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the week-end in which to examine the meas-
ures, and hecome well informed regarding
them before the House meets again on Tues-
day next.

Hon. C. F. Baxter:
be enough?

The HONORARY MINISTER: I sup-
pose 50.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The copies
of the measures will he made available by
the Clerk Assistant.

Will one week-end

House adjourned at 357 pan.

Ucgislative Fesembly,

Thursduy, 11th Januwary, 1934,
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MEETING OF THE ASSEMELY.

The Legislative Assembly met at 3 p.m,,
pursuant te proclamation, which was read
by the Clerk (Mr. F. G. Steere),

SUMMONS FROM THE LIEUT.-
GOVERNOR.

The Speaker and members, in response te
summons, proceeded to the Legislative Coun-
cil Chamber and, having heard His Excel-
lency deliver the opening speech (vide Coun-
¢il report ante}, they returned to the As-
sembly Cbamber.

LIEUT.-GOVERNOR'S OPENING
SPEECH.

Mr. SPEAKER: I beg to announce that,
accompanied by hon, members of this Cham-
ber, I attended His Execellency the Lieut.-
Governor in the Legislative Couneil Cham-
ber to hear the Speech which His Excel-
leney was pleased to deliver to hoth Houses
of Parliament. For the sake of greater
accuracy, I have caused eopies of the Speech
to be distributed amongst members of this
Chamber.

EILL—-CATTLE TRESPASS, FENCING
AND IMPOUNDING AMENDMENT.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. C(ollier—
Boulder) [3.19]: In order to assert and
maintain the undoubted rights and privileges
of this House to initiate legislation, T move,
without notice, for leave to introduce a Bill
for an Aet to amend Section 34 of the Cattle
Trespass, Fencing and Impounding Act,
1882-1932.

Leave given; Bill introduced and read a
first time.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Adoption.

MR. WITHERS (Bunbury)
wish formally to move—

That the following address be presented to
His Exeelleney the Lieut.-Governor in reply fo
the Speech he has been pleased to deliver to
Parlinment :— “May it please your Excellency,
We, the members of the Legislative Assembly
of the Parlinment of the State of Western
Australia, in Parliament assembled, beg to
express our loyalty to our Most ('rauous Sov-
ercign, and to thank Your Hxeellency for the
Speech that you have been pleased to deliver
to Parliament.?’

MR. WANSBROUGH (Albany) [321]:
I desire formally to second the motion.

1220]: 1

Question put and passed; the Address-in-
reply adopted.

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY.
Standing Orders Suspension.
THE PREMIER (Hon. P,
Boulder) [3.22]: T move—

That s» mueh of the Standing Orders be
suspended as is neeessary to permit of the ju-
troduction and passing through all its stages
of the Financial Emergency Bill at this sitting.

Collier—
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MR. LATHAM (York) [3.23]: 1 hope
the Premier will afford us an opportunity
to discuss the Bill at a later sitting if we
desire to place some amendments on the
Notiee Paper. Ti would he very difficult,
after having the Bill placed hefore us only
this afternoon, to give an intelligent vote
in the Conunittec stage. We are aware of
the principles embodied in the Bill, bhut it
may be necessary for mewbers to move some
amendments. T suggest that we might meect
to-morrow in order to give us that oppor-
tunity.

THE PREMIER (l!lon. I’ Collier—
Boulder—in veply) [3.24]: Although the
ohject of the motion i= ta enable the Bill
to he passed through all itx stages at this
sitting, that will be done only if the cir-
cumstanees make it possible. I1f we can
make sueh progress as will permit of the
Bill being paszsed through all its stages at
this sitting, well and good, but if we can-

not do that, we shall have to consider the

Bill at a later stage. If the progress is such
that we are able to get the Bill throngh at
a reasonable hour, the motion will enable us
to pass it.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have counted the
House and there is an absolute majority
present.

Question put and passed.

First Reading.

Bill introduced by the Minister for Works
and read a first time,

JMessuge,

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

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS :Hon.
A. McCallum—South Fremantle) [3.26] in
moving the second reading said: T wish to
thank members for having agreed to the sus-
pension of the Standing Ovders to permit
of the Bill being passed through all iis
stages, if that is found possible, at this sit-
ting. 1 also wish to express the regret of
the Government that it has heen necessary
to call members together after sueh a short
respite, but the circumstances are such that
members will agree it was impossible to

leave matters as they were. 1 think it will
be generally conceded that Lhe sooner we
wet to grips with the essentials of the =itun-
tion, the better it will he. There is not
miuch need o delay getting to the real kernel
of the position. The Bill merely re-affirms
the measure which the Govermment brought
down last session, and it is made retrospec-
tive to the 1st January, The old law hav-
ing lapsed, the drafting of this Bill had to
be altered to meet the situation, The con-
tents of the measure do not differ in any
respect from the principles discussed here
Just before Christmas. A memorandum is
attnched to the Bill, and a perusal of it will
enable memhers quickly to understand just
Liow the ¢lauses of the Bill relate to the ex-
pired Act and to the Bill that the GGovern-
went introduced last session. I should not
think members would require much time, as
the Leader of the Opposition seems to think
they might, to understand the sitnation. We
are really diseussing now a measure of simi-
lar import to that discussed just previous
to the helidays.

