more reasunelle thinking class will agree that the
action of the polive is to be applauded.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: What is the
date of that report? -

The PREMIER: The 13th May. The file
contains reports of that deseription from end
te end. Are members prepared fo take the
reports published in {he newspapers rather
than tle stafements written by the officers of
the Police Department? The whole thing is
absurd, There ean he no question about the
facts, I do not contend there was no cause
for complaint. The police say that the foot-
paths were kept clear throushout for the nse
of tke pnblie, and that a number of people
eongreeated in the street in front of the
establishments concerned. Tt is guestionable
whether {he police are justifed in interfering
nnless there is serious canse for interference.

Above all, experience tells us that it is un-
desirable for the police to take action that
might lead to a riot or a serious breach of
the peace. 8o long as matiers are proceed-
ing in what may be deseribed as a fairly
reasonable way, the police do the right thing
in not taking ihe action members would have
them take if they had their way.

My, George: Fven when Hay-street was
blocked at the Crystal Cafe and one could
rot get through?

Mr. Lutey: That will happen any day.

The PREMIER: While this uphbeaval,
which lazted Yor Tour weeks, was proceeding,
not one person was injured, I looked up
the casualty lisl at the hos ital, and found
that not one jerson was taken there. The
services of a doctor were not required, and
there was searcely a figlit of any sort. It is
mos( remarkable t: at an urheaval could take
tlace in the heart of the city, and continue
for four weeks, and that at the end no one
should lose even the skin off his nose. And
yet the state of things was such that mem-
bers would have the people believe great
lawlessness oceurred in the cilv, that the city
was given over to a mob which took charge
of it. All the facts refute that eontention.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Do you say that
these people were allowed to carry on their
business?

The PREMIER: There were the usual

happenings, ot course, and picketing was
indulped in.  Picketing has been a regular
practice in regard to union strikes for as
long as I remember. There was pitketine in
eonnection with the strike which oecurred
when the hon. member was io office. Even
the lion. member’s oflice was pickefed during
the publie service strike, and he had great
difficulty in getting out and acting as pay-
master. That was the oeeasion when he sal-
lied forth with his paymaster’s bags and
mixed his acecounts.
. Mr. Georze: On a point of order. T do
oot think the hon. member has any warrant
for saying that 1 mixed my accounts. I ask
that the words be withdrawn.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member de-
sires that the words “mjzed his accounts” be
withdrawn.

The PREMIER: T will withdraw, but I
know we had a special item on the Esti-
mates to correct the amonnt the hon, mem-
ber was short in his cash.

Mr. George: T ask that that statement be
withdrawn. It is absolutely false!
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The PREMLER: [f I had time at my
disposal [ would lock up the Estimates, be-
cause 1 know there was an jtem 10 rectity
the position.  Of eourse, it was an honest
error on the part of the hon. member and T
recogniz that those were strenuouns days
when he had a diffieult task.

Mr. George: Neither you nor all your
crew conld stop me going out if 1 made up
my mind to go!

The PREMTER :
stop the hon. member!
work.

Mr. George: 1 saw that my men got their
pay, and that is more than you would do in
the circumstances.

The PREMIER: 1 was not in a position
to take up that part.

Mr. George: And youn would not have
done it if you had been.

The PREMIER: Of course, 1 know that
1 eould not have done what the hon, member
did. 1 know, too, that no man on earth
conld come up fo the perfect state of the
hon. member in the conduet of his business.

Mr. George: My men always got their
pay.

The PREMIER: The hon. member's re-
cord of administration in his department for
a number of years past was perfection it-
self.

Mr. George: I do not claim that, but at
any rate it was honest.

The PREMIER: There is not much merit
in being honest; the average man is that.
But tie hon. member was perfect.

Ir. Panton: Anvhow the leader of that
strike did pretty well, too.

The PREMIER:

Nothing could possibly
He did execllent

The whele thing is a
storin in a tea kettle. Then the Mayor, we
find, ealled his meeting. Tn times of indus-
trial trouble some people think they must be
surrounded by a ¢rowd of policemen. Thus
it was that the Mayor wrote to the Commis;:
sioner of Police asking that » sirong force
of the police should be present at the meet-
ing, but inside and outside the hall. He was
doohtfal about the protection of hon. mem-
bers who wished to speak at the meeting
that night and because of that he wanted n
few policemen inside the hall.

Hen. Sir James Mitchell:
ahont that afterwards. ~

The PREMIER: Tn his discretion, the
Commissioner of Police decided that it was
not neeessary for any police to he inside the

T will tell you

hall und there were none. Yet the meeting
passed off in an orderly manucr withvat any
disturhance whatever. Had a body of | olice
heen imside the hall as renuested by the
Mayor, the Press would have sald nost day
that there wite an unvuly moh present and
but For the presence ol a hiz hody of pulice-
men, a disturhance would have taken |ilace.
As it war, no disturbance took plaece, al-
thongh one memher speaking at the rmeeting:
satd fhat the state of affabrs was leading
struight to the disruption of the Britich Em-
pire.  Although nil this lawlessness had been
going on, the Mayor’s mesting did not take
place until three week< after the sirike had
commenced.  The meeting wis held on the
22nd Mav. Here was all this lnwlessness, and
yvel no move wmade for three weeks! tn the
day subsequent to the meeling the Leuder of
the Opposition called apon (he Minister for
Lands and he rold the ouse that the Min-
isler had assured bim that the police were
doing their duty. At the time the hon. mem-
ber suid that the public would welcome the
intimation.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Affer the ex-
pevience they had had. the public wounld
weleome suel an assurance, too.

The PREMIER: We have Lad experience
of police intervention in strikes. 1t is not
sufficient to say that the police shouid ael
in times of industrial trouble as they would
aet in normal eirewnstances. Does the
Leader ol the Opposiilon say that because
4 nuwber ol people eollest in St. George's
Terrace, the poliee have power to prosecute
theni. There is no comparison between the
action {he police may take in dealing with
men obtaining their livelihood in an unlaw-
ful manner, many of whom were known to
the officers to he undesirables and
criminals, and the aetion suggested by the
hon. member. Beeause the police have ex-
ercised in extreme cases the powers they
pessessed, is no reason why they should
aet likewise In times of indnstrial dispute.
Hon. members kpow from expericnce that
undue influence hy the poliee in industrial
matters leads not to peace, but to trouble.
That has been our experience over and
over again. It micht easily happen, did
the palice act as the hon. member would
have them act, that we wonld have a
repetition of what took placre at Fremantle.
Men might go down armed with havonets
and there might be a serinus confiiet be-
tween the police and a seetion of the
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people, resulting in the loss of life. Such
an instance happened on one occasion, and
have hon. members gained nothing from
that experience! Do they seek to repeat
wimt oceurred on that occasion? That is
orie instance within our own knowledge and
memory in whiel action was taken by the
police in an industrial trouble, the officers
acting under instructions of Ministers.

Mr. J. H. Smith: You exercised police
control at Fremantle during the seamen’s
strike.

‘fhe PREMIER: Jt is not a matter re-
lating to the powers the police have, but
rather does it concern their judgment and
discretion in exercising those powers.

The Minister for Werks: Police were on
duty during this strike too.

The PREMIER: On every such occasion
they are on duty.

Mr. J. H. Smith: But the police kept
the pickets off the wharl at Fremantle.

The Minister for Works : The police
never kept the pickets away.

Mr. J. H. Smith: There is quite a differ-
ence of opinion on that point.

The PREMIER: What took place on this
veeasion away from the ordinary ‘routine
was sueh as is inseparable from any in-
distrial dispute.  No reasonable person,
however, could take exception to what bap-
pened on that oceasion and I prefer fo
1nke the opinivn of responsible  police
officers, such as I have quoied, than to
take more or less irresponsible statements
that appeared in the Press from time to
time., The amendment represents so much
waste of time. It has been brought for-
ward quite legitimately for political pur-
poses.

Mr. George: Not at all.

Mr, Latham: It was not donme for polit-
ical purposes.

The PREMIER : It has been worked up
and pumped up by the Press for weeks
and weeks. Therefore it was thought
advisable not to allow the oecasion to pass
without making use of it by referring to
this question. This will not mislead the
public into believing that anything of a
serious nature took place during the strike.
The Leader of the Opposition read last
night a statement by Mr, Paxton of the
Esplanade hotel.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
the Minister too.
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The PREMIER: The report of the police
ofticer referring to the incident on the same
day was as follows:—

The Esplanade Hoicl manager wus excited,

witbout material cause as, with the exception of
& number who foreed theis way into the Lack yard,
nothing to which exception could be taken aroge.
'fhe Esplanade Hotel was opening its deors to-day
and they did not anticipate anything clse from
pickets unless Mr. Paxton excites theni.
My, Paxton was exeited because a few
people forced ihemselves into the back-
yard. He said that be saw 200 or 300
people approaching the hotel and he closed
the doors because they would have entered
the hotel. 'Thus Mr, Paxton was able to
divine (he thoughts of these people.

Hon, $iv James Mitchell: They would
not allow people to enter or leave the liotel.

The PREMIER : Anyhow, Mr. Paxton
knew exactly whaf was in their minds. He
shut the hotel from inside, and the place
was not, as would appear, locked up by
those whu weve on strike. 1 am sure the
House will reject the amendment. 1
seareely think members wiil agree to it,
but will prefer to get on with the real
husiness of the country.

MR. MANN (l’erth) [5.40]: If I were
as capable ns the Premier in hiding the
trae pieture. | wounld be able to place the
tacts hefore the ITouse far more satislactorily
than ! shall he able to do. From the be-
gimning to the end of his speech the Premier
covered the strurture with veneer, Ile lid
the real issue and painted a picture of
events that did not exist. Tn reading the re-
ports from the police it will bave been
noticed that each report set out that there
was no assault or disorder. On the other
hand not one report stated no other offences
had been commilted. Is it necessary to
have assaults and disorderly scenes before
there are infringements of the laws of the
State? The reports do not say there were
no such infringements of the law but merely
that no one had been assaulted and thena
had been no disorderly seenes.

The Minister for Works: Nothing of the
sort.

The Premicr: That is not correct.

Mr. George:
scenes?

Mr. MANN: The Premier passed very
cleverly aver all the vital points raised by
the Leader of the Opposition,

3r. Panton: There were none.

Then there were disorderly
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Mr. MANN: With the skill born of his
long palitical experience, the Premier was
able to paint a pieture that did not deal
with the more material aspects of the ques-
tion. For mare than four weeks the husi-
ness people of Perth were unable to carry
on their operations.

The Premier: Because there was a strike.

Mr. MANN: Nof because there was a
strike or becanse sirikers were on their
premises either. In the instances I will
yuote to the House people were endeavour-
ing to carry on their business without the
aid of ouvtside labour. They were trying to
carry on as best they could with the efforts
of themselves and their families alone. Tor
some reason lhe stiikers were not fighting
the ordinary batlle to prevent the em; loy-
wment of Iahovur, hut were endeavouring to
prevent peotle from being supplied with
meals. 1t did not affect their position at
all. Although the proprictors of tea rooms
and resiaurants were merely carrying on
with their tamilies, the strikers decided that
they should not be allowed to do so and re-
sorted lo extreme measures to prevent them
from proceeding. Is the Premier satisfied
that the action of strikers in large numbers
rushing into buciness places and upsetting
and smashing ntensils was orderly, and was
not such that the police should be called
uron to interfere? T hardly think he will
be of that opinion.

The Premier: Not one complaint
made by those people to the police.

Ar. MANN: I will give you the names of
the reople who reported to me.

The Minister for Agriculture: Why to
you?

Mr. MANN: Members can interject as
much as they like, but I shall make my
point.

The Premier: Not one solitary report was
received by the police.

Mr. MANX: The police were present and
took no action. The people did go to the
Chief of Police.

The Premier: They did not.

Mr. MANN: Tet me quote Section 43
of the Polire Act, which says—

Any officer or constable of the police force
withuut any warrant other than this Act at any
hunr of the day or night, may apprehend any
person whom he may find drunk or di-onderly
or using profane indecent or obscene language
or who shall use any threatening abusive or in-
sulting words or behaviour with intent or calculated
to provoke a breach of the peace.

was

Section 44 reads—

Any officer or constable may enter at any hour
of the day or night into any house licensed for the
sale of fermented and gpirituous liquurs or any
licensed hoarding. cating, or lodging-house, and
without any warrrnt other than this Act appre-
hend any person whom he may 'nd drunk or be.
having himeelf in an indecent or disorderly manner
or using any such Innguage ns aforcsaid or words
or behaviour ealoulnted to provoke & Lreach of
the peace.

The Premier: Why did not this fine, hion-
ourable body of men take aetion?

Mr. MTANN: Subsection 41 of Seclion 550
o' the Criminal Code reads—

Any person who, with a view to compel any
other person to abstain from deing or to do, any
act which such other persen has a legal right to
do or abstain from deing, wrongfully and without
legal authority is guilty of an offence.

The 'remier: That seetion has never heen
put into operation in (his State.

The Minister for Lands: Do you remem-
ber that you were going to bring along a
deputation to me to make comylainis, and
that you ealled it off heeaunse you found there
we e no complaints to make?

The Premier: Do you sucgest that the
police did not take aetion?

Mr, MANN: Let me rend what Mr. Taylor
says, He is o reputable citizen who has been
in business in the city for some time.

The Premier: He asked for police pro-
tection and got it, and then carried on his
business.

Mr. MANN: This is what he says—

On 1st Mey, the day the strile of tearoom and
hotel emplovees commenaced, at ahout 12-30 p.m,,
‘0 or 40 cirls entered my refreshment rooms in &
noisy and disorderly manner. A police sergeant
entered with them. I enquired what they wanted
They said, ** The seabs vou have worting here.”
Our of the girls elimbed on the tatle and commenced
to use abusing and insulting language towards
my daughter, who was present. I reguested
the police sergeant to take her name and address,
saying that if the police would not I would pro-
secute her for disorderly condnct. 'The sergeant
smiled, but did not comply, whereupon the girl
said, * Oh, he won't do anything, he's looking
after us.” The sergeant did not interfere. On
Wednesday, Gth May, the strikers arrived at my
shop about noon. I telephoned the police and
ashked for protection. I was told they would
send an officer or two. Three constahles and one
sergeant arrived quickly. A police inspector
came shortly afterwards and remained in the
vicinity of the shap. The three constables and the
sergeant took up positions at the door of my shop.
There were 130 to 20t strikers present. The
strikers stood in & solid mass in the doorway
and did their best to prevent any would-be cus-
tomers from entering the shop. The police made
no attempt to move or prevent the strikers from
blocking the entrunce to my shop, hut they assido-
ously moved on any of the public who stood to
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sce whal was happening. When ] perceived this
I telephoned the police station and requested to
he ' put on " to the infpector in charge. After
waiting o short time, an oft'cer spoke and said
he was the ingpector in charge. I told him what
was hn ppening at the door of my shop end pointed
out thet there were ample police present outside
my shop to deal with the situation. I asked him
if he eould have the police then outside my shop
instructed to clear the doarwny. He replied,
* The police have bad instructions and are carrying
them cut.” 1 then supoested that I ghauvld call
the police sergeant to the telephone and that the
oft'cer shnulel instruct him to clear the doorway.
The roply waa,  That ofi eer has had his instrue-
tione, and is carrving them out.” 1t was then
apparent to me that police protection wes not
fortheoming, that eo fac as the strihe was con-
cerned the police were not functioning. Mattera
at the entrance to my shop in St. George's -terrace
then got worse. Well known citizens asgerted
their night 10 enter, and in groups of six or more
fought theicr way through the mob of strikers.
The stri..ers were then reinforced by o number
of male strikers, who, with the girl strikers, entered
the slop and ILlled it. Citizens still insisted on
entering and parties, one led by Mr. Ueesdale,
M.L.A., continued to 1ght their way into the
shop. The stril ers, failing to prevent customers
entering, then cloeed the door trom the inside. I
opened it, hut they again closed it and prevented
me from opening it. During the time these things
were happening tle three constables and the
sergeant slood at the shop dour, and other police
weie in the vicinity. ‘they made no atlempt
to prevent or 1estipin the stiihers, Lbut continually
remounstrated with cilizens who entered or at-
tempied to enter the sbop. Terceiving that the
gfrb viy hud Leen ullowed by the police to take
possession of my premises and to close the door,
I told Lhe zecietary end the organiser of the em-
ployees” unipon that I should not attempt to open
my shop agein that day and roquested them to
take the stru crs vut,  Akout 40 were in my chop.
They =aid that they would all stay in the shop
unti) I eiyned the apreement. This 1 refused to
do. They remained in the shop fully 1% hours,
although I fiequently requested them lo leave,
undertating not to open agein that day. They
repeated they would not leave until I signed their
agieement, During this time the police were at
the fiont of the shop and could see through the
window what was taking place inside. At this
time and for four days previously 1 bud not em-
ployed laLour. T was worling the business solely
with the Lelp of my two dauvghters and son.

Will the Piemier suggest that there was
noth'ne wrong there?

The Premier: Why did he not complain
to the police?

Mr. MANN: Aprarently ke went as far
as he could, arproaching one ofFecer and then
another,

The Minister for Lands: And you believe
kis sta‘ement hefore the statement of the
police?

Mr. MANN: I see no reacon why Mr.
Tavlor shonld make an incorrest statement.

The Premier: Tho wvon think the police
have fallen from ibeir high estate?

Mr. MANN: I form no opinion in that
respect. [ am taking the position as it ex-
isted at that fime and say (nat the police
did not act up to what in my opinion was
their duty.

The Minister for Works: We will give
vou directly the position that you left.

The Premier: The police functioned too
energetically in the opposite direction at
times when you were with them.

Mr. George: That does not affect the pre-
sent situation,

Mr. MANN: When [ was there the Pre-
mier is aware of everything I did, and he is
not able to tind fawlt with the manner in
which 1 did my duoty.

The Premier: No, except the midnight
arrest.

Mr. MANN: Wa shall deal with that later
on. There is another glaring instance of the
failure of the police to do their duty, and
that was in connection with the disiurbances
that took place outside the Crystal Cafe.
That cafe is eonducted by Mr. Rees, a well-
known resident of the State, a man who has
been here for 30 years. He is well known
and respected and has been at the Crystal
Cafe for a couple of years. On Friday, 1st
May, his staff left the premises o attend a
stop-work meeting and did not return. He
proceeded to attempt to carry on business
with the assistanee of his family and then
received word that a crowd was going to raid
his premises, He reported the matter to a
constable and asked what he should do. The
adviee he got was, “T'he best thinz you can
do is to close up yonr premizes,” The pro-
prietor did not close up, and with the aid of
bis two sons stood at the door and awaited
the arrival of the crowd. They duly arrived
and lhere was un exchange of blows. The
crowd then stood back and one said, “Will
you permif two of our numter to go through
you rremises to see whether you have any-
one emploved?”’ Alr, Rees agreed to this,
and the two who went tlrourh came ont
again satisfled. On the 4th May the cafe
was again ra‘ded and after that it was raided
rerlarly twice a day.

The Minicter for Justice: Raided?

The Premier: That is the rolice term, and
might he miznnderstoad,

Mr, MANN: T will give the facts. and the
Premier ean form his own conclusion as to
wheter T nm weing the right exrression. A
erowd of ahoul 20 or 30 =irilbev, and some-
times mare. asremhled outeide {he eafe each
day and the first procedure was to paste on
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the windows signs atter this siyle: “Menu—
soup a la cockroach; entries, curried mag-
gols; jeinl, baked flies; swects, roast fleas.”
All this time the police were standing hy.

The I'remier: Was it the duty of the police
to stop that?

Mr. MANN: Was not an action of that
kind likely to cause a breach of the peace?

The Premier: It was only amusing.

Mr. MANN: I should like to see what
would happen it somebody pasted a similar
notice on the door of the Premier’s house.

The Minister for Lands: They stuck worse
notices than that on my house onece, and it
was the empleyers that did it, too.

Mr, MANN: That was what went on day
after day. In addition, pickets placed them-
gelves in the dvorway of the eafe and anyone
that attemyted to go in was called a seab,
and even stronger terms were used. On one
occasion when Mr. Rees, sen.,, wenl to tear
the notices off the window, he was assaulted;
and when he turned round to attack his
assailant, the police interfered. I know Mr,
Rees very well, and there are members op-
posite who know him as well as I do, and
are aware that he is not a man likely to
make such a statement if it were not true.
But, quite apart from Mr, Rees, this kind
of thing was being done under the eyes of
the public every day. Crowds used to as-
semble every noon to see the event earried
out, Was not that an extreme act of in-
timidation, to go to this man’s place of busi-
ness twice a day in order to try to stop—

The Premier: You say the police should
bave interfered?

Mr. MANN: Yes.

The Premier: Then they cannot be such
a fine, honourable body of men as you have
said.

Mr. MANN: I do not know.

The Premier: You bave made a serious
reflection upon the police, you know, not
upon the Government.

Mr. MANN: I am not telling the House
something that is not known to the warld.
The whole of Terth knows that this went on.
The eonduct of the police in connection with
the strike was the topic of conversation
among all sections of the people during the
currency of the strike. The Minister for
Police knows that.

The Minister for Justice: I do not know
it.

Mr. MANN: Tt was commented upon in
the streets and in railway trains.

Ministerial Members: Oh!

Mr. MANN: It was apparent to everyone
that the police were not doing their duty as
they had previonsly done it.  The police
were not functioning.

Mr. Flughes: Why did not they do their
duty?

Mr. MANN: The bLon: member van prob-
ably tell me why.

The Minister for Lands: T saw two police-
men in front of the C'rystal Cafe every day,
keeping the footpath elear and kecping the
door eclear.

Alr. Davy: Masterly inactivity!

Mr. MANN: Did ihe Minister inquire of
the poliece why they did not do their duly?

The Minister for Lands: 1 inquired of
the pulice if anything was wronyg, and I
learnt there was nothing wrong.

Mr. MANN: The story ol Mr. Livans, of
the Cabin Tearooms, is that on the TFriday
his employees left in order to attend a stop-
work meeting and did not return. On the
Saturday he endeavoured to earry on his
business with the aid of his family and his
counter staff; and the business was con-
dueted during the day, while a large crowd
of strikers were up against the back and
front doors. Customers had to fight their
way through to get into the tearcoms. In
the evening Mr. Evans decided to close the
tearooms, because the pressure had ot so
strong and there was so much disorder.
This was towards eight o’clock. When he
did close the tearooms, there were still a
nummber of customers in them. Tmmediately
he closed, there was a rush at ithe backdoor;
the door was burst open, and the manager-
ess, Miss Stewar{, was assaunlted and knooked
unconscious on the floor.

Ministerial Members: Oh!

Mr. MANN: Tt is all very well for the
Minister to say, “Oh,” hut I tell him that
it is correct.

The Premier: We do not believe a word
of it.

AMr. MANN: The result was that Misa
Stewart wos confined to her room, and after-
wards was taken to St. George’s Hospital
in the Terrace, where she was attended to
bv Dr. Barker for some time. This was
owing to the assault made on her when the
door was burst in. Will the Premier say
that that is an ordinary, cveryday oceur-
rence?

The Premier:
occurred.

I do not believe that it
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Mr. MANN: The Premier ean adopt that
at*tmle if he hkes.

The DPremier: This is the first we have
heard ol it

Mr. MAXNN: 1 am giving the facts as I
have received them.

The Minister for Justice: When did you
receive them?

Mr. MANY: Both Mr. Evans and Miss
Stewart are prepared to give this evidence
on oath if necessary.

Mr. Panton: You have a bad case.

My, MANX: When Mr. Evans communi-
cated with the police, he was told they were
doing all they could. He says he went to
the police station and saw a senior officer,
who shrugged his shoulders and said, “]
cannot o any more than I am doing.”’
What 1s the suggestion? .

The Premier: That there is something
seriously wrong with this, aceording to your
statement, honourable hody of men. That
1= your argument.

Mr. MANN: I am just giving the facts
ac I find them. I am not adding to or tak-
inz from them.

The Premier: You are stating things as
you have been told them, not as you have
found them. 1t is just ex parte.

Mr. MANN: It might be said that all
such statements are ex parte. When a per-
son makes a chacge, that may be called ex
parte until the other side has been heard.
However, the statements bave heen made.

The Premier: It is a strange thing that
as rezards this woman whe is said to have
been injured no complaint was made to
the police. In fact, no complaint was made
tu the police about any of these happenings.
Even fhe vigilant Press did nof hear of
them.

Mr. MANX: My, Evans fells me that he
went to the police station and poinied ont
the desperate condition of things, and that
the alitcer whom he saw shrngged his
shoulders and said, “Well, ¥ am sorry, but
I eannot do anvthing more.”

The Premier: Your informant ean easily
say that now. Why did he not write a com-
rlaint to the Commissioner of Police? His
proper course was to write a complaint to
the Commissioner.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No.
d: not Ao iho<e fhings.

The Premier: Of comrse if was his proper
conrse.

People

Mr. MANX: It is no defence to a charge
of stealing to accuse another man of for-
gery. V£ Mr. Evans failed to do something
that the Premier thinks be should have done,
ihat is no excuse for the assault.

The Premier: But the fact that he did
not do it gives us ground Tor doubting his
statement.

Mzr, MAXN: It can he easily verified. St.
{feorge’s Hospital is in the Terrace, and it
can he ascertained whether Miss Stewart
was there,

The Premicer: She might have been there
because a mouse frightened her,

Mr. Chesson: Her having been there does
not prove anything.

My, MANN: I do not expecl to eonvince
{he hon. member.

Mr. Chesson: My word will be taken be-
fore yours any time, old chap. I know you
pretty weli by repute.

Mr. MANN. These are not the only cases.
There is the case of Mr. Bannom, of the
King Edward Hostel.

The Premier: He was excited, too.

Mr. MANN: Wag not there good ground
for his being excited? Torty or fifty per-
sons were rushing into his premises, This
instance again shows the trouble which
might have ocenrred owing to the police not
intervening. \When those men were rushing
into Mr. Bannon's premises, he armed him-
self with a revolver. Whether that was
right or wrene | am not geing to say, bnt
it had the effect of stopping the rush.

My,

Hughes: Why do yon not say
whether it was lawiul or not?
Mr, MANN : The eirewminstances may

have justified his taking that aeijon.

Mr. Hughes: Then von approve of it!

Mr. MANN: The point is that the fact
of the police not preventing the rnush on
bis premises caused him {o go to some-
thing like extremes. Does the Premier say
this wns an ordinary. everyday occurrence,
and that no aetion shonld have heen taken
by the police?

The Premier: If you are making a
charge against the police, I will give a
Roval Corpmission of inquiry. Make a
charge and we will have a Roval Commis-
sion,

Mr. MAXX: I am giving the facts.

Mr., Marshall: You are not giving the
facis: vou are making stafemeniz.

Mr. MANN: T do not know whether the
men in question were strikers or not. On



86 fASSEMBLY.)

such oeccasions loodlums get into the
crowd, ana jein in, and make trouble that
the strikeis would not make. The fact of
there being d strike is no reason why the
police shoaid not have stopped the hood-
Inms, if there were hoodlums. Again, there
is the ease of Mrs. Knight, of the Celtie
Cafe. She was cunducting the place with
her daughter, and there were no employees
on the prenises. The secretary and the
organiser of the union went to see her, and
were told that Mrs., Koight and her
daughter were earrying on the business by
themselves. The secretary and the organ-
iser suggested that they should sign the
agreement, which they would not do. Mrs.
Knight then pul up a notice on the door
thal the premises were closed until further
notice. A eouple of hours later the notice
was torn down and the doors were burst
open by a rough crowd, who entered the
premises and pushed both the mother :ud
daughter about. The police were tele-
phoned for, but in the meantime some
members of the Celtic Club went down and
quictened things and got the erowd away.

The Premier: They did beiter work than

the police, then?

Mr. MANN: Apparently they were
quicker on the seere. If is to their credit
that they stopped the erowd from pushing
the mother and daughter about.

The Premier: it is easy to say they were
being pushed about.

Mr. MANN: The lady says so herself. I
trust the Premier will not believe that all
these people would make these charges
unless there wans something in them. These
people have not conspired together.

The Premier: I admit that things took
place whieh should not have taken place.

My, Hughes: You are not had at making
a case.

Mre. MANN: The point is that the Pre-
mnier painted sueh a peaceful picture. He
smoothly drew the brush across the face
of the structure and obliterated everything.
He said that these were casual, everyday
nceurrenees, that the police had no right
to interfere, and that they did their duty.
I ask the Premier whether, if he had
known of these occurrences, he would still
have said that the police did their duty?

The Premier: I say that an act of in-
diseretion on the part of the police might
have created greater trouble.

Mr. MANN: On the Premier’s statement
now, strikers, and the hoodlums who follow
them, have a right to annoy and molest
tradespeople and damage their business
premises, and the police must not interfere
lest more strikers will go in.

The Premier : Twenty-five shillings’
worth of damage was done in the whole of
the four weeks.

Mr, MANN: Mr. Raphael, of the Metro-
politan Coffee Palace, states that on Satur-
day the 2nd May, his wife and his
dauchter were serving meals in the dining
room when a crowd rushed in and took the
meals from the enstomers and threw them
on the Moor. Hc further states that the
crowe then went into the kitehen, fo'lowed
by a sergeant and a constable of police.
He zsked the poliee officers to remove the
erowd and put them out, and the police
veplied that it was his job. Ile put them
out hy throwing hot fat and water over
them. Is that right? Might not that have
led io serious trouble? Would it not have
heen preferable if the police had gof the
crowd off the premises? The crowd were
unlawfully on the premises,

Phe I'remier: It is not the duly of the
police to put people who are unlawfully on
preniises off the premises if they are not
committing a breach of the peace. It is
the business of the man who owns the
premises to put them off if they are not
committing a breach of the peace,

Haon. Sir Jamnes Mitehell: How can one
man stand against five hundred?

The Minister for Lands : Would you
stick up_for a man who threw het fat and
hot water on people? What sense¢ is there
in it?

Mr. MANN: Let my statements be re-
futed if they are not correet.

Mr. Hughes: You have not proved them.
You have not even got them in writing.

Mr. MANN: I have given a statement
of the facts as they oeccurred during the
strike.

AMr. Marshall: Did you see them?®

Mr. MANN: If those statements are cor-
rect—and I have no reason whatever to
doubt their truthfulness—it is apparent
that the police did not do their duty. The
question then arises, why did not the police
do their dnty? Mr. Speaker, I remember
during the period when yon were Attorney
General in a previous Labour Government,
there was some trouble at Collie and I was
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sent down there. Extra police were asked
for, and were sent.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 o 7.30 p.m.

Mr. MANN: Before tea I was pointing
out that during the administration of pre-
vipus governn.ents, including the previous
Labour Government, there was never any in-
stance of the police failing to do their duty.
I rememkber seseral industrial troubles during
that time. I remember one at Collie, where
extra police were asked for, and provided. 1
remember zlso a case heing Lried there by
two local justices: and the Crown Law De-
partment, of which you, Fir, were the head,
decided that justice had not heen done, and
so the ofieners were re-charged and subse-
quently fined. The DPremier, this afternoon,
said it was well that the police did not »l-
ways cany all the laws into effect during
industrial troubles.

The DMinister for
troubles.”

Mr. MANN: Probably that was the view
held by the Ministers who were here at the
time, and by some means that view became
knewn to the police. At all events, the
police fook the view that it was not wise
that all the iaws s ould be put into execution
during that industrial trouhle.

The Minister for Justice: It never is wise.

Mr, MANN: T realise diseretion must be
exercised at times; but there is a limit to
diseretion. 1f it is an isclatel offence, prob-
ably the police would be wise in overlonking
it; but when the offence is publicly re eated
day after day for weeks, is it wise that the
police should refrain from taking action?

The Premier: The matter is in their own
diseretion.

Mr, MAXN: Then on that occasion their
diseret'on was ill-advized, for they unsed ico
much direretion, inasmuch as they allowed
the positinn tn get out of hand.

The Premier: Move for a Roval Commis-

Justice. Say “any

sion,
Mr. MANN: That is in the Premier's own
hande=.

The Permiar: But you are wwaking a com-
plaint ahont the police. AMonve for an in-
guirv.

Hon. Fir James Mitehell: The eom- laint
is not abont t'e police, hnt abont the Gov-
ernm~rt, hy whomn the polica ara controlled.

The Premier: Are thev? Now we know
why the police interfered sn much en the
bosses’ side on previous oecasions,

Mr. MANN: I am placing before the
House d:finite actions that ocrurred day by
day for weeks. I am giving the facts.

The Premicr: Not facts, bui ex-parte
statements.

Mr. MANY: All charges are necessarily
ex-parte. Probably there is not a member of
the House who did not during that time see
offences committed and the polize overlook-
ing those offences, which they knew to be
wrong. Pes; le who were no pa.ty to the
dispule were suffering indignities and in-
sults.

My, Sleefnan: Just as they had to suffer
during previous strikes.

Mr. MAXNN: People who had been aceus-
tomed to go te certain restaurants for their
meals were called seabs for eontinuine to do
the same thing. Yot mo action was taken.
True, in one inctance a mrn took action
himself, and called as witness a policeman
who had heard the expression comnlainel of.
In that case the offender was ecnvicted and
fined. But people do not desire to mix them-
selves up in these cases. When such oflences
are allowed to continue, pesple bhecome in-
censed and are likely to retalinte by assault.
That, of course, is more likely to lead to
riot than if the police took up the matiter
and prosecuted the offenders.

The Minister for Justice: PBut the yosition
was getting better every day.

Mr, MANN: Onlv during the last week
did it get better, and it was said that that
was due (o the Minister for Works, who
used his influence with the Tisputes Com-
mitteg an the strikers to stop the picketing.

The ADnister for Works: 1 npever ap-
proached them on the subject.

Me. MAXNN: Well, vou nre eredited with
it. However, when the Mini:ier for Works
returned, the trouble bezan to ense down,
and T think the Minister will confess t'iat he
interested himself in brinring about a setile-
ment.

T"e Minister for Works:
different.

Mr. MANXN: Up to that time the position
wag auite ont of hand. The Premier has read
a lot of police reports to-nialt. All those
reports po to show that there were large
crowds, but no assanlts. .

The Premier: It is admitted that a num-
ber of peo le were eongregaied before the
shops and totels.

Mr. MANN: If a lot of peorle were con-
grezated to prevent others from going into

That is very
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restaurants, surely the police should have in-
tervened.

The Premier: The police say the fout-
paths were kept clear throughout.

Mr. MANN: Day after day I saw the
pickets linked arm in arm, Four abreus,
-walking four yards past the door, and four
yards in the other direction; and you had to
push past them to get into or out of the re-
staurant. The public were kept off to allow
the pickets to carry on their work. No one
will suggest that those business peojle whose
names ] have mentioned to-nighl conspired
to make those statements if they ave not true.

Mr. Muarshall: We know that they con-
spired to close other shops.

Mr. MANN: ff the law permits of ag-
grieved persons plastering the windows of
business men with obnoxious posters, why
should not two or three business men, when
an additional firm opens in opposition to
‘them, go and plaster that firm's windows in
like manner?

The Minister for Works: They are doing
that now.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Then why don’t
_you take action?

The Premier: Because the aggrieved firm
can prosecute them.

Mr. MANN: It is the dutv of the police
to prosecute in such a ease.

The Premier: If a man inferferes with
my property I ean prosecute him.

Mr. MANN: But Seetion 59 of the Police
Aet provides a penalty of £2 for such of-
fencés as were commitied during the strike,
The Premier admits that the Police Act was
broken day after day.

The Premier: You saw il broken every
day while you were in the department, vet
you did not take action against the men on
Hunter's corner.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
prove that.

Mr, MANN: It is no defence to one charge
to lay another. T have put before the House
-a number of infringements of the law as they
have been put fo me.

The Premier: They are not very serions.

Mr. MANN: But it is only hy good for-
tupe that they did not have serions results.
Members on the Government side will agree
that it is not well that any seetion of the
public should he allowed to get out of hand;
because if one seetion is allowed to do as they
like, there is hound to be retaliation by an-
other section.

You cannot

The Prenner: That is what that fellow had
in mmind when he sought to disrupt the Brit-
ish Empire.

Mr. MANN: I hope I shall not have occa-
sion to again bring before the House such a
condition of affairs ns obtained during the
strike.

The Premeir: The girls have promised to
behave betier in future.

Mr. MANN: This was not confined to
girls. There were dozens of men in it; men
wha, probably, were not connected with the
strike at all. Always on sueh occasions the
rough element is only too. ready to get into
it, as was seen in Melbourne during the
police strike, That iz what happened when
a numhber of persons broke into the Celtie
Cafe, and ecommitted an assault, yet the
police did not take the necessary aetion.
Having put the facts to the House, 1 hope
we shall never have any similar scenes in
futuore.

MR. THOMSON (Kuatanning) [7.45]:
One cannot help approaching this question
with a certain amount of dilfidence. We
have heard the statements of the Leader of
the Opposition, the reply of the Premier and
the remarks of the member for Perth (Mr.
Mann). One wonders, however, what we
shall accomplish by the dehate, seeing that
the Glovernment bave a solid majority, while
we on this side of the House are in a
minority.

The Premier: You mean the united party.

Hor. Sir James Mitehell: You are not
very united.

The Premicr: This will show that we are
more nnited than are you.

Mr. THOMSON: It is gratifyving to Lave
ihe statement of the I’remier that no definite
instroctions were given to the police. That
must be accepted. because no one is able to
prove to the contrary.

Mr. Lutey: Oh, yeu flatterer!

Mr. Panton: That is a back-bander right
enough,

Mr. THOMSON: The Premier quoted the
reports of the police, and his statements
based on the departmental records show that
the police did their duty. \Whether they did
or not is a matter of opinion. It is a great
pity that the police as a body should feel
that they are liable to victimisation by any
political party, There is a zeneral feeling in
the country that the police recently have been
somewhat lax in the discharge of their duty.
Durine the seamen’s strike at Fremantle
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‘when valuable shij.s were throwing ashore
their lines io be tierl up, men were permitted
to east thewn off, thus endangering the ships
and the lives of the peaple on board.

The Minister for Works: We quickly
stopped that.

Mr. TILOMSOX: Mo far as I can judge
the police fur u time were not functioning
as the pueople expected them to do.

The Premier: At Fremantle they did. As
soon s we were made aware of that, it was
prevented.

Mr. THOMSON: God belp the workers
and the people generally if we lose confidence
tu the police force! When we are in need
of proiection we are justified in looking to
the poliee to provide it, For a time there
was a certain amouut of lawlessness at Fre-
mantlo. These in authority permitted these
thinzs o ogeur for a time.

Mr. Sleeman: Did you see them?

Mr, THOMSON: You know those things
did oceur.

Mr. Sleeman: | do not.

AMr. THOMS(IX: No one in this House
knows better than does the member for Fre-
mantle.

Mr. Sleeman:
your neck.

Mr. THOMSON: Well, where in the name
of Heaven should I talk through? Those
things did occur.

Mr. Sleeman: The “Wesl Australian® said
they occurred.

Mr. THOMSON:
knows they did oeccur.
Let us deal with facts.

Mr. Sleemnan: Well, state facts.

Mr., THOMSON: 1 am staling facis.
Those thines did cccur. Women and children
desirous of embarking for overseas were for
a period nol permitted to embark, and were
compelled to it in the hot sun. 'Women and
children on the wharf were erving.

The Premeir: That was not because of
police action, hut hecanse the men wonld not
man the hwat, and no Government vonld make
them man the hoat. Tt is not attributable to
an act of police nroteetion.

Mr. THOMSOX: As T understand the
position, nntil Tn=pector Mitehell went down
there with a certain number of police, those
women and children were not able to board
the steamer.

Mr. Sleeman: The trouble is yon do not
onderstand it.

You are talking through

And the hon. member
Why talk nonsense?

Mr. THOMSON: A feeling is abroad that
the police dil not function properly during
the Fremantle trouble.

The Prewive: A feeling fostered by the
I'ress for political reasops.

Mr. THOMSOX: [ bave no desire to deal
with thal phase of the matter.

The Prewier: But yon are dealing with
I'ress statements.

Mr. George: Then why not prosecute the
Press for misrepresentation?

The Premier: Why don’t you prosecute
the “Sunday Times” for what it has said
about you?

Mr. George: I should like to do more
than prosecute it.

Mr. THOMSON: The general impression
throughout the State is that the police did
not funetion properly during the recent
strike, The Premier has said that no im-
struetions were given to the police and I
aceept his statement.

The Premier: I say it is a fact, and I do
not care who accepts it and who does not.
Some seem to be accepting it with reserva-
tions.

AMr. Richardson: Don’t get eross about it!

Mr. THOMSON: The Leader of the Op-
position was juostified in bringing the matter
before the House.

Mr. Sleeman: Tt makes people in the
country helieve it.

Mr- THOMSON: [t will be gratifying to
many people to learn that ne instructions
were iven by the Government, because the
zeneral opinion is that the police were not
performing their dufies.

The Premicr: The whole ohject of the
propagands was to lead people fo helieve
that.

Mr. THOMSOX: XNoa section of the eom-
rrunity, whether strikers or not, should he
permitied to interfere with a man earning
his livelihood, and so long as T am &bl
I shall oppose anvthing in the nature of
intimidation. We are suffering to-day from
a proeess of intimidation. The Premier said
the polire were wise in not takine action.
T do not expect the police to take sides;
that i= not their funetion.

The Premier: T said T helieved they acted
with @nod judgment and diseretion.

My, THOMSON: That is a matter of
opinion.

The Premier: Of course it is.

Mr. THOMSOX: Peaple following thbeir
avoeations in a lawful way in a free coun-
try should he immune from interference.
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When this matter has been sulficiently vent:
lated, I hope ihe Leader of the Opposition
will withdraw bis amendment, beeause he
will have accomplished his aim. One wmust
regret the feeling of lack of confidence in
the police. I any man enters my home ur
interferes with my wife or children, I should
be able to summon the police with confi-
dence that they will afford me protection.
That is what they are for. I congratulate
the A.L.P. Congress on having turned down
the resolution of the Seamen’s Union.

Mr., Sleeman: You do not seem to like
the Seamen’s Union. What is wrong with
it?

The Premier: Mr. Walsh is a niee chap.

Mr. THOMSON: T am glad the Premier
has mentioned him. It is said that ecompari-
sons are odious, but let me make a compari-
son, Walsh came to Western Australia and
was the means of creating an industrial up-
heaval at TFremantle.

Mr. Marshall: Walsh is not in the amend-
ment before the Iouse.

Mr. Sleeman: Walsh has been the means
of greatly improving the conditions of the
seamen.

Mr. THOMSON: Walsl, in the eyes of
the Commonweallh, committed a breach of
the law and he was arrested, but some re-
markable influence must have been at work
heecause, when he said he would return to
Melbourne to answer the charge, he was
permitted to do so. Another man connected
with a hig venture, De Garis, had what I
consider was a mental lapse and left the
State in which he was living.

The Premier: Mental lapse!
good one.

Mr. THOMSON: He got as far as New
Zealand and was arrested. De Garis made
exactly the same offer as did Walsh. He
said, “If you will permit me, I will go
back and face the charge.” He was, how-
ever, detained until a detective had been
sent from Sydney to take him back in cus-
tody. One cannot help asking oncself the
question why one man should have heen
treated in one way:

Mr. Sleeman: They could trust Walsh
and not the other man.

The Premier: Walsh was an honourahle
man. He gave his word he would go back,

Mr. fleeman: Walsh’s word is his bond.

Mr. THOYSON: Members seem extra-
ordinarilvy ccntented ahout the matter,

Mr. Sleeman: I do not believe everything
he says.

That is a

Mr. THOMSON: We ecannot help won-
dering why this man, who is a stormy pet-
rel, and who is followed by industrial unrest
wherever he goes, should be treated differ-
ently from the other man who is just as
honourable and who, for all his mistakes,
has done more for the Commonwealth than
the former who has only created {rouble.
Why are such infleences at work?

The Premier: I wonder what influence is
at work with Mr. Bruce and Dr. Page.
Walsh seems to do what he likes with them.
We had better send a wire to Dr. Page.

Mr. THOMSON: There is a general im-
pression in Western Australia that because
a Labour Government js in power the police
were perhaps a little move lenient than they
would otherwise have heen.

The Minister for Justice: There was no
necessity for anything else.

Mr. THOMSON: The Minister himself
somewhat added to that impression. He
gave definite instruetions that certain com-
modities were not to be carried on the rail-
ways. Ministers are governing the State by
virtue of the oath they took that they would
do justiee to all men, but I am of opinion
that the Minisler for Justice signally
failed in that direction when he issued the
instruetions T speak of. He ean refute that
statement if he likes.

The Minister for Justice: I do refute it.

Mr, THOMSON: He did so on state-
ments made by cerlain members of the dis-
putes committee.

The Minister for Justice: No.

Mr. THOMSON: One of the railway
men was a member of the disputes ecom-
mittee.

Mr, Panton: He is not.

Mr, THOMSON: Mr. Kenneally is a
member of the officers’ association. Un-
fortunately that action of the Minister
eoutributed to the general impression that
the Government are rather favouring those
who were out on strike in preference to
the other side. When Ministers are in
office they shounld hold the scales of justice
in the balanee towards every section of
the eommunity. Not mueh good can he
achieved by the amendment, for the num-
bers are already up. The Government will
do much rood if they remove the feeling
I refer to that they were somewhat lax, or
that there was some power which cansed
the police to be lax, to a certain extent, in
the execution of their duties.
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THEE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (Hon.
J. C. Wilcock—Geraldton) [8.5]: There
seems to be an insinuation, if wot a direet
statement, that the police reerived certain
insiructions as to tiie manner in which they
should eairy out their duties during the
industrial trouble in ’erth. As it bap-
pened, tle strike comnmenced on a Iriday.
On the preceding evening 1 went to Gerald-
ton to attend the May Day eelebrations.
Most of tke alleged disorder that we hear
albout occurred belore I knew anything of
the sirike. 1t would, therefore, have been
impossible for me to give any instruetions
in the matter. I did not return from Ger-
aldton uniil the following Wednesday
morninz, Any instructions I could have
given would bave Lad to be sent either by
wire or by telepathy, because I did not
know of the strike until I saw the paper
in (eraldton on Saturday night. The
allezation with rezard to myself is, there-
fore, preposterous. TUpon my return to
Perth I read the papers and the rather
startling way in which things were dished
up. It seemed from the papers thal things
were not guing too well so far as the police
were concerned. I immediately communi-
cated with the Police Department in order
to ascertain the position. The Commis-
sioner was away on holiday. I do not know
whether i was a coinetdence or a con-
spiracy that both the Minister and the
Commissioner should have foreseen the
strike and got away to avoid trouble.

Mr, Taylor: And with the Premier away,
too.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I,
therefore, got into touch with the officer in
charge and asked how the law was being
maintained. T reeeived an assurance that
everything was satisfactory from the point
of view of the police, that law and order
were being maintained, that slight dis-
orders had oceurred, but the police had the
matter well in hand, and that no serious
disorder had in fact arisen, Tn connection
with indusfrial disputes generally people
get excited, and do things they would not
otherwise do. The police were satisfied
that everything was being done that could
be done. Naturally I accepted the assur-
ance that this was so. When the paper
came out the next morning with further
“geare’” headlines T saw it would not be
well for me to burv my head in the sand
like an ostrich, and refrain from taking

steps to make myself personally acquainted
witi whar was going on. Un toat day,
therefore, and wany other days on whieh
seenes of diserder were reporvied, [ bad a
lovs at what was going on. 1f anyone can
say deliberutely that riois, riotous scenes
and brawls were frequent, that disorder
was apparent and lawlessness prevailed,
he has no sense of perspeetive.

lion. Bir James Mitchell: When did you
gu round the streets?

The MINISCER IFOR JUSTICL: [ did
not go every day, but 1L weut en many ocea-
sions, whenever I had the opportunity of
doiug so. 1 was satisfied that the police
were carrying out their duties as they
should do.

llon, ®ir Jawes Mitchell 1 Yon
tway fiom the I2s)lanade aifair.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes.

Mr. George : They took advantage of
your abseace.

The MINISTER 1OR JUSTICE: 1 was
assured that while I was away the police
considered that the law was being main-
tained, and that everything was being ear-
ried out in a comparatively satisfactory
manner. In industrial disputes there is
always a certain amount of disorder. Those
whe ha e r1ead industrial history know
what has taken place in the pasi on such
oceasions,

‘T'he Premier: We know what has taken
plaee in this Chamber semctimes.

The MINISTER POR JUSTICE: Mem-
bers have been put out of the Chamber.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell 1+ Not always
when they deserved it, elther.

My, SPEAKER: Order!

The MINISTER 1FOR JUSTICE: The
only thing that seems fo be greatly con-
cerning the Oppositien is that the people
who were on strike were allowed to do
picketing.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: T did not say
a word about picketing.

Mr. George: They obstructed the free
passage of the streeis.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Not to
any great extent.

Mr. George: They did.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I
walked along the street on many occasions
without trouble.

Mr. Thomson : You would not expect
them to deal with you.

were
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The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I did
not go round and give personal instructions
to the police. I do not suppose I am known
to half the members of the police foree.
The - member for Perth (Mr. Mann) seemed
to think that the picketing was the most
important phase of the trouble.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:  TPickets must
l:chave themselves.

Mr. George: The irallic in the streets wae
stapped.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: ‘[ratie
i~ often stopped by many people. When the
Leader of the Oppuositinon got hack trom Fng-
Jand there was a procession which stopped
the traffic.

Mr. Qeorge:
mier, too.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: That
is not to say there is anv disorder. The
traffic was stopped when the Y.A.L. boys re-
turned.

Mr. George: Thai was o different thing.
You could get your tucker then, but net dur-
ing the strike.

The MINISTER FFOR JUSTICE: It may
be said that in my anxiety to assist the motor
bus people to make a demonstration 1 con-
nived with them to create disorder, and
bung up the traffic by allowing the proces-
sion which ocenrred recently.

Mr. George: Thev have given you the
lead to deal with the traflic.

The MINISTFR FOR JUSTICK: Al-
must every week rzomething ocenrs to hlock
the traffic, but so long as law and order p.re-
vail and and there is no lawlessness, or any-
thing done to harm anvone, ig there anyv oh-
jection to sueh a demonsiration?

Hon. Rir James Mitehell: Will vou resign
if we prove there was lawlessness’

The MINISTER FOR JUSTTCFE: 1 ad-
mit that in eonncection with induostrial dis-
putes there will alwavs he slight diserder,
but only to a degree.

Mr. Panton: And nol confined to one side.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: No.
The picketing svstem has heen estahlished
a= a right for a hundred years.

Mr. (feorge: Notf ns a right.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: TYes.

Mr. George: No, but it has heen passively
allowed.

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: Tt
has been established as a rizht. The hon.
member may shake his head, but the fact
romains it has been established since the anti-

And in the ease of the Pre-

combination laws were repealed in Engtand
so many scores of years ago.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : But the pickets
have bad to behave themselves.

The MIXNISTER FOR .USTICE: As
they did in this case.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
not.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: When
the Commissioner of Police read the papers
in Busselton or Augusta he thouglit it his
duty to return to Perth, Tn his mind was
created a pictore of disorder and lawless-
ness in the ¢ily. As the responsible head of
the department he thought he should come
back fo see about it. That was the effect of
the propaganda upon his mind.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Propaganda is
a good word.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes.
No other word ean adequately describe the
position. Immediately the Commissioner re-
turned tu Perth he consulted hi= officers about
the strike position. I saw him, too, and
asked him what was happening regarding
the police, He perused the reports and I,
too, hod seen them. After he had looked
through them, the Comnissioner, as the re-
sponsible officer in charge of the police foree,
stated that he considered every siep neces-
sary was being faken in the interests of law
and order. 1 did not tell him to do anything
clse. No instroetions of any kind were given
to him. T do not know whether it is sug-
gested that the mind of the Commissioner of
Police is so warped because a Labour Gov-
ernment are in power that he would connive
with us in doing what he did not ihink
should be done.

Mr. George: That is not suggested; noth-
ing of the sort.

The Premier: Yon have been making seri-
ous charges against him.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell:
not.

The Premier: Yes, you have.

Mr. George: We know the Commissioner
too well to suggest that.

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: If M.
Connell is so well known, and his character
is held in guch high esteem by members of the
Opposition, why ecannot they accept his as-
sorance, even if they will not accept the
assurances of Ministers?

The Premier: On the conirary they are
making serious charges against him and the
police generally.

No, they did

No, we have
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Hou. Sir James Mitelell:
Government.

The Premicr-
way.

Hou. Sir James Mitchell:
can.

The Preniier: Nothing of the sort.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We are charg-
ing you with thi=. We do not charge the
pulice here.  You ave in enntrol.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICLE: The
Crmmissioner of Police has never done any-
thing to snggest that he has ne proper under-
~tanding and he did not give evidence of
that in this instance. There is no neces-
shiy to give that ofticer instructions. After
he had had experience of what was going
on for a day or two, he was satisfied that
everything was being carried on in a pro-
per manner. The Premier referred to the
appliration for police protection at a pub-
lic meeting,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : The police have
hoen at other meetings.

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: In
view of all ihe eirenmstances, the Commis-
sioner of Police thought that the Govern-
ment might like to be consulted when he
received the application, He told me that
he had received it, but did not think it was
necessary to provide the police. He told
me that i the Government thought the
police should be made available against his
advice and wishes, he was prepared to make
them available. 1 was nof going to set up
my opinions against the Commisstoner’s re-
commendation, and told him that whatever
he considered to be his duty and to he best
in view of all the cirenmstances, he was to
proceed to do it. The whole matter was left
to him and, as he did not think it was neces-
sary to supply a posse of police for the
public meeting, he did not do so. Had the
po=se been provided, it might have affected
the psyehology of the crowd at the meeting
and led io disturbances.

Mr. George: Then vou discussed the whole
affair with the Comunissioner of Police?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I have
told the Honse that. owing to the cirenm-
stances surrounding the application, he
brought the matter under my notice. I saw
him about varions matters and every time
T consulted him he told me there was no
neeessity to take any other action. I asked
the Commissioner what different action eould
be taken if another Government were in
power, and he »aid that we might get a

Nu, aguinst the
You can't get out of it that

M} course we

crowd of mounted policemen
through the crowd.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
anvthing of the sort.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: He
did.

The Premiers He knows how you treated
then in the past.

Mr, Corboy: He knew you had field am-
bulaneces out and all the rest of it.

llon. Sir James Mitchell: T had nothing
of the sort.

Mr. Corboy: Yes, you did.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I did not.

Mr. Marshall: And barbed wire entangle-
ments.

Mr. Richardson:
crowd off.

Mr. Corboy: We were not looking for
bloodshed, even if you were,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
to destroy buildings,

Alr. Corboy: No, we were not.

Mr. Richardson: ¥Why come in crowds,
then?

Nr. Corhoy: They were not locking for
bloodshed.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: They
came in crowds, yet nothing happened!
Nothing of partieular interest or lawlessness
to any extent ocurred.

The Premier: Twenty-five shillings'
worth of damage was done during the whole
month.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
ta do with it9

The MINISTER FOR JUSTT('E: Here
were scenes of greater disarder, and yet
there was no damage done.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I suppose
£20,000 worth of trade was lost by these
people.

The Premier: That is the trouble!

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: And £40,000
was lost by the workers.

Mr. Corhoy: And you wanted police pro-
tection for them to secure their profits.

The SPEAKER: Order!

The Premier: That is your troubh.
went on strike!

Alr. Cerbov: You are concerned about the
loss of profit, not the destruction of pro-
perty.

Hon. Siv James Mitchell:
a jot abont the workers,

Mr. Corboy: You care about the profits.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You don’t care
if the workers starve,

to gallop

He did not say

They frightened the

You were out

What had that

They

You don’t care
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The SPEAKER: Order!

Ion. Sir James Mitchell: A niee crowd
you are!

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: It ap-
pears to me that there was a great deal of
polities about the whole matter.

Ion. Sir James Mitchell:
nothing to do with it.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Some
letters that appeared in the Press have been
quoted. I have a letter that appeared, and
I think it gives an indieation of what all
this meant. 1 do not know whether members
would describe this letler as political propa-
ganda or not.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: By whom is ot
signed ¥

The MINISTER TFOR JUSTICE: By
some person who was afraid to put his own
name 1o it.

The Premier: By “Law and Order”%

Mr. Corboy: No, "“Mother of Seven

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
letter was sizned “Pro IPatria.” 1 suppose
it was somebody in the newspaper offiee.
At any rate he said in his letter—

While there is much to compiain about in
this wretched bnsiness, the publie, who aro
suffering, are solely to blame. They returned
a Labour Government at a time when some
respect for law and order was being shown
and the country was graduvally getting oot
of the toils of a legacy left by n previous
T.abour Government. As one who tried hard
to keep the Nationalist Government in power,
I haven’t much sympathy with those who
now bewail the absolute indifference of the
Labour Government for their welfare, but it
is perhaps 'useful to point out to them that
they will shortly have another opportunity
to restore themselves to a sane planc—

Tlon. Sir James Mitehell: That man is
an optimist.
The MINISTER IFOR JUSTICE:

confinued—

—by emphatically rejecting those men whe,
representing as they do the extreme wing in
Labour polities. will come before them for
seats in the Federal Parliament. Some of
these men know somecthing about disputes
conferences; they know cxacily the difference
between right and wrong, sincerity and fear,
and they should he made to realise that
althrugh the public act foolishly sometimes,
at other times they are very sone.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is a very
good letter.

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes,
from a politiral standpeint.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: It contains com-
mon sense.

Polities bhad

He

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
writer 15 honest in his views; he seeks to
make use of the trouble to suit the puitical
views he lolds and which he desires to ad-
vanee.

Mr. George: We don’t mean to supegest
that the strike was the aftermath of our re-
jection at the elections.

The Premier: Oh, that was only one of
the State’s minovr ecalamities,

The MINISTER OR JUSTICE: Per-
haps the laet that (he elections in New South
Wales were in progress at the time, and
that telegrams were being sent from West-
ern Austealia to that State, had svmething
to do with it. It was part of the propa-
ganda that was going on.

The Premier: And, even then, Fuller lost!

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Per-
haps it was used to convey the impression
on the olher side that if the Labour Party
were refurned to power, law and order
would not prevail.

Hon, Sir James Mifchell: You brought
Charlton und others over here——

Mr. Corhoy: And they proved very effec-
five.

Hon. Sir Jaes Mitehell: You lost every-
where they went,

The Premier: With five Labour Govern-
ments in Australia, vou are being driven to
desair,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: And they ave
dealing with matters so badly that the people
will spon throw them oul.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Here
is another sample of this propaganda. The
Sydney “Bnlletin® has a contributor in West-
ern Autralia and during the time te New
South Wales elections were in progress that
contributor wrote as follows, under the head-
ing of “}ore Lahour ‘government’” :—

Nowadays, when a Red strike oceurs in
Perth or the uneighbourhood, the chicken-
hearted Labour Government advocates in
favour of the Trades Hall Disputes Com-
mittee. It implored that hedy’s aid when
Walsh’s  ruffians were molesting overscas
passengers during the seamen’s strike, So
when a large seetion of the Hote! and Res-
tanrant Fmployces’ Union struck in defianca
of an arbitration award and adopted what
are called ‘“miltant (acties'’ the Govern-
ment crawled into its hole and the Dis~utes
Committee took charge of the eity. There
was boisterous hilaritv among the committee
and its friends when Davies, the new Lahour-
appointed President of the Arbitration Court,
ordered the strikers to observe the terms of
their agreement; and by wav of showing
Davies what n small circumstance he is in
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the eyes of the new unionism, the Perth bar-
maids, whe get £5 a week, were called out,
alse the police stood by while gangs of men
and women pushed their way into restaurants
and assaulted those who were working, ex-
ploded smoke bombs on the premises and
forcibly prevented the entrance of hungry
vitizens.

The Minister for Lands: We know where
the bomb eame from; it came from the em-
ployers.

Lhe MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: In view
of the election in New South Wales, and in
order to discredit the Labour Party and all
it had to do with, this sert of propaganda
was carried on and the people were led to
believe that, as the result of the suspension
of law and order here, bomhs and everything
else were used.

Hon. Sie James Mitehell: We cannot help
what was said in New South Wales.

The MINISTER FQOR JUSTICE: Bat
that is why this publicity work was carried
on; it was useful in connection with the
New South Wales election. Thke real facts
regarding the bomb, as disclosed in the police
report, were that it was dropped from the
baleony by someone inside the building, and
that the people outside, whose discomfiture
the bomb was to secure, picked it up and
threw it into {he doorway. Yet the impres-
gion is souaht ta he created that hombs were
used.

Hon, Sir Jawes Mitchell: How is it that
you are so well informed on that point, and
know so little about other pointsd

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: These
details appeaved in the police reports and
I rerused them in order te ascerfain what
was going on. [ do not wish to diseuss the
question of the public meeting to any extent.

Mr. Latham: Tt was a verv orderly meet-
ing.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: And
that just shows how some people must have
been extremely bad judges when they aslked
that a strong posse of police shonld bhe pro-
vided both inside and outside the building.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: I thought yon
said the Mayor asked for the police.

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: He
made the application but I suppose someone
else must have put the matter before him.
Perhaps the statements that apreared in the
newsparers may have lead the Mayor to
think that the nosition was more serious than
it was. For that reason he may have thonght
it advisahle to have police present.

Ion. Sir James Mitchell: And you would
not let them go.

The MINISTER-FOR JUSTICE: I dui
not stop tlie pulicemen going. ‘he Commis-
sioner n.erely told me he hald the applieation
and what activn he was going to take. He
let me know about it. I had no rigkt to tell
him what to do, nor was there any necessity
for me to find fault with his judgment; he
was in the best position to know what action
he should take,

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: The poliece have
Leen wanted at publie meetings.

The MINISTKER FOR JUSTICE: But
thiey were not wanted on that oceasion. We
did have Councillor Hartrey making his
specch in regard to picketing and trespass-
ing. He took rather a dislorted view of the
situation, for he said the police were para-
lysed. II the rolice were paralysed and im-
1iotent and did not earry out their duties,
then it would scem that the money we spend
on police protection is money wasted.

Mr. Mann: Can you suggest why Conn-
cillor Iartrey should have said it if it were
not warranted$

Mr. Marsiall: He talks more rot than
ever Percy Brunton did.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
silly statements made at the meeting met
with the laughter and ridicule they deserved.
I do not want to say muech about the speech
of the member for Perth (Mr. Mann), Lot
having read his remarks 1 consider that he
crossly libelled {he police. IIe =cemed to
imply that they were a set of crawlers or
amoodgers who were prepared tn make any
statement they thought would meet with
the approval of the Government, believing
that if tley did not do so they would be
transferred to Kimbherley.

The Premier: He has gaid he wounld do
the same if he were there.

The MINISTER FVOR JUSTICE: He
presented a somewhat humiliating spectacle.

Hon. Sir James Mitckell: He made a jolly
good speech, anyhow.

Mr. Corboy: You are judging it by your
own standard.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: There
was in t1 e hall a plain clothes policeman who
gave a similar report to that appearing in
the “West Australian.”

Mr. Mann: Then the “West” was right
that time.

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: Bat
you were wrong in the statements yon made.
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Mr. Geurge: Why not address yourself
to the responsibility of the Government
rither than to that of the police?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: If we
have a respousible body of police looking
after law and order, they oughl not to be
interfered with by the Government. The
insintattons made by the member for Perth
could only come from a politically biased
and prejudiced mind. Then we have the
member for West Perth (Mr. Davy).

Mr. Latham : He, tov, made a good
speech.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE : The
iinpression I gained on reading the report
of his speech was that the whole meeting
must have been politically biassed; for in

his first half dozen words he deelared that .

he felt it his duty to dissociate himself
from any political bias. The political
atmosphere of the newspaper reporis was
so heavy that it even got on the Deputy
Premier's mind, and in econsequence he
deemed it his duty to personally interview
ithe Cowmmissioner of Police.

Hon. Bir James Mitchell: That was after
1 saw him.

The Minister for lLands:
fore.

The MINISTER I'OL JUSTICE : The
Deputy Premier went into the whole mat-
ter with the Commissioner of Police and
raceived the same assurance that T had,
namely, that the Commissioner considered
the action taken at the fimie was all that
was neesssary. If we look at this thing
calmly and dispassionately we must admit
that everything was cmried oul satisfac-
torily. Nuthing startling oceurred; there
was no damaee to property, no assuanits, no
ruflianism, nolhing that reasonable men
could take exception to in a time of excite-
ment. I rvead all the police reports that
came through—-about 160 pages of them—
and ithey all showed that there was no dis-
order and no necessity for further action.
Yet if the opinion expressed to-night hy
Opposition members is warranted, the
police must be all liars, and there must
have been a conspiracy amongst them to
agree in what they said. Personally 1
would prefer to take the report of the
police—some of them sergeants with 20
vears of service—than to take thal of a
person who had never seen any industrial
trouble and never been present at any
serlons disorder. Some of the police knew
only too well what it meant if anybody

Xo, it was be-
El

were to indulge in a foolish action that
would create a riof. Witk the Leader of
the Opposition I agree that ¢ur police are a
fine body of men, and 1 say that on this
oveasion they demonstrated their tact and
diseretion. Something has been said about
intimidation, and the member for Perth
(My. Mann) read the law on the subject.
But many of the sections of the Criminal
Cude are not carried out in full, are there
merely to he used should neeessity arise.
Successive Guvernments have never &t-
tempted to put into operation that section
of the Code referred to by the member for
Perth. Yet it is snid that because in that
vespect we followed precedent we showed
favour to one section of the community as
against another. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition said that something had oecurrced at
Nertham., The Press paragraph purporting
to have eome from me was the result of a
serappy telephonic conversation with a re-
porter.

Mr. George : It is very injudicious to
tailkk to them over the telephone,

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE : I
know it now. T have had my experience in
that regard. Never again! The published
statement was not correct; it was not cven
@ reasenable interpretation of my remarks.
Even on the following day when 1 handed
a ivped statement to the I’ress putting the
posilion properly, it was altered to convey
a different impression hefore it appeared in
print.

Alr. Taylor: In other words it misrepre-
sented you.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes.

My, Thomson: Did you or did you not
give instruetions that the freight should
not he accepted?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I am
not under cross-examination. If the Min-
ister was assured hy people in a position
to know that if certain commodities were
accepled by the railways, they would not
reach their destination, the obvious course
was to notify the consignors,

Mr, Thomson: Who said it would not
reach its destination?

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: People
who knew the induosirial conditions.

My, (George: Ts that another form of job
control ¥

Mr. Latham: Tt is purely job control.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: When
the member for Murray-Wellington was
(Commissioner of Railways there were occa-
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sions when. owing 1o washaways and other
circumstances, he could not guarantee that
freighi offered to the railways would reach
its destination, and so it was refuged.

Mr. George: That is an entirely different
matter. One is a washaway and the other
a washouf.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: There
was zood reason to believe that the beer
would not reach its destination, because
beer was being held up ai Fremantle
through industrial action. If a consignor
had persisted in sending his goods and an
official refusing tv handle it, had been sus-
pended or sacked, industrial trouble would
have heen created throughout the railway
service, and those in control would have
been held guilty ol culpable negligence for
creating strife over a few bottles of beer.

Mr. Qlcorge: That means the railway ser-
vice tokl you they would not carry the beer.
Is that it!

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes
The seeretaries of the railway organisations
told me.

Mr. George: That is job eontrol, is it not?

The: Premier: They refused to run the
railways when you were there. and fied
them up tor weeks.

Mr. George: T am simply saying this is
job control.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
Government, of which the memher for Muor-
ray-Wellington was 2 wember, were warned
that nuless  cevtain things happened, the
railways would be stopped and ehaos would
resuft. The Minister took no notice and a
stoppaze  ocearred, and the Minisler was
blamed for indiscretion and lack of tacr

Mr. Ceorze: Who was that?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Mr
Scaddan. This sort of thing is nnt econfined
to Western Australia.

Mr. George: You cannot see where that
it goinz to lead vou.

The Minister for Lands: We kept the
railways running and carried the wheat to
tke ports. That was more important than
a few hottles of beer.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
Sonth .\ustralian {fovernment found them-
selves in a somewhat similar position a
eouple ot weeks back and took similar action.
Here i~ 4 wire that appeared in the “West
Anstralian™ on the 24th July—

Owing to the coastal trading stesmer

Wanduna Tt having been declared blaek, the
Sorth Vicarndian ribeays  department  has

-

ceased its method of couveying passengers
and goudy from the '‘Wandara’’ at Port
Adelaide to Adelaide, a distance of six miles,
owing to fear of trouble with the railw.:-
men’'s union.

In England the indusirial people have no
doubt as to what wounld oeccor in similar
circumstances there.  Here is an opinion
cabled from England on the 26ih July and
published in the “West \usiralian” on the
28th July—

Mr. C. T. Cramp (General Sceretary of the

National Union of Railwaymen) in a speech
at Woodford (Northamptoenshire) said that
if the men who refused to move the coal in
the event of the mines stepping were sus-
pended or dismissed, the whole of the rail-
waynien would be embroiled.
That is what would have occurred here. I
dv not think the people would have a very
high opinion of a Government who allowed
the railway service to become embroiled in
an industrial dispute over the carriage of a
Few hottles of beer.

Mr. (eorge: It is wot the heer, but the
action taken. Tt is job eontrol and nothing
else,

The MINISTER YOR JUSTICE: The
action was that o a prudent man who de-
stril to keep the ecountry from indusirial
chaos.

Mr. George:
were sineere.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: And
disgeretion was shown, too.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Honest but ex-
pedient’

The MINISTER FQOR JUSTICE: If the
beer had been earried and industrial trouble
had ensued, we mizht justifiably have been
acensed of a gross ervor of judgment and
eriminal disregard of the country’s inter-
ests.

Afr. Geovge: You aceept vour responsibil-
ity.

The MINISTER TOR JUSTICE: Yes;
it wa~ the wize thine to do in the eireum-
stanves. It should not he necessary to wive
an assurance that the CGtovernment will main-
tain law and order. [t mav be well to men-
tion that during the canrse of the dispute,
names were taken by the police on many
ocea-ions. 1t micht he asked why prosecu-
tions did not follow. At the settlemeant it
wazs arreed that all aets that had eceurred
during the strike wonld be overlooked. that
amicahle velations would be resumed, and
that there should he no victimisation. There
was no nere=gity to proeeed with the prose-

No doubt vour intentions



93 [ASSEMBLY.}

cutions and no prosecotions took place.
Looking back on the events I have no re-
grets and no misgivings.

Mr. Thomson: Do you realise that the
strike was a ghastly blunder?

Ar. Marshall: It was not as big a blun-
der as you are.

Mr. Mann: What an intelligent inter-
Jjection !

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
Government had nothing to do with the
strike, Surely it is not desired to lay the
blame for the strike on the Government. I
could not have taken any action other than
that which was taken. If industrial trounble
occurs in future, as I suppose it will, and
there is no greater lawlessness or cause for
complaint than existed during the recent
dispute, the State will have cause to con-
sider itself extremely fortunate.

MR, DAVY (West Perth) [8.55]: I was
pleased to hear the Premier remark that
the function of the Opposition was to eriti-
cise, and that when the Opposzition ceased to
criticise, it ceased to justify its existence or
to earn the somewhat mengre allowance paid
by a not very gratefnl conntry. It appears
to me that the Opposition may be regarded
as the ladder up whiech the discontented
feelings of some sections of the community
might mount to the exalted heights oceupied
by Miniters. Agai, it may be described as
the spade that digs the head of the ostrich
out of the sand, the ostrich heing the Gov-
ernment.  Surely if the Opposition prerform
that Tunetion, the Government should be
very grateful ta them.

The Premier: T expressed my gratitude.

Mr. DAVY: Surely there ean be no more
dangerous rosition for the Government than
to hear only the voice of the sveophant, the
ane-eved supporter, who extends a congratu-
Intory hand and savs, “Well done brother,
evervthine in the garden is lovely.”

The Minister for Lands: It is surprising
how the one-eyed supporters are increasing
in namber,

Mr. DAVY: A bad thing is frequently
contagions. One germ quickly becomes many
germs. e, I hore, are the antidote that
will stop the increase of the germs, I as-
sure the Premier and his Ministers that there
is a voice, other than that of the one-eyedl
supparter, speaking in tones of discontent
and irritation and fear of the future, and
those tones are honestly merited by certain
things that happened during the recent in-

dustrial trouble. I shall not use the term
“upheaval”; I do not think the Leader of
the Opposition purposely chose the word. 1t
was a nice little tit-bit for the Prewier to
seize on, but no more.

The Premier: Surely you are not going
back on your Leader?

Mr. DAVY: No. Whether those tones of
complaint are justified or not, so long as
they continne to murmur, they are a meénace
to the Government, and the Government
should know of it. We arc entitled to-night
to show that they are justified. The attitudle
of the Premier was such—if T may say so
without being disrespectful—as to throw
contempt upon the whole thing, to treat it
rather as a storin in a leacup, to snggest that
the statements produced by hitherto repat-
able citizens were a pack of lier, and that the
statemnents in the Press were, to put it mildly,
gross exaggerations.

The Premier: And I believe they were.

Mr. DAVY: Perhaps so, but this is not
a suitable place in which to test the troth or
otherwise of the facts. We are not properly
constituted nor have we the time to hear
evidence, sift it, and come to a conclusion
on the faets,

The Minister for Works: The speech of
the Leader of the Opposition was fonnded
on these newspa| er reports,

Hon. Bir James Mitchell:
true, too.

Mr. DAVY: When we are facrd with the
necessity of ascertanining the truth concern-
ing a matter, we appoint a select committee
or a Roval Commission. The result of their
deliberations is perhaps not elways entirely
satisfactory to any member of the House,
and certainly never to all. If we are to go
into the question as to whether the Press is
lying or these citizens who have hitherto been
regarded as reputable are lying

The Premier: Or the polien,

Mr. DAVY :—we should have a properly
constituled inquiry. It may be said that the
police evidence is negative. Thev say they
did not see anything happen. Other people
say these t"ings did happen. Tt wonld be
consistent that the statements of the-e eiti-
zens should he true, and those the Premier
has read from the police should elso be in-
tended to be true

The Premier: The police did not say they
did not see these things. They say defnitely
that nothine took place.

Mr. DAVY: If the Premier is satisfied
that there is an irreconcilable divergence of

And they are
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opinion between the police and the persons
mentioned by the member for Perth, an in-
tuiry ought to be held.

The Minister for Works: 1le did not pro-
duce any statements.

AMr. DAVY: 1 have seen tkem. They are
printed and signed siatements. One state-
ment was that of W, H, Taylor. He sent it
to me and I read it and handed it to the hon.
memker. Mr. Taylor says he is prepared to
place on ailidavit the facts set forth in the
documint, or to give sworn testimony to that
effect. 1s he teliing an untruth?

Mr. Panton: How would you get on in the
police court if these three policemen swore
otherwise?

Mr. DAVY: There is sometimes too great
a tendenvy to acce, t the stutements of the
police nx noninst fhe ofher cvidence.

Mr, Panton: I do not agres with that.

The Premier: That is why the member for
Perth was so suecessful.

Mr. DAVY: Some members may have
found that the skilled witness, the police-
man, bas his tale accepted. I do not say his
evidence is deliberately untrue, but there is
often honest divergence of o, mion amongst
witnesses as to what happened. Often the
testimony of the experts, the police, carries
greater weight than it merits. Be that as it
may, Mr. Taylor has put in a signed state-
ment, and is willing to give it on oath. Every
statement t. e member for Perth has put for-
ward is signed by these people 1f the Pre-
mier is comvinced that the two sets of state-
ments are irreconcilable, be should find out
who is speaking the truth.

Mr. George: Both may be lelling the
truth,

Mr. DAVY: For the purposes of this
argument it i1s not necessary to rely upon
any facts that are in dispute. One can make
out a case that the Government have failed
during this industrial dispute to maintain
law and order as it should have been main-
tained. There are facts which cannot be in
dispute, facts which I ean vourh for j ersen-
ally during the days of tlie strike, because,
with others, I witnessed many of tie hap-
penings. No doubt other memlers of Parlia-
ment who were in town did the same. Out-
side two eafés in the centre of the town dur-
ing a eertain part of every day in the early
stages of the strike there were dense crowds
of people.

The Minisler tor lands: You will find
tlat at every drapery sale in Perth.

Mr. DAVY: T have not seen anything like
the crowds I am talking abont standiay con-
tinugusly outside any place in Perth. The
police were preeent and were endeavouring
when L passed, which was frequentiy, to keep
clear a narrow j.art of the | avement for the
lassage of pedestrions. Their etiorts were
not altogether sucgeszful. Being a man of
] eace, and not one who is “looking for biff”
1 found it much easgier fo walk rvund the
crowd and step into the read. That is what
I did every day I passed. 1 pieferred to do
that rather than to penetrate the crowd on
the footpath.

The . inister for Justice: Then there could
not have been much of a crowd in the street.

Mr. DAVY: The erowd was on the foot-
path, and the opening throngh it was so
narrow that one could not pass without being
jostled. No ore can suggest that these peo-
ple were not committing a breach ol the
{raffic regulations in that they were ohatruet-
ing the free passage of pcdestrions. Almost
every week one finds persons charwed in the
Police Court with obstrueting (he traffie. As
a rule the j olice are very active in enforeing
these regulations and others under the Trallie
Agt. 1 know from | ersonal experience of a
man who was arrezted in Barrack-street, shut
up in the lock-up and prosecnied and fined.
His offence was that he wa.ked on the right
hand side of the footpath instead of the left
hand side.

The Minister for Justice: Will you give
me his name?

Mr. DAVY: T will do so alterwards. The
Minister was not in office at the time.

The Minister for Lands: - That was at the
time when persons were instrueted to keep
to the left instead of to the right.

Mr. DAVY: It was about u month after
that. This shows that the j.olize are active in
enforeing these regulations Almosl weekly
people are yrosecuted for obstructing the
traffic. As a rule they are prosecuted for an
offence that is allegel to have heen eommitted
on a Saturday afternoon. At ihe time there
is an almost negligible amount of traffic in
St. George's-terrace, and no ordinary person
could say that any traffic was being ob-
strneted. The rolice sospeet that the men
are there for the purpose of carrving on
footpath bonkmaking. They are unable to
prove the bookmaking, and nrosecute them
for obstrueting the traffic although they are
not doine so.

My, Clydesdale: There are not too many
of them.



100

Mr. DAVY: They are suspected of
currynig on an illegal act which the police
ennnot prove. OUn the other hand, we have
seen lhese mohs of people standing on the
fuotpath, which is an offence against the
Trat e Aet. Certain men in the crowd carned
aloft on pwoles plaeards eontaining most in-
sulting vemarks, Others in the erowd made
a practice of posting on the windows, doors
ar . outside wualls of the fwo restaurants, in-
sulting placards. People in the crowd were
frequently heard in loud and distinet tones,
which must bave reached the ears of the
police, hurling foul epithets at people whe
were going in and out of the restaurants.
Who the people were that did this I do not
know, They may have included the redoubt-
able Miss Shelley or the late lamented ex-
comrade Ryee.

Mr. Sleeman: [ thought you didn’t want
to mention names. Yeu were most particular
ahout not doing so just now.

Mr. DAVY: The Minister asked me for
the name of a private person, who does not
hold any pullie j:osition whatever,

Ay, Sleeman: 1 suppose he is a squatter

Mr. DAVY: No. He is a private person,
and I do not wani his name in the paper te
advertise the faet ihat he was prosecuted.
Again, these people may have been members
of the Employers’ Federation. It does not
matter who they were. They were doing
things that no one ecan say were legal.
Whereas the police prosecute alleged book-
makers for obstructing the traffic when they
ave not doing so, they fail to proseente
1:eople who have in fact obstrueted the traffic
and have committed an offence that ean be
proved. The position is an anomalous one.
Either the police have ot it into their heads
that there are two sets of laws in Western
Australia, a set {o apply to ordinary persons
living ordinary lives, and another to apply
to persons who nre engaged in induostrial
divputes, or there is some other reason for it.

The Minister for Works: That is just
what has happened in the past.

Flon. Sir James Mitchell : Nothing of the
sort. .

Mr. DAVY: Tf it has happened in the
past it is as wrong to-dax as it ever will be.
I have no politieal past.

The Premier: Yon have no past.

Mr. DAVY: T may not have a politieal
foture, but while T bave a political presenr
I propose to eriticise any aetion that T think
it wrong in this Government, even if they
have taken their cue from another Govern.
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wenl of possibly a different political com-~
plexion. It will always and forever he
wrong that there shonld be any other code of
laws than that whieh is written in our
statutes, and which it is the duty of every
citizen in the eountry at his peril to know
and obey.

The Minister for Lands: Try it on to-day,
and see what a row there will be in Perth!
AMr. DAVY: Well, let us have a row.

My, Withers: I thonght vou were a man
of peace.

Mr. DAVY: 1 am a man of peace, but
there is a certain point

T'he Minister for Lands: What would the
Argonauts do?%

Mr. DAVY: 1 do not know what they
would do, hut as long as 1 have anything to
do with them they will never do ot plan any-
thing involving a breach of the law.

The Minister for Lands: If one sticks
strictly to the lefter of the law, there are
some people always breaking the law, every
day in the week.

Mr. DAVY: T should like to have an in-
stance. It is all very waell to talk in that
loose way. Now I will give a case which i8
not disputable, the case of Mr. Bannon. Mr.
Bannon i said to have drawn, and
iz admitted to have dravn, a revelver
from his pocket when a wmob of peo-
ple were approaching him. Why have
not the police arrested thir man who
drew a revolver from his pocket and
flourished it and threatened the lives of his
fellow creatures? Ts it hecanse he was justi-
fied, because he was honestly and reasonably
in fear that his property or his life, or the
lives of his wife and rhildren, were in dan-
ger? Or is it beeause we are become like
the Americans are said to he, a nation of
ganmen, a people who go ahout with firearms
and produce them in moments of excitement
and let them off with impunity? ¥No. The
reason is that the: poliee have got it into
their heads--how I do not know, and I am
under no obligation to theorise—that there
iz this duonal system of laws in Western
Australia, T say with convietion that it
is the duty of this and every Government
to disillusion the police as to that.
There is one other matter I wish to deal
with, a matter which has not wet really
been mentioned.  That is, in my opinion,
another failure on the part of the
Government to preserve law and order.
No doubt T will again get the same answer,
"“Your rrowd did if, or did not do it,” and
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L will sive the siwe reply, that 1 do not
care whut my crowd did in the past, before
L becane one of them.  The Minisier for
Waorks fast year, in what 7 may ferim and
what 1 hunestly believe to be an eloquent
and impassioned speech in this Chamber,
uffiemed his approval ol the principle of
industrial arbitration. lle guoted at length
from tue work of that great aunthority ¢n
arbitration, Mr. Justice Iliggins, the work

called "\ XNew Provinee of Law and
Order.” The Minister also brought in a

Bill to amend the Industrial Arbitration
det of 1912, the Aet which lays down the
prineiple of arbiivation.  In that amending
Bill the Minister made no suggestion that
Neetiva 04 of the Aet should be amended.
e st enrehiae, ilien, that he s of the
satme oprinion fe-day a= the Tuabour Gov
eroment which intyodueed the Act, namely
that Section 104 is o good and preper sec-
tion to be on the statute-book. That see-
fion, as we all koow, provides that sirikes
and lockouts are forbiddem, and equally
the wstigation of strikes and lockouts, and
makes it an offence for any person to take
part in a strike or lockout, or instigate a
strike or luckout.

Mr. Panton: The only time that section
was pul into operation was by a Labour
CGiovernment.

Mr. DAVY: It is difficult for me to
imagine how anybody traming an Indus-
trial Arbitration Act could have failed to
in¢luode that Section 104. Tudustrial arbi-
tration was devised for the sole purpose
of abolishing that barbarous method of
settling industrial disputes, the strike. In-
dustrial arbitration was intended to be, not
ancillary to the sirike method, but an
alternative; and of course the draftsman
who drafted the measure saw clearly that
if one was going to have industrial arbitra-
tion, one must at least wipe out strikes.
The Industriai Arbitration Act was an
Ironest attempt fo take a step forward from
the claw and tooth method of deciding
things—the method of the strike—towards
the “sweet reason”™ method. Therefore we
find this provision making strikes amn
offeace. 1f wune is zoinz to allow strikes
by law, then the whole of the work of the
Arbitration Court and its expensive para-
pPhernalia are nothing but a senseless waste
of public monev. Ilow could it be other-
wize! Yet we had this strike extending
over a period of four weeks, and the Lab-
our (Government, wha placed on the statnte-

1al

Lookt this Aet und have since approved again
the section forbidding strikes, have not
lifted vie tinger to punish the people who
cotinitted the offence of striking during
the coarvency of an industrial agreement.
And, worse than that, the present Goveru-
ment have not lifted one finger to preserve
the dignity and aulhority of the President
wf the Arbitration Court, a President who
was selected and appoiuted by themselves.
Iy nol for one woment sugeest that it
wis not a proper appointment; I think it
was, I 1 did not think so, I would not
mention the appointment here. That Presi-
dunt. who at least is the present Govern-
mem’s eelection, has been permitted to
tave Uiy dignity and  authority flouted.
Farly in the strike, on the initiative of the
registrar ol the Arbitration Court, he
issued an injunction forbidding the strikers
to carry on stop-work meetings, and order-
ing them baek to work, They langhed.
Their laughter was loudly to be heard
throrghout Wesiern Australia. What has
occwrred since? IF hearsay evidence s
correct, the strikers were applanded in
their laughter, encouraged in it, in publie
orations made by prominent members of
the Labovr movement. The Government
have not at any time suggested that they
intend to take any action under Section
104 of the Act. So long as we have our
statute-bovk clogred with laws forbidding
acts and have Executives which do net
take one of two courscs either wipe those
laws off our statete-hook or else put them
into foree—so Jong shall we fall short of
being what we pride ourselves on being, a
truly eivilised community. Any Govern-
ment that does not enforee the law fails
to earry out the primal funetion of govern-
ment, the funetion for which government
originally eame into existence, and the real
reasou why the people should pay tazes to
the support of the (Gfovernment. 1 submib
that this failure ulone on their part is une
which werits the earrying of this amend-
ment to the Address-in-repiy.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
Ao MeCallum—South  Fremantle) [9.25):
I think it can be taken for granted, and I
think it is generally admitied by those who
have had any experience at all that the
administrators of the law have to be very
careful in a lime of industrial dispute, and
that the utmost discretion wmust be used at
such periods; that the whele atmo-<phere sur-
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rounding a case must be carefully borne in
mind, and that every avenue must be ex-
plored be ore the law is put into forece to
its utmo t extent. 1 do not think that any
man with experience in handling industrial
disputes will say what has been said by some
members opposite, that becanse a law is on
the statuie-book it must be enforced up to
the hilt every time an industrial dispute
ocenrs,

Mr. Mann: That was not suggested.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I will
show the hon. member where he suggested
it, where Le made that definite declaration.
Anyone experienced in industrial matters
knows how delicate such a situation is, and
how delicate the handling of the whole ease
has to be, sinece a mistake on either side may
lead to the most serious trouble. T say can-
didly, I am surprised by the speech of the
member for Perth (Mr. Mann) to-night.
That speech stands for nothing but the
wholesale condemnation of the police foree
of this conntry. The hon. member
made charges against the members of the
police Torce. Not only that, but at a public
meeting he first of all accused the police
foree of heing afraid to do their daty lest
they should offend the politieal suseeptibili-
ties of the Government, und in the nex{
breath he deelared thai if ho were in the
police foree he wounld act just as the police
are doing to-day. That is as good as ad-
mitting that be himself, when a member of
the foree, had not the courage to stand up
and do his duaty. It is equivalent to admit-
tine that his actions, while he was in the
force, were dictated by the political views
of the Ministry of the time

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: A Labour Gov-
ernment was in power for five years.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
is a grave charge to lav against the police
foree of this country. The whole speech of
the hon. member has that colouring. He
slutes tl'at the reports which the Premier read
out as coming from polies officers did not
eay that the law was not broken—as much
s fo argue that if the law in any degree was
broken, actinn should have been taken.

My Mann: T used the phrase “repeatedly
broken.”

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T took
down the hon. member’s words, “The re-
port did not say fthat the lnw was not
bhroken.”” T wrote those words down as the
hon. member uwttered them. What would he
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have said had we taken aciion against the
licensed victuallers for elosing their hotels?
The law provides that hotels must be kept
open. They cannot be closed. They were
closed for weeks, no attempt being made to
keep them open and cater for the publie.
What wonld the hon. member have said if
the Government had invoked the law against
the licensed victuallers and said, “You have
got to keep open”?

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Of course they
could not keep open.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No;
but the member for Perth throughout his
speech argued that the law te its very letter
should be enforced. He guoted the most ex-
treme section of the Code and asked why
we had not lived up to that. That seetion
has never yet been enforced, no matter what
Government has been in power. The wem-
ber for Perth asked why we did not enforce
that section against the workers, but he did
not ask why we did net put the other section
into operation against the licensed vietnal-
lers,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: How the deuce
could they keep open?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I say,
as I said at the commencement, that in all
these matters diseretion must be used. It
is useless to argue that the law in all its
phases must be rigidly enforced. One has
to view the situation from the aspect of
whether in the interests of peace it is ad-
visable to cnforee the law up to its hilt,
whether it will tend to the peace of the
community to do that, or whether to take
the whole letter of the law and enforce it
as it stands is not going to ercate a greater
diffienlty and a greater problem tham those
one is faced with at the moment. No man
takes the law as it stands and says
he will enforee it no wmaiter what situ-
ation he may he faced with. He must
have regard to the problem confronting him.
He would say, “If T am foreed to law now,
how will it affeet me in my position regard-
ine the problem T am atiempling to solve”?
Tle member for Perth (Mr. Mann) knows
full well that had the Government attempted
to enforce the section he quoted, there proh-
ably would have been some cause for the
Leader of the Opr-osition apnlving the word
“upkeaval” to this trouble. whereas as things
turned out there was nothinz of the sort.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
was.

Of course there
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Most of
us on the Goverament side of the House have
had more experience in handiing such mat-
ters.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
only.

The MINISTER FOLX WORKS: We
know the temper of people enzaged in such
froubles and I elaim there has been no other
strike in the historv of this State that en-
tered so much into the social l:fe of the com-
munity and affected the pubhe so generally
that was concluded with so litide disturbanee
and trouble.

Mr. Mann: You were away.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I waz
not, T was in the country for a day or fwo,
but I was not out of reach. We have had no
evidenee, but the only more or less direct
statement as to anything tha* occarrved was
maie by the member for Perth who repeated
what somebody told him. He asked if it was
suggesled for a moment that the employers
had conspired together to make false state-
ments or to do damage to other people. 1
say emphatically and clearly that these em-
ployers arc conspiring to-day to do others
damage,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Of course! What
blackgzuards these employers are in your
opinion !

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: During
the trouble some of them wint to other em-
ployers who wire earrying on their husinesses
and offered to pay the whole of the rent and
substantial sums of money in »cddition if they
would elose their premises. There is an em-
ployer who signed the agreement and carried
on his hi=iness. Now he finds, however, that
the other emplovers have combined tozether
and houzht his lease over his head. Thus,
he cannot continne with his lawful oceupation.

Mr. Corboy: And he cannot pet any other
business premises.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
so. Members talk about the sirikers having
ne regard for the rights of citizens. Yet that
is what is happeninzg now, The member for
Katanning (Mr. Thomson) said that there
was an impression throughout the country
that the police are lacking in their duty. I
agree with that; but sorely il is not diffi-
et to find a reason for such a view getting
abroad. The whole histery of this dispute
is one of political proragands on the part
of the daily Press of this Stnte.

Hon. Sir James Miichell: Not at all.

From one side
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
was unserupnious misrepresentation of the
position by the daily Press. They seattered
1hat information broadeast threughout West-
ern Australia, giving those peoyle, who live
in the backblocks and bave no ¢pportunity of
ascertaining the facts Lut have to rely onm
the newspapers for their information, the im-
pres<ivn that the poiice were not doing their
duty., The statements broadeusted eontained
nu spurk of truth,

Ion, Sir Junes Aitchell:
true.

The MINISTER FOlLl WORKS: Is it
to be wondered at, thevefore, Liat people who
hizd o means of ebtaining infuimation other
than throush the 1’ross, think that something
is wrong !

Hon, 8ir Juues Miteleli: Thut is pot like
the “Worker” during election Lune.

The MINISTER FOR WORKs: We can-
not rell the jeople the lacts.

Hen, Sir James Mitehell:
through the “Worker.”

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: All we
have been able to do bias been Lo get on soap
hoxes at street corners and icll the people,
with the limited means at >ur disposal, what
Las hap enerd.  llowever, we have always
tirived on misrepresentation.

Hon. Sir James Milchell:
a paper of your own.

The MINTISTER FOR WORKS: And 1
hape tkat at no distant dale we shall have
a norning paper of our own, through which
we shall be able to give the people true faets.
By means of misrepresentation the daily
Press attempted to fan the passions of the
peorle and prejudiee publie opinion against
the Government. It was merely political
propaganda,

Houn. Sir James Mitchell: Rubbish!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
whole speech of the Leader of the Opposition
was nothing but the reading of extracts from
the “West Australian.” There was not a
seintilla of a case presented. He merely
stood there reading those ex(rzets.

Hon. Sir Tames Mitchell: They were writ-
ten by Ministers themselves. They denied
their own words time and again.

The MIXISTER FOR WORKS: If we
find a gentleman, onee the Premier of
the State and now occupying the respon-
sible position of Leader of the Opposi-
tion, basing his case on such evidence, how
can we exyect the yeople outback to form
any different opinion? The Leader of the

Every word is

Yes, you can,

But you have
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Opposition had no argument of his own to
advanee and not a scintilla of evidence.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Do you deny
your own written statements signed by yonr-
self? Are you ashamed of them?

The MINISTIER FOR WORKS: I am
telling the House what was done. Mem-
bers on the Opposition side of the House as
well as on the Government side must have
noticed how uncomfortable th Leader of the
Opposition appeared to be when reading his
little part in this debate. I do not think his
keart was in it for a moment. He has been
pushed into it.

Hon. Sir Jomes Mitchell; I can assure
you that that is quite wntrue. You write the
statetents and then deny them. You are like
a jack of cards.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T be-
heve the T.eader of the Opposition let the
cat out of the bag in an interjection be made
a little while ago.  Ilis whole complaint is
not regarding the inaction of the police, but
it arises from the fact that there was a sirike.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Not at all,

The MINISTER FFOR WOBKS: It arose
becanse the strike cansed inconvenience to
the public.

Hon. Siv fames Mitchell: No, because of
the lawlessness that went on.

The MINISTER FPOR WORKS: The
hon. member’s grievance is that the poliee
were notb used 1o break the strike and foree
the workers hack to their employment.

Hon. Sir James Mitechell: You have not
an atom of fairness in you.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: That is
what the hron. member would desire.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You sent the
strikers back to work on worse terms than
they were offered.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If there
was any truth in the Press reports or in the
case put up by the member for Perth (Mr.
Mann), why was not the information taken
to the responsible Minister? Why did not
some member of the Opposition, particularly
the memher for Perth who represents the
distriet affected, lodge the complaint with the
Government?

Hon. Sjr James Mitchell:
himself knew of it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Not one
of those members concerned approached the
Minister Zuring the whole trouble. Surely
if *here ware ane man with whom such eom-
plaints should have heen lodged, it was the
Minister for Justice.

The Minister

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The point is,
did you maintain law and order?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: You did not.

The MINISTER IFOR WORKS: What
has been the outcome of all this trouble and
argument since the amendment wns moved
yesterday! We find that 28s. wortk of
damage was done during the strike. I have
been Lold that not even a cup and saucer was
broken during the whole period, Yet we are
told that such lawlessness and disorder pre-
vailed that a vote of eensure on the Govern-
ment is warranted. What wonld the mem-
hers of the Opposition have done had they
been in the Government’s position?

Hon. Sir James Mitcbell: We would bave
preserved law and order.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Then
the next guestion onc wonld ask is, how
would yon have done it 9

Ministerial Member:
chine guns!

Hon. Sir Jumes Mitebell: We would have
allowed the police to do their duty.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In that
event would the hon. member ask the Gov-
ernment to aet as Ministers did when he was
a member of the Government?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Now, you tell
the truth.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I intend
doing so, If we can judge what Opposition
inembers wounld have done in this strike, T
take it we can do so oniy on the basis of
their past actions. 1 find that one of the
first troubles members opposite were econ-
cerned with when in office led them, in order
to enforee law and order, to send reguisitions
around the Government departments asking
civil servants whether they would join the
army of National volunieers to take the plaece
of other workers. Do hon. members opposite
soggest that the Government should have
adopted that course?

Hon, Sir Janes Mitehetl : When was that?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: At the
time of the Fremantle trouble.

Mr. George: Which one?

The MINTSTER FOR WORRKS: Does
the Teader ol the Opposition suggest that we
should have sent around a requisttion to the
lady elerks and ivnists asking them if they
were willing to go out as barmaids, wait-
resses and &0 on? Were we fo ask the clerks
if they were willing tn heecome pantrymen.
waiters and cagks? That was what we shonld

Pulled out the ma-
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have done if we had followed example when
a previous Government asked men to go to
the Fremantle wharves fo take the place of
the Jumpers there. T should have thought
that all those connected with that particular
tronble wounld have had sufficient experience
of the interference of the police in
industrial disputes to bave prompted
theny never to sanclion it again except
in  extreme eirenmstances.  An  inecident
-like that should have brought the dan-
ger of such a procedure home to “them.
At Fremanile there are three lonely little
children and a lonely woman deprived of the
head of the houschold. The home is de-
stroyed, and a valuable life has been lost
through the use of police in an industrial dis-
turbance. [ sbhould have thought that the
Fremuantle wharf incident would have been
suflivient for the lot of you!

Hon. Bir James Mitehell: For you; yon
led them.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Not
only did members opposite, when in office,
bring discredit uwpon the country, and lest
the then Premier his position, but they
humiliated and diseredited the whole police
force.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Nonsense.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: You
destroyed the morale of the force. Is it to
he sngzested that we should have adopted a
similar attitude in this instance

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Are you to be
allowed to do just as you like?

The MINISTER FOR YWORKS: I have
been entirely disappointeld at the attitude
adopted by the Opposition during this dis-
eussion, because I should have thonght that
ithey would have learnt from experience.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You cansed the
trouble.

The MINISTER TOR WORKS: What
happened at the Esplanade Hotel in Perth?
T have here a picture of it, an illustration
taken from the “Western Mail” They
erected barbed wire entaglements, establizhed
a hospital tent with full equipment, includ-
ing nurses, and provided armed men with
bayonets to surround the hotel.  Did they
expect us to follow that example, an example
that made them a laughing-stock throughont
the eountry? Did they want us to surround
all the tearooma and restaurants with barbed
wire entanglements, set up a fully equipped
field hoapital, and have out armed men ready
to shoot down those poor waitresses fighting
for better conditions? JTs that what they ex-

pected of us? Now I come Lo a later case,
in whieh the Leader of the Opposition him-
self, then Premier, took an active part, and
in which also the member for Perth (Mr.
Mann) was associated. I refer to the miners’
trouble in Kalgoorlie Talk about law and
order! The hon. member illegally armed
irresponsible men against the law of the
couniry. Had onc of them fatdlly injured
anybody he would have been charged with
murder. Yet the hon. member brought this
about, and entirely against the direction of
Parliament. He senl up to those men guns
consigned as machinery, and he allowed those
men to raid poblic and private property and
climb on the locomotives in the loco, sheds
and precent revolvers at the heads of the
drivers.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
did not.

My, Corboy: Yon did.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1If that
ts doubted T can give the name of the driver.
The unions took up the case and wrote to
the hon. member, asking him to prosecute,
1 have seen the correspondence so recently as
this afternoon. Those men elimbed on to the
loeomotive, presented a rvevolver at the head
of the driver, and demanded that he blow
the whistle. When he refused to do so those
men stood around while one of their number
blew the whistle. What action did my
friend take then? Did he prosecute? For
fonr months the unions bombarded him with
requests to do something in the matter.
All that happened was that the Commis-
sioner of Railways wrote back and warned
this man that if it oceurred again he would
be prosecuted. Several men were waited
upon by detectives in Kalgoorlie and ad-
vised to get out of the district, to leave
their homes. Two railwaymen accepted
that advice, and lost their jobs in the ser-
vice for doing so. Another railwayman
who declined to take the advice was seized
in the street by two men and put on the
train. “Here’s your ticket,” they said, “we
are travelling down with yon.” He asked
for time in which to see his family, but they
said “No, you are coming with us.” How-
ever, the train crew, aware of what wag
going on, refused to take out the train.
Talk about law and order!

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I don’t believe
a word yon are saying. )

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: Yon
were Premier at the time. There was such
-4 reign of terror throughont Kalgoorlie

Of course we
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that no respectable citizen was safe outside
his own home. The men you armed were
young boys not more than 18 years of age.
But they were not all young boys, You
armed one man who afterwards set fire to
his house with his wife and children asleep
in it. That is the class of man you armed
to go out and shoot down the miners. Tall
about law and order!

Ilon. Sir James Mitehell: 1t was soldiers
who were armed.
The Premier :

soldiers.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: A
business man in Kalgoorlie was waited
upon by a few of those people and told
that unless lie painted his business premises
another colour within 24 hours they would
burn down those premises. And when he
went to the police for advice they said they
could not tell him what to do. The hon,
member ought {o talk about law and order!

Ilon. Sir James Mitehell : I preserved
lavr and order.

Mr. Corboy: No, you tried to start
anarchy.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: During
recent years it has beeome the general
practi.e to use the police on behalf of the
bosses in order to beat the unions. The
great disappointment in this recent dispute
was that the police were allowed their own
discretion, were not interfered with by the
Government.

Hen. Sir James Mitchell: There is not a
word of truth in it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: They
were not direeted by the Government.
They acted with discretion and got through
the trouble without any of the lawlessness,
the chaos, and the arming of men that
oceurred when members opposite were in
power.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: While T was
Premier there was never a strike, but yon
came to me to settle it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We got
through this dispute with very little
trouble.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You took no
trouble at all; you ran away from it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
whole disappointment 1is that we got
through this dispute with so little trouble,
withont any serious bother at all. In every
indnstrial trouble things happen that onght
not to oceur. But as one who handled the
negotiations to bring about a settlement,

Not all of them were

[ASSEMBLY.)

1 ean say that as soou as the recent dispute
was over there was no bitterness, no ill-
feeling, left between the parties. The
troul.de was entirely buried and would liave
remained there had it not been resurrected
for political purposes. I point to that in
contradistinction to the feelings still re-
waining in Ialgoorlie, where the parties
are vet divided in two hostile camys, each
filled with the distrust and suspicion set
up by the iion. member when Premier. I-
liope -that so long as this Government re-
main in office it will never be said that we
have used the police foree to take sides in
an industrial dispute.

Hon, Sir James Mitechell: No previous
Government ever did so.

The MINISTER FOR WORIKS: I repeat
that as soon as this last little irouble was
settied amicable relations between the par-
ties were restored and work proceeded with
eoodwill between the employers and the
employees. It is a thousand pities that the
troulle should have been dug up again for
political purposes.

llon. Sir James DMitehell: That is the
statement of a coward.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must withdraw.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I withdraw,
but the Minister had no right to make such
a slatement.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
entitled to say what T honestly believe {o
be true.

tIon. 8ir James Mitchell: So am I

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
ean he no question that right through this
trouble the Press have indulged in propa-
ganda for party political purposes. The
Leader of the Opposition, when moving his
amendment, did nothing but read extracts
from the Press, He did say that the Hotzl
Tsplanade was surrounded by an unruly
mob, and that the boarders eould not get
out; adding that one fellow got down the
verandah post. What difference did it
make whether he came through the door or
down the verandah post, since the erowd
were still there¥ All these little piffling
statements have been put up and propa-
ganda carried on to inflame publie opinion
against the Government. I hope that when
the time comes for us to lay down the seal
of office it will never be said of us that we
have such a record as that I have shown to
be the record of the previous Government.
Since taking office we have had two strikes,
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without any great damage or wrong being
done in either of them. One was more
difticult than the other, but we have got
through both with but little inconvenience
to the general publie, and we have settled
them without any serious trouble at all,
The policy followed by the Government
during those two disputes, I hope, will be
followed so long as we remain in office.

ME. GEORGE (Murray- Wellington)
[10.0]: T express regrei that the Minister
for Works should so far have lost control
of himself as to miss the point at issue in
the amendment. Tt is not a question of
political propaganda at all.  The reason
that actuated the Leader of the Qpposition
in bringing forward the amendment was
that the people of all political shades in the
State desire to know where they stand.
This yrar{icular trouble has provided an ocea-
sion for a*tempting to find out where we
are. The thanks of the community are due
to the Minister for his part in settling the
dispute. IJe laid stress upon the inconveni-
ence of those people who were out on strike,
but he had no words for those whose liveli-
bood anl Lusiness was interfered with. He
had no words of regret to utter to the tens
of thousands o7 people who were obliged to
serateh for their meals insiead of going to
the restanrants in the ordinary course.

The Minister for Lands: They only did
what we all did—vearried their meals,

Mr. GEORGE: The point T am concerned
about is, where are we heading? I do not
wish to acense or to be a party to an acen-
sation of the policc not doing their duty.
It was the Government who did not do
their duly, The members of the Govern-
ment. by their oaths and position, have un-
dertaken to see that apart from any ques-
tion of politics or religion people may carry
on their ord'nary avorations without let or
hindranre, The action of the strikers inter-
fered with a larze portion of the popula-
tion in Perth and Fremantle.

The Minister for Lands: Not at Freman-
tle.

Mr. GEORGE: The only rizht and justifi-
eation for the existence of a Government is
to see that even-handed justice is dealt out,
and that everv man. irrespective of religi-
ons or political beliefs, may ecarry on his
trade provided he does not interfere with
other n-onle.  What haprened in tlis in-
stance? T know it was impnssible day afler
day to get further along Hay-street than
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Cathedral-avenue with vehicles, or even on
foot.

The Minister for Lands:
trams get through?

The Premier: They must bhave gome
around!

Mr. GEORGE: People could not freely
pass along the footpaths of Hay-street as
they had a right to do. They were stopped
by people erowding the sireet: there ears
were insulted by language that was filthy.
There is no question about that. )

Mr. Sleeman: Did you hear the lan-
guaget

Mr. GEORGE: TYes.

Mr. Sleeman: What was it?

Mr. GEORGE: If the hon. member is so
curious, I wiil write it out for him, but I
will recommend him to burn the paper after-
wards, if it does not first burn itself. The
question is, where are we hesding? I am
as strong as are the other side against em-
rloying the police to favour cne side or the
other, but I do say that th= province of the
police is to see that the King’s highways
are kept free for traffic by peorle going
on their lawful intentions.

The Minister for Lands: I was there
every day and saw nothing of the sort,

Mr. GEORGE: I was there on a number
of days and I assure the Mirister that the
ohstruction in Fiay-street continned day after
day.

Tre Premier: That was a football erowd.

Mr. GEORGE: Nothing of the sort, Busi-
ness was interfered with.  Where are we
heading® This is the serious aspect of the
affair. We read in the Pres: recently that
a deputation was to wait aron the Premier
to ask Fim to remit the balance of the sen-
tence being served by a man named Callanan
for robhery under arms at Kalgoorlie. Have
we reached a stage when any man may do
as he likes and get off seot free? 1s the Pre-
mier to receive deputaticrns ard sanction re-
quests of that kind? When the deputation
was projected, I think the T'remier should
have indignantly refused to interfere as the
man had been sentenced by a judge for hav-
ine broken the law.

Tte Minister for Agrienltire: What has
that to do with the amendment?

Mr. GEORGE: Peacealde nearle were in-
terfered with and tens of {honssnds were
irconvenienced through the actinn of the
striters. I dn not sav a wnrd aeainst picket-
ing, bat to eall it picketine when 200 ar 470
reorle congregate before a place like the

How did the
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Crystal Cafe, is rubbish, and no one knows
that better than does the Minister for Works.
There is another point that occasions me
much concern. The Minister for Railways
admitted frankly that he had received an
intimation from railway organisations that
if beer was aecepted for carriage on the rail-
ways, it would not reach ifs destination, be-
cause there was a strike in connection with
beer. Possibly it might not have reached its
destination. When I was Commissioner of
Railways consignmenis were sometimes
broached, and these lols might have heen
broached. But the Minister told ns plain)y
that when he was informed of his, he gave
instructions that the beer shoald notb be ear-
ried.

The Minister for Lands: Quite right, too.

Mr. GEORGE: If thai is not job eontrol,
1 do not know the meaning of the term.

Myr. Sleeman: You do not know what it
is.

Mr. GEQRGE: If the railways are under
that eontrol, they are being governed, not by
ihe Minister or the Commissioner, but by the
men who are dictating what shall be done. So
long as we have that defined, T am satisfied
If that position is aceepted by the Minister
for Railways and by the Premier

The Premier: What would you do about
ity

Mr. GEORGE: That is another matter.
It has been admiitled that the railway men
told the Minister he must not do a certain
thing.

The Premier: When you were there, they
told you they would not run the railways and
they hung them up for several weeks.

Mr.GEQORGE: That is not eorrvect and did
not happen. Twenty vears ago [ may
have been an innoeent sort of man, but the
Premier knows what I am fo-day. I am not
willing for it to go forward that the Leader
of the Opposition has moved the amendment
as a matter of political pronaganda. Mem-
bers of the Opposition are quite prepared to
give, as they should give, to the Government
of the day all possible support when the
actions of the Government are in the best
interests of the State, but we would be un-
worthy of ocur position either as members
of the Opposition ar as individual members
if we were not prepared, in a case of great
emergency, to bring before 1he House, the
(Government, and the country our opinions
that the proper princirles of Government
were heing cast on one side.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Fremier: You have saved the British
Empire.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [108]: It is
my duly to express the strongest disapproval
within my power in respect to the recent very
discreditable happenings in this eity.

Mr. Marshall: Name one 2f them.

Mr. SAMPSON: The essence of admins-
tration is surely order and pood govern-
ment. The people cannot live their lives in
comfort unless order is maintained. It has
been suggested that the polies acted as they
considered they should do to maintain order
during the peried of industrial unrest.

The Minister for Lands: And they acied
rightly.

Mr. SAMPSON: 8o far from acting
rightly, they showed great lack of action,
and the good name of Perth and Fremantle
sulfered seriously.

The Premier: TFremantle was not in it
You know nothing about it.

Mr. SAMPSON: There was tronble at
Fremantle as well.

The Premier: Was Fremantle included in
the upheaval?

The Minister for Lands: There was no-
thing at Fremantle.

Mr. SAMPSON: Will the Minister for
Lands say that in no instance at Fremantle
was a restaurant-keeper given the option to
sign up or shut up his business?

The Minister for Lands: They shot up,
and there was no noise or crowd.

Mr. SAMPSON: That is an indication
of lack of order and good government.

The Minister for Lands: And the bosses
got some of those who opened and paid them
to close.

Mr. SAMPSON: It is admitted that the
trouble occurred at Fremantls as well-as in
Perth, but if Perth alone had been affected,
the injury done is such as will have a lasting
effect.  The police are faced with enormous
difieulties. Their work calls for the exercize
of tact ard judgment, but in the opinion of
a vast majority of the people, their action
during the recent trouble with the restaurants
was a marvel of diplomacy. I know of my
own knowledge, beeause I made it my busi-
ness to have a meal in one of these shops.

AMr. Sleeman: Did vou go in with Tees-
dale?

Mr. SAMPSON: No,
Crystal Cafe.

The Premier: What was wrong with the
Palace that dav?

I went to the
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My, SAMPSON: I do not usuoally go to
the I*alace. TheCrystal Cafe served a gool
meal for 1s. 3d. and that fact caused me to
auestion some of the statemenis one hears
about the cost of living. 1t was difficult to
force a way in, and one had to submit to
the unpleasuntness of approbrious remarks
from the people surrounding the cafe,

My, Slceman: How many men were there
at that time?

Mr. Chesson: You did not have to foree
your way in. I myself saw you go in. You
simply walked in.

Mr. SAMPSON: The hon. member can-
uot deny that the crowd indulged in counting
out and made remarks about scabs. The in-
tention of the police to maintain order may
have been good, but the result was farcieal
and the fair name and fame of Perth suf-
fered greatly.

The Premier: Not only of Perth, but of
the British Empire,

Mr. SAMPPSOX : I hope the remarks made
during the discussion will have the effect »f
removing the impression that the police, to
express it in the vernacular, were leg-roped
during that trouble.

Mr. Lambert: You are paying a poor
tribute to the police foree.

Mr. SAMPSON: Let me quote a few
words from a newspaper—

Whatever may have been the issue in ques-
tion between the employers and the employ-
ccs, the discomfort and annoyance cuused to
inoffensive citizens by the arbitrary tactics
of the strikers are, in the opinion of a majority
of the law-nbidiog people of this State, abse-
lutely unjustifiable. I doubt whether such a

state of afltairs would be allowed in any other
part of the Commonwealth.

That is an extract from a letter which ap-
peared in one of the daily newspapers.

The Premicr: How could the writer of
that letter speak for a majority of the people
of this State.

Mr. SAMPSON: Every well wisher of
the State exy crienced feelings of deep shame
in eoncequence of the lawlessness and hooli-
ganism that prevailed in Perliv during that
period.

The Premier: Did they write to “The
Farmer” newspaper ahout it?

Mr. SAMPSON: Some of the readers of
“The Farmer” news] aper no doubt suffered.

The Premier: Tlere are only three of
them,

Me, SAMPSON: The difficulty was as re-
gards securing accommodation. The lodging-
" houses aund hotels had to advertise that they
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couid not take in pepole. That, however, does
not teally apply in tbis matter. The positin
betore us 15 the consideration cf the lawless-
ness that prevailed al the fime of the dis-
jrute, and the Jaek of energy on the part of
the pelice to see that order wuas maintained.
Many premises were closed during that
1 eriod. Had ihe proprietors been allowed to
continue with the assistance of their families,
they might have remained open. I hardly
think tlere is any industry which calls for
greater vilort on the part of those concerned,
or which is more diilicult to conduet, than
that apperiaining to small restanrants.
Many of these establishments are conducted
by widows, and none of them is conducted
by people who have much money. It
is not a business that returns mueh profit.
The inaction of tie police was very much to
ba regretied in that it permitled these people
to be molested. 1 do not desire to cast a
silent vote on this matter, but to say how
very disappointed I was at the inaction of
the police. [ hojie such a state of affairs will
never again prevail in the city.

MR. LATHAM (York) [10.17]: The
Premier remarked that this was an un-
important question. If we view it dis-
passionately we must regard it as a very
serious one,

The Premier: I said it was comparatively
unimportant.

Mr, LATHAM: I did not hear that word.

The Premier: I used it.

Mr. LATHAM: It is a serious matter.
It is not only a question of tearcom em-
ployees or employers; it is a question
whether one section of the community is
to be allowed to break the laws of the coun-
try. If this is to be permitted every sec-
tion will rise up in arms to defend itself,
and that is where the trouble will start.
If Ministers had moved freely about the
streets they would bave heard the utter-
ances of people who said they would be
prepared to get together to defend their
property.

The Minister for Lands: And they would
soon he in a back street if anything hap-
pened.

Mr., LATHAM: Where there is smoke
there is penerally fre. That is what the
ordinary eitizen dreaded.

Mr. Lambert: A lot of fellows go where
only the smoke is,

Mr. LATHAM: The Minister far Works
referred to what took place in Kalgoorlie
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and other places. Apart from the threats
that were used, nothing of a serious nature
took place there. If the Government sent
peopie up there at the time, it was not for
tlie purpose of shooting down our citizens,
as the Minister suggested, but to prevent
any unlawful proceedings taking place.

Mr. Lutey: A Federal election was loom-
ing up.

Mr. LATHAM: I am not concerned about
that, but about the welfare of the State.
When I walked down Hay-street or St.
George’s-terrace and heard the ulterances
referred to, 1 felt that men were justified in
causing a breach of the peace. The police
were appointed to carry out the laws of
the country and to do so fearlessly.

Mr. Lutey: And they did it.

Mr. LATHAM: It is not a question of
what aetnally took place, but what might
take place in the future unless these
troubles are checked.

The Minister for Lands: Youn have been
reading the “West Aunstralian,”

Mr. LATHAM: T am referring to things
I actually saw, Nothing will caunse a riot
more yuickly than if the people are aliowed
to have complete freedom.

The Prewmier : That is so.
always keep them in chains.

Mr. LATHAM: Not at all, but the limbs
of the law must he close by. The Premier
knows what ocenrred in Melbourne when
the police went on strike.

The Premier: That was a different thing.

Mr. LATHAM: No. It shows how easily
the public get out of control.

The Premier: Of course, if there are no
police.

Mr. LATHAM: If the police find it not
convenient fo see things, or do not carry
out their job as they ought to, people will
soon et out of hand.

The Premier: They did their job very
well.

Mr. LATHAM: I would not dare, within
the hearing of police, to say the things I
heard in the street during the dispute.

The Premier: Probably they know you.

Mr. LATHAM: The Opposition have at
all events voiced their protest against the
inaction of the Govermmnent. Tf people
were not obeying the law, it was the duty
of Ministers to call upon the Commissioner
of 1olice to have things put right. 1 feel
T am perfeecily justified in adding my quota
to the protest against the reeent happen-
ings. We hope that nothing of the kind

You must

[ASSEMBLY.]

will ever again be perpetrated in Western
Australia,

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
W. (. Angwin—North-East Fremantle)
[10.23]: T bad not intended to speak to
this amendment, because the Premier dealt
so ably and completely with the matter.
Seeing, however, that he was out of the
State at the time, and that my name lhas
frequently been mentioned, it is advisable
I should say something. I wish to eompli-
ment the member for West Perth (Mr.
Davy) upon his eonsideration for the best
interests of the Government. According
to his view this amendment was not moved
for the purpose of condemning the action
of the police, but for the purpose of
aequainfing members of the Ministry with
the fact that something was done of which
they were not previously notified by the
police: and that it is therefore in the inter-
ests of the CGovernment that the amend-
ment has been launched. The hon. member
will have a hard task if he tries to compel
people to carry out the law. He may be a
lawyer and well acquainted with Acts of
Parliament, but it is quite a different mat-
ter to begin compelling people to earry out
the letier of the law. Probably every mem-
ber of this Chamber does not strictly earry
out the letter of the law on any day.

Mr. Davy: That is questionable.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
almost impossible to carry out to the letter
every Act that is laid down for the guid-
ance of the people. If every member of
the Ministry were endowed with the same
ability as the member for West Perth, they
could not compel the people to carry out
to the letter every law in the land.

Mr. Davy: Have you hroken the law
to-day?

The MINISTER I'OR LANDS: I may
have done so on many occasions, and I
fanecy I may have done so to-day.

Mr. Davy: In what way?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I may
have walked up Hay-street on the wrong
side. We are told in heroic terms that it
is the duty of the Government to see that
the laws laid down for the guidance of the
people are enforced in their entirety. I
should like fo see the hon. member try to
enforce them.

Mr, Davy: Enforced egually.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Tt would
not he lang before he found himself af the
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bottom of the Swan. Let him try to put
down the pernicious sweeps that exist.

Mr. Davy: Would that get me to the bot-
tom of the Swan?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It would
bring such a howl about his ears that he
would probably go to the centre of Australia
for a while. That, however, is only one small
thing. The Leader of the Opposition says
that every word he read last night was true.
In my belief the police reported correctly
the oceurrences that eame under their notice
when on duty each day. [ do not believe
some of the statements read by the member
for Perth. In the case of one gentleman
concerned I had the pleasure, when in court,
of imposing a fine of £5, becanse I did not
believe his statement. 1 was not the only
member on the beneh at the time, for there
were other justices as well as the resident
magistrate present. We cannot accept as
gospel everything we are told. Every week
I have statements, half of which are not
true, placed before me. A great deal of my
time is taken up in replying to members of
Parliament upon incorrect statements that
have been made to them. Are we to swallow
every statement that has been made about an
oceurrence that took place some time ago?
Veryv often people capnnot correetly remem-

ber all that ocenrred six months ago. The
memher for Murray-Wellington  (Mr.

George) said that an attempt had been made
to misrepresent the point at issue. He went
on to point ount that the strike interfered
with the ordinary avoeations of our people.
Did he ever know a strike that did not have
that effect? Did not the Publie Service
strike interfere with the avocations of the
people? If only half a dozen people go on
strike, that is sure to interfere with the
ordinary avocations of others. 1 do not
believe in strikes at all; I think they are
useless; but when a strike does take place,
it is the duty of those in aunthority te try to
terminate it as early as possible, in the in-
terests of the people as a whole. TFurther,
it is their duty to use that tact which is
necessary to avoid the spreading of the strike
or the causing of disorder. And such was the
action taken by the QGovernment on this
occasion. The Government believed that the
well-heing of the people of the State was
safe in the hands of the police of the State.
I myself could not use the language used
by the Teader of the Opposition as to the
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high estimation in which the police are held
by the people.

Hon. Sir Jomes Mitchelt: I meant every
word I said.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
being so, we were justified in placing full
confidenee in our police to carry ont their
duty as it should be earried out.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But you have
control of them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:
not.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But the Gov-
ernment have,

The MINISTER FOR I.ANDS: I do not
want control of the police force. There is
a Commissioner of DPolice who controls it.
What is the position? As Acting Premier
I was waited on by the member for Perth
{Mr. Mann), who said that he wanted to
bring a deputation to me on the following
day. I asked, “What about?” He said,
“The troubles that are taking place in the
city of Perth” I said, “You know very well
there is no possibility of trouble taking
place when the public houses are shut. You
ought to know that hetter than any man in
Perth. What is wrong?' He replied, “Oh,
something at the Esplanade® I said, “Is
there something wrong with that man again?
Anyhow, T cannot tell yon now evaetly when
I can meet you to-morrow, but 1 will see
vou to-morrow and tell you what time I can
meet the deputation.” Of course I frst of
all sent for the head of the police, to find
out what was the position. The Commis-
sioner was awav. But when the members of
the proposed deputation found that T was
getting information from the police as to
what was taking place, they vried the depu-
tation off.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But they wrote
you a letter.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I for-
get now whether they did or not. Anpyhow,
the deputation did not come.

Mr. Davy: They micht have sensed that
you were unsymnathetie,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The ex-
ecutive of the Justices' Assoeciation-—half a
dozen Jews—had a meeting. They thought
they should put their noses into the busi-
ness.

Mr. Sampson: I understand the associa-
tion has 600 members.

I have
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS; The
executi.e eannot speak for that number.

Mr. Sampson: But is it right to say “six
Jews” ¢

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
are only half a dozen on. the executive, and
it wags only the executive that did this. Just
faney any man forming a biassed opinion
on a subject involving the possibility of a
person heing brought before him for trial,
and eventvally being incarcerated, not as
the resuit of the evidenee, bui as the result
of an opinion prematurely formed. 1 was
very sorry indeed that I did not know the
names of that executive. Had I known them,
1 would have asked for the resignations of
these gentlemen.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Are you not a
member of the nssocialion?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No, I
have more sense. I do not think such an

asso:intion is necessary. The law for justices'

of the peace is laid down in the Justices Act,
and there is no benefit to be derived from the
association.

Mr. Sampson: But some organisation is
good.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Last
night T asked the Leader of {he Opposition
to read the letter I sent to the association,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: 1 read all the
letters T had. I am sorry I did not reud
that one. I am sure it was a good one.

The MINISTER FOR TLANDS: This let-
ter was published on the 15th May——

In acknowledging your letter of the 13th

inst,, T desire to state that T believe the police
oflicers are earrying ont their dutics in an un-
biassed manner and without prejudice, doing
what in their opinion is right in preventing
a breach of the peace, and placing all parties
on an equality. T should have thought that
gentlemen holding the honourable position of
justices of the peace would have adopied a
similar attitude, espeeially as in the event
of any breach of the peace they may be called
upen to adjudicaie on the snme.
My second letter the Opposition Leader read
last night. Here were men silting in couneil
and forming an opinion, 3 hassed opinion,
against persons whom they might have to
try, with the possibility of those persons be-
ing incarcerated. Such men are not fit to
hold the commission of justice of the peace.
1 do not care who they are or what they are;
thev are not suitable for such a position.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I think that
langnage is altogether too strong.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Those
are my views, and I am gute justified in ex-
pressing them.

Mr. Latham: Those justices did not take
sides in their letters to you.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They did.

Mr, Latham: They only said the law was
not being carried out.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I said it
was nol their duty, but the duty of the police,
to see whether the law had becn observed. A
little later my friends had a meeting, They
saw those justices.

Hon. Siv James Mitchell: Look here, yon
stick to faets.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
doing s0. I picked up the paper and I saw
that the united parly had held a meeting and
discossed the strike which was taking place
in Perth,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Amengst other
things, yes.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Leader of the party said be Qid not care to
make any comments uniil he had had an op-
portunity of discussing the matter with me.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Was not that
decent of me?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If wasall
right. Before seeing the Leader of the Op-
position, I sent for the Commissioner of
Police, the man who is in charge of the
police force of this Slate, the man who is re-
sponsible for its ndministration, the man who
has to see that the laws of this country are
observed. I thought it advisable to take
notice of the official statement given by the
officer in charge of the police force. I found
from the reports he bhad received, and
from what he had seen himself, that there
had never been cbserved such good order as
was the case during the time of the strike.
I found also that a erowd ured to assemble
opposite the Crystal Cafe. [ saw the erowd
there myself every day in the week. I have
perhaps as good eyesight as some other peo-
ple, and T wish te tell the member for Mar-
ray-Wellington (Mr., George) that I never
saw the footpath blocked. I have always seen
more than two feet of right-of-way there,
as mentioned by the member for West Perth
(Mr. Davy)}. I saw the position almost every
day between one o'clock and a quarter past
one. Two policemen were always there keep-
ing the footpath clear. Consequently there
was nothing to hinder or congest the traffic.
What was the real position? A few young
fellows used to gather together from the
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Government offices and othev offices at luneh
time. They congregated on the opposite
side of the street to the Crystal Cafe, and a
few of them were on the same side of the
street as the cafe. Sometimes halt a dozen
girls would be there, going up and down.
Most of the time there were only half a
dozen, though at the commencement there
were more. There was a good deal of banter
from the other side o! the street. Everybody
seemed in a goad humounr and to be enjoying
themselves.

Mr. Samjrson: It was often very insulting
humour.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Some of
the insults came from people not concerned
in the sirike.

Mr. Richardson: That is when action
should have heen taken.

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: 1 am
talking about the general publie. They stood
Lthere for an hour or an hour and a half and
were doing no harm. I have seen equally
hig erowds in the streets of Pcrth every day,
yel no one has been run in by the police.

Mr. Richardson: Do you see those people
insulting individuals?

The MINTSTER FOR LAXDS: No, some
may use kad langnage. I saw a man arrested
in Fremantle on one oceasion, and went to the
court on his behalf. He was charged with
having used bad language, but 1 did not hear
him.

Mr. Tavlor: Then you eould not have
1eard anything during this trouble,

Mr, D’avy: Nor any of the insults.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I did not
70 close enough to hear any insulting re-
narks.

Mr. Latham: Perhaps you did not go
slose enough to see what was happening.

The MINXISTER FOR LANDS: I went
‘here to see what was happening every day
sefore 1 caught the tram tc Parliament
House.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
he fight there?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Com-
nissioner of Palice drew my atiention to the
reople who conaregated in Hay-street near
he Crystil Cafe during the lunch hour, anl
wid, “Tf you give me instructions I will shift
hem, but T do nnt advise it.”

Mr. Taylor: That shows he was afraid
o act.

The MINTSTER FOR LAXDS: Not at
l. There was merely some banter, a few
seople on the kerb, but nothing to take ex-

Did you see

113

ception lo. Law and erder were maintained,
but if any action had been taken such as we
have heard of rezarding the mounted police,
taw and order would huve been broken. When
the Leader of the Opposition saw me ahout
the matter, T told him that if he had been
accustomed to giving instructions to the
police, T was not going to do i.. He got a bit
aunoyed at that and told me that be did not
give instructions to the police. I told him
aiso that the ( ommissioner of Police was in
charge of the position, that law and order
were heing maintained and that the police
would continue to earry out their duties.

Hon. Sir James Miteheli: I nssured you
that law and order were not being main-
tained,

The MINISTER I'OR LANDS: At any
rate the hion. member's statement in the news-
paper imme liately afterwards showed that
he was satisfied.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You said that
law and or/er would be mainfained,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
member  for  Murray-Wellington  (MMr.
George) got away from the issue consider-
ably when he referved to the deputation that
was to wait upon Lhe Premier. What had
that to do with the question? Dozens of
depntations wait uwpon a Premier, but that
does not say that he will agree to the request
of every dejutation coming to him. The
Government, I can assure hon. members, will
see that law and order are maintained in the
way we consider law and order should be
maintained.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: That is great!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
eare what 7 ersons say or what they do, if 1
think they are saying and doing right 1 shall
not interfere with them. let there be no
mistake about that. I will not interfere be-
canse someone else considers people are do-
ing or saying wrong things, If I am assured
by the officer controlling the position that
there is no necessity for interference I will
not agree to any interference. 1 was eon-
vinced apart from the statement by the
Leader of the Opposifion, and more espe-
cially because of the public meetings and
other statements made to me, fthat this was
purely a political question,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
am concerned it is not.

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: I do not .
say that, but it was made a political question

So far as I
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in an endeavour to show the people that the
Government were not earrying out their duty
by not p:o.iding sufficient police for the pro-
tection of the publie.

Hon. Sir James Mifchell: Do yon refer
to my amendment?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No, to
the whole question. On one oeccasion I was
walking along the footpath to a mayoral re-
ception, and two people were on the foot-
path. Someone came to the door and threw
a bucket of water out, At the mayoral re-
ception one of the conneillors got up and said
how shocking it was that people were inter-
fered with in the course of their business and
that water had to be thrown over some indi-
vidoal. I did not have an opportunity to
speak so as to tell the coonncillor what 1
thonght of him. When I got outside 1 found
that the throwing of the bucket of water had
attracted the attention of the people and I
found a couple of policemen standing there
on duty., There was nothing for constables
to go there for, but this is the sort of thing
we have to put up with in connection with
disputes of this description. We have been
told stink bombs were thrown. One bomb
was thrown amongst people on the other
side of the street oppesite the Crystal Cafe,
and by them was thrown across to the people
on the other side.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: How do you
know ?

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: I know
where the stink bomb came from, and I know
the man who gave instructions how to make
it. I know a little about it. Those who made
the stink bombs and those who threw them
are not connected with the Labour Party at
all.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
they were.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yet so
much was made of it that the people in the
East were told that hombs were thrown in
Perth. Ts it to be wondered at that the people
in the Eastern States have such a poor idea
of the reople in Perth and of Western Aus-
iralia cenerally, it they are told that the Gov-
ernment will not maintain law and order, and
that all these things are allowed to bappen.
With all due respect to the Leader of the
Opposition, who is a Western Australian
‘horn, T am not sure that he has more respeet
for the people of Perth than have I.

No one said

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Why did you
not correct the statements in the “West Aus
tralian” if they were wrong?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If I wer
to correet all the mis-statements in the “Wes
Australian” I would have nothing else to do
1 never take any opportunity o correct in
accurate statements made by newspaper mer
because they always have the last say. More
over I give them statements and they ent ow
half of them or cut them out altogether o
atiribute them to someone else. I do no
regret anything done by the Government a
the time of the disturbance. It is not the
duty of the Government to instruct the polie
to take sides in an industrial trouble. The
duty of the police is clear. They have ic
work with tact and judgment, and no irre
sponsible person can say whether or not the
work has been well done. The police dic
their work well, and we ought to have no
thing but praise for the way in which they
got through a diffienlt time, seeing to it thal
n¢ property was destroyed and no person in.
jured. At the comclusion of the trouble
everybody was satisfied that the best hac
been done. I have not yet heard anyhody
bot members of Parliament condemn the atti-
tude of the police during that strike.

MR. NORTH (Claremont) [10.53]: The
Premier in his reply put up two attitudes
at once. In the first place he suggested
there was nothing to worry about, and in
the second place his suggestion was thal
if there was anything wrong it was the
police, not the Government, who were
responsible for it. I have always under-
stood that it is usvally agreed that Gov-
ernments shonld be held responsible for
their departiments. In addifion to all else
the Premier said, we have his admission
that during industrial tronble the law
should be slightly relaxed.

The Premier: I did not say that.

Mr, NORTH: That is my interpretation
of the Premier’s words.

The Premier: I did not say anything
that would hear that interprefation.

Mr. NORTH: The Premier appeared tc
me to show that all would Le well advised
to see that the law was not too strietly carriec
out during a time of industrial strife. If
that is the way the Government feel, how
easy would it have been for them fo have
admitted this slight lapse, and contended
that it was their only mistake in 15 months
of office. However, it seems they want tc
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try to show to the public that they have
been right in this and in all other things.

The Minister for Lands: The Premier
did not say we had made no mistakes.

The Premier: No, what I said was that
the Opposition could not find anything else
on which to base a no-confidence motion.

Mr. NORTH: Of course all parties will
agree that if stronger action had been
taken by the police, if the laws had been
carried out with severity, there might have
been more trouble than actually ocecurred.
However, the Premier mighi fittingly have
added to his remarks the intimation that
he proposed to bring down an amendment
to the Traffic Aet exempting strikers and
pickets frow the law declaring that no
person shall stand or loiter on & fnotpath
to the obstruetion of traffic on that foot-
path, Had he done that, we should have
known that in future strikers and piekets
were to be entitled to special privileges as
against ordinary citizens.

The FPremier: [ am prepared to amend
the law in that direction.

Mr. NORTII: In that case, of course, the
question would bhe solved.

The Premier: Of course, it would only
apply when girls were on strike.

Mr. NORTH: I do not mind admitting
that the strike served one useful purpose.
It served to remind me and others that it
is net a good thing to eat very much dur-
ing the day, that it is far better to have a
eup of enffee in the office.

Mr. Lambert: But a man’s wife some-
times ohjects to his typiste making coffee
for him.

Mr. NORTH : The Premier said he
thought this question of law and order was
a trivial one. It is, in one sense., I admit
that if there had been in evidenece strong
platoons and barhbed wire entanglements,
as sugzested by the Minister for Works,
if there had been an attempt to pot in the
heavy gun, there might bave hern wmore
trouble than aetually oceurred. Still, the
laws are there and should be administered.
The fact that this strike should have
ocenrred s0 soon after the coming into
office of a Labour (GGovernent was not a
very good thing for that Government
However, it seems to me that this matter
has been largely covered up. 1 am sure
that if the Premier had been on this side
of the Honse in this attack we should all
have had occasion to feel sorry for the
Government. As T remarked before, it
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would have been better if the Government
had admitted this slight lapse and stuek
out that they had made no other mistako
in 15 months of office.

MR. LAMRBERT (Coclgardie) [11.0]:
The Speech contains references to many
important subjects. It necessarily has
much of the padding usually associated
with addresses of this deseription, but it
particularly refers to many of the problems
that confront Western Awustralia to-day,
Let me briefly refer to them.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You cannot 4o
that.

Mr. LAMBERT: Shall I be in order,
Mr. Speaker, in referring to statements in
the Governor’s Speech with a view to draw-
ing an analogy between them and the
amendment?

Mr., SPEAKER: The hon. memher must
confine himself strictly to the limits of the
amendment. After the amendment has
been disposed of, he will be able, if he =o
desires, to speak on the Address-in-reply
generally.

Hon. V. D). Johnson: There is nothing
left to be said on the amendment.

Mr. LAMBERT: That is my opinion.

MR. RICHARDSON (Subiaco) [11.2]:
To a great extent I agree with the Minister
for Lands that it is an impossibility to
carry oub the striet letter of the law. Per-
haps T weuld not have spoken but for one
or two admissions that have been made by
members ¢on the Government side. I do
nof believe in advoeating ahsolute police
control. I bLelieve the police force is main-
tained in our midst as a restraining influ-
ence against illegal acts. If the police fail
to exert that influence, members of Parlia-
ment and eitizens have a right to air their
grievances. There cannot be any dispute
at all regarding the case presented by the
member for Perth (Mr. Mann). It does
not consist of hearsay or of statements
prepared by other people. Ministers and
their supporiers must know that during the
strike things were not as they should have
been. What was the reason for that? Tt
was due to the police not taking sufficient
action at the time. The arguments between
the two sides of the House to-night have
reminded me of two small boys ¢qunarrelling,
one of whom says, “You're one,” while
the other retorts, “You're another.” It
is verv diffiecult to determine what.
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is at the back of one’s mind. We say that
law and order was not maintained by the
police, while members on the Goveinment
side claim that it was, so we shall not arrive
at auy delinite deeision on that. When the
vote is tuken, it will be merely a question of
numbers. Thus we are not getting much
further forward for all the diseussion,
though it hés heen the means of eliciting a
number of direct negatives. I believe the
Minister for Justice when he says he gave
no instructions to the police. That is one
of the faults I kave to find. The tappenings
during the strike were made known ab he
tire through the newspapers. The Mayor of
Perth was called upon to take actign and he
presented the case, The Leader of the Oppo-
sition presented the ecase, and surely in view
of all that information, Ministers should
have thought it worth while to take some
action. Yet they took no action whatever;
that fact Las been demonstrated during the
discussion here. They simply relied npon the
official reports that reached them. They did
not make any dne investigations through the
police force. TIi the police are to be con-
irolled entirely by the Commissioner of
Police, it will mean that Parliament has no
control aver the police. The police foree is
controlled by the Minister for the time beingz,
but if he takes as gospel all that they choose
to report te him, the pelice will have control
in their own hands.

The Premier: The Minister consulicd fre-
quently with the Commissioner.

Mr. RICHARDSON: But the Minislar
told us he took as being absolutely correct
everything that the Commissioner reporied
to him,

The Premier: What should he do, make
personal investigations? i

Mr. RICHARDSON: I am not relyinz for
my information npon newspaper repori: ¢r
anything of that kind. I was about town a
good deal during the period of the strike, I
saw atiacks made at three different restaur-
ants, where doors were broken in and the
crowd roshed into the premises, If those
attacks were not a breah of the law, I
should like to know what was3,

The Premier: Where were the
broken?

Mr. RICHARDSON: And on each ocea-
sion police were standing outside the pre-
mises.

The Premier:

doors

No doors were broken in.
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Mr. RICHARDSON: I saw them broken
in at three different places.

The Premier: Which places?

Mr. RICHARDSON: T am not geing to
be side-tracked in that way. Police were
standing by when the doors were bruken im
I said to one policeman in St “leorge's-ter-
race, “Why don’t you take action?’ Ile
shrogged his shoulders and said, "You will
pardon me, hut I do not want o be sent to
the country.”

The Premier: He did the saine s the
man in the office; they all seemed to shrug

their shoulders.

AMr. RICHARDSON : I said to the police-
man, “I do not think you need have any
fear of that, becavse I have sufficient faith
in members of the Government to believe
that they would not take any action of that
kind, even if they were in sympathy with the
strikers.” I wish to show that the law was
broken in the city during the strike, and that

. no action whatever was taken by the police.

The Leader of the Opposition was fully
justified in bringing the whole of the faets
before the public through Parliament, and
up to date there has been no reply to the
cage he has presented, The Premier was
absent in England when the strike was on.
That he was not in Perth is plainly shown
by his speech, because he had no facts al
all as his disposal. As the member for West
Perth (Mr. Davy) said, he simply treated it
in a flippant way.

The Premier: It did not deserve any other
kind of treatment.

Mr. RICHARDSON: The Premier treated
it in that way hecause he knew nothing about
is,

The Premicr: I know as much aboaut it as
does anyone here.

Mr RICHARDSON: The Premier could
not possibly know as much; he was ahsent
from the State at the time. ¥ad he been
an eye-witness of tle scemes in TPerth, he
would have put up a very different arxument
to the House to-night. The Premier and fhe
Minister for Works both made reference lo
the honorary justices having had the audae-
ity to make what I consider was a very rc-
spectful appeal directing attention to the
situation in Perth.

The Premier: A very improper thing Jor
justices to do.

Mr. RICHARDSON: They made a rce-
spectful apreal.
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The DPremier: On your argument the
judges might have done the same thing.

Mr. RICTTIARDSOXN: What is going lo
happen to those jusiices?

The Fremier: They will get the sack if
1 ean find out who they were.

Me. RICHARDSOXN : Because they differ
from the Premier in politics, they are fo
have their commissions caneelled.

The Premier: They may he Tabour men
for all T know.

Mr., RICITARDSOXN: The Minister for
Lands said straicht out that the justices’
action was a political move, which significd
that thev belonged to a different party from
his, and that he would have heen glad to re-
ceive their resignations. The Premier went
further and said he was eonsidering the mat-
ter, and that if he could disecover who thev
were, out thevy would go.

Mr. Sleeman: So they should.

Mr. RICHARDSON : If this is the action
that is to be {aken by the Government in
regard to all people who differ from them,
there is something fo be said so far as the
action of the police over the recent strike is
concerned. That is the whole position. Nol
only were the police apparently afraid, but
other people will also bhecome afraid. Jus-
tices of the Peace will not have the courage
to join the association in the future, becanse
if they do they will be marked men. Tt is a
mischievous and wrong thing for any Gov-
ernment to act in this way. We must have
different political parties. There is the whole
position in a nutshell. Evidently there is a
reign of fear over some of the officers of the
police foree.

The Premier: Nonsense!

Mr. RICHARDSON: It is a fact, and it
cannot he denied.

The Premier: That is rubbish.

Mr. RICHARDSON : Tt has been well ex-
emplified by the Premier and the Minister
for Lands to-night.

The Premicer: Tt has not.
bish.

Mr. RICHARDSON : We know that these
justices differ from him politieally, and out
they must go.

The Premier: You are earning your place
in the United Partv,

Mr. Rleeman: Yon mean it has heen the
enstom.

Mr. RICHARDSON: The Minister for
Works in a very impassioned speech wan-
dered somewhat from the amendment.

It is all rub-
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Mr., Wilson: XNo fear.

Mr. RICHARDSON: He dealt with past
neethods and past sirikes.

Aur, Panton: He made you sit up and take
notice.

Mr. RICHARDSON: He drew a vivid
picture of the sufferings endured by men,
women and children, He alse referred fo
that poor peace-loving fellow who was killed
at Fremantle. That particnlarly unfortunate
man—L say this in all sympathy—was the
atlacker in that ease.

Mr. Panton: How do you know?

Mr. RICHARDSON: I happen to know.
These are things that are not mentioned by
the Minister. Ie also drew a vivid picture
of the happenings in Kalgoorlie, but he
omiited 1o mention the Swan brothers, who
were brutally assaunlted prior to those hap-
penings, These things are all forgotten,
One ean always draw a vivid picture of an
vecurrence by dealing only with one side of
the question. Af times it is not wise to men-
tion only the one side. The catering strike,
however, is now over. We who were in the
city taking a note of things, but not especi-
ally looking for them, believe that in many
instances disgraceful scenes cceurred, and
vel no action was taken. The Government
were called upon to do something to maintain
jaw and order. It was only by a stroke of
luck, and as a resuli of the good temper of
the people who were being assaulted and
maligned, that ne serious results acerued.

The Premier: No one was assanlted. T
prefer to helieve the reporfs of the police,
who say that no one was assaulted, rather
than any statement you may make.

Mr. RICHARDSON: I was molested
when poing into a business establishment in
Perth, by a man who said he was a picket.

The Premier: As=anlted?

Ar. RICHARDSON: No, molested.

The Premier: T am not talkine about
molestation.

Mr. RTCHARDSON: This man advised
me not to go into the building, and I was
given to understand that if T did T wonid
probably be hurt. I looked at him and saw
that he was about a 10-stone man. I told
him T weighed 13 stone and was in good
form, and that T intended to go into the
building. As it happens, I was not molested,
but had the position been different, what
would have happened? And vei the Premier
says no one in Perth was molested.

The Premicer: No, I said that no one was
assaulted.
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Mr. RICHARDSON: It was rather due
to the good fortune of my heing bigger than
the other fellow that 1 managed to escape. I
saw a man assaulted in Perth, no matter
what the Premier may say. He knows noth-
ing about it.

The Premier:
have said.

Mr. RICHARDSON: [ cannot help think-
ing that Ministers, who vontrolled affairs in
the absence of the Premier, must have known
of this.

The Minister for Lands: 1t is incorrect to
say that persons were assaulted.

Mr. RICHARDSON : If they do not know
of it, they are the only men in Perth in ignor-
anee of the subject. They wust have been
somewhere in a hollow log. No one conld
move about the strects without seeing it.

The Minister for Lands: Someone may
have been in a back lane looking for it.

Mr. RICHARDSON: T do not know any-
thing about back lanes.

The Premier: Tf these assaults were going
on to the knowledge of members of this
House, it was their duty to mention them to
the Minister for Justice, but ro one did so.

Mr, RICHARDSON: The Leader of the
Opposition went to the Aetirg Premier, as
Tepresenting us. It has been said during the
debate that this was all a political move.

The Premier: That was three weeks after
they started.

Mr. RICHARDSON: So that it might
not be imagined there was any political move
on the part of the United Party in this mat-
ter, they refrained from doing anything until
the last moment, when law and order were
being east aside, and the trouble was becom-
ing 50 serious that we were compelled to take
action., The Leader of the Opposition took
action in a thoronghly constitutional manner,
He went to the Acting Premier and set out
the case. The Acting Premicr, as the Min-
ister for Justice has said, simply remarked
that the police were safisfied everything was
all right. Could we do anvthing further?
There was the block; immediately we went
to the Ministry, they said everything was all
right. As a result of this, there was no
political propaganda from the United Party,
or any other party that I know of. Ths
party was not responsible for anything that
appeared in the newspapers. 11 is wrong for
the Premier or Ministers, or memhers op-
posite, to accuse anyone on this side of the
House, from the Leader of the Opposition
downwards, of tryving to obtain any politieal

I know what the police
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propaganda out of the strike. 'They purposely
refrained from taking any action that might
be regarded in that light becuuse the Pre-
mier was away in the Old Cowntry. I regret
that his own people have nol treated him in
the same way as the Opposition did duriog
his absence. 1 am pleased to he able to
support the amendment, It was moved
with the object of showing that the Govern-
menb did not carry out their duties in this
connection. They simply shelved the respon-
sibility, and claim that the police were en-
tirely to blame. We do not say that.

The Minister for Lands: 1 say they kepi
order; I do not say they are to blame.

Mr. RICHARDSON: There is a difference
of opinion on the matter, It is like two boys,
one of whom said, “Yon say I am one, and
1 say you are another.” 1 am not condemn-
ing the police, but I am condemning the Gov-
ernment because they did not see that the
police earried ont their duty.

Anendment put and a division taken with
the following resulf:—
Ayes . R 5
Noes .. .. .. 25
Majority against .o 10

AYES.

Mr, Barnard Sir James Milchell

Mr. Davy Mr., North

Mr. Depnton Mr, Sampson

Mr. George Mr, J. H. Smith

Mr. Griffiths M. Taylor

Mr, Latham Mr, Thomson

Mr. Lindsay Mr. Richardson

Mr. Mann (Teller.)
NOKS,

Mr. Angwin Mr. Lamond

Mr. Chesson Mr. Lutey

Mr. Clydesdsle Mr. Marshall

Mr, Collier Mr. McCallum

Mr. Corboy Mr. Milllngton

Mr. Caverley Mr. Panton

Mr. Cunningham Mr, Sleeman

Mr. Heron Mr. Troy

Misa Holman Mr., A, Wansbrough

Mr. Hughes Mr. Willeock

Mr. W. D. Johnson Mr. Withers

Mr. Kennedy Mr. Wilson

Mr. Lawbert (Teller.)
Parm,

AYES. 1 Nots.
Mr. Teesdale i Mr. Muasle

Amendment thus negatived.

On motion by Mr. Sleeman, debate ad-
journed.

House adjourned 1.1.25 p.m.