Mr. Latham: We are discussing that por-
tion which we omitted to discuss last time,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
portion was on the statute-hook. We are
not introducing one svllable that is new.
The Bill is made retrospective to the 1st
Japuary. The moment Cahinet had decided
on the course it intended to pursue, the
Premier anncunced through the Press that
the measure would be made retrospective.
That was done in order to inform the public,
and particularly those people inlerested in
the provisions dealing with finance—interest
on mortgages—of the CUovermnent’s inten-
tions and it cannot be argued that the retro-
spective effect of the mensure will inflict
hardship, because it will not introduce any
new situation. By that provision we shall
merely be continuing something that was
already in operation and we shall be con-
tinuing it in order not to cause a break.
Nothing new is created by the Bill being
made retrospeciive. The measure merely
reaffirms what wag before the House o
month ago, and so there is not much fresh
te be said, no new situation whatever having
arisen. The position which now confronts us
has been created by the Legislative Coun-
cil’s attitude in attempling to dictate poliev
to the Government. As we =aid prior to
the holidays, we claim no one ean deny that
the Grovernment had a clear mandate from
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the people to give effect to the provisions
ol this measure. The Asserbly represents
three times as many electors as does the
Legislative Council. Having obtained a
mandate from three times the number of
voters represented in the Legislative Coun-
cil, no Government worth their salt would
aceepl, dictation on such a point from an-
other place. It has heen traditional in
British Parliaments that the second Cham-
ber should refrain from interfering with
Govermmnent poliecy where it eun be shown
that the policy has received the endorsement
ot the people, That is fraditional except
as regards our second Chamber.

Myr. Lathamn: A speeial Aet was passed
at Home dealing with the Mouse of Lords,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: But not
for a situation such as confronts us, the
Government having just come with a cleay
mandate from the people on the point in
difference between the two Heuses.

The Premier: The British are six-year
Parliaments, not three-vear,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
tlouse of Lords surrendered powers. There
was an alteration of the British Constitu-
tion taking away powers from the House of
Lords.

Mr. Latham: Tt shows that the same thinr
existed there.

The MINISTER TOR WORKS: But
the situation there was not as it is here,
the Government heing fresh frum the elec-
tors with a clear mandate on this point.

Mr. Doney: What has the other place
done that is uneonstitntional?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I repeat
that it has been the traditional practice ol
seeond Chambers regarded as Houses of re-
view not to interfere with Government
poliev when that poliey has been approved
by the people. T do not wish to enter int»
a discussion of constitutional powers now,
Probably that feature of the situation may
demand consideration a little later. I could,
i€ necessary, cite instance afler insfaneo
where Legislative Couneils in other parts
of this continent have altered 13ills dealing
with Government policy, but the moment
the point has been taken by the Government
that the subject matter of the Bl was con-
tained in the policy speech of the T.eader
of the Government and that the Govern-
ment were returned with a madiority sup-
porting that policy speech, the second Chamn-
ber has modified its attitnde and acreed to
pass the Bill. That has heen fhe universal
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practice. It is not the custom for any Gov-
ornraent to aceept dictation as to their policy
when they are fresh from the people. Fur-
ther I wish to remind this Hounge, and some
of those who bave dene so much talking
outside the House, that with the single
exception of little Tasmania nn State Gov-
arnment responsible for the Premiers’ Plan
has survived an appeal to the people—not
one. Our Legislative Council las not yeb
had an appeal to the people.

My, Latham: Neither have the present
(Government yet nppealed to the people and
eome hack.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
were not a party to the whole of the Pre-
niers’ Plan.

Mr, Latham: You will be when the Bill
goes through.

My, Raphael: Tha! Plan was not the
Premiers’ Plan, but the Mitehal-Davy plan.

The MINISTER ¥FOR WORKS: Were
it not for the fact that the preamble fo
the Bill was agreed upon by all the Govern-
ments coneerned, and is included in other
Acts on the statute-book, for *he sake of that
unity in Titles which the legnl gentlemen
asked for, it would count for nothing with
us,

Mr. Latham: Nevertheless, it is nice ‘o
see von introduecing the Bill

The Prewier: The preamble iz merely 5
pious hope. ‘

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Even
the la%e Attorney General, when introducing
the original Aet, apologised for it. There
are other Aets on the statute-hook of West-
ern Australia with that preamble, and the
legal advisers of the Government hold it
to be most desirable that the preamble
shonld remain. Of course the preamble
eounts for nothing when it ecomes to actual
effect. We have deemed it necessary to call
Parliament together to reconsider the posi-
tion. We eannot aceept what the Legisla-
tive Couneil proposed in their amendments
to our Bill, hecause we regarded the netion
of another place as an unpardonahle inter-
ference with the functions of the Govern-
ment. Nothing new has arisen since this
Chamber passed last reszion’s Bill, and
nothing new has heen said. s0 far as 1 am
aware, hy members of this House on the
stuation: but it is true that a good deal has
heen gnid by the Press.  Whether that ean
e rezarded as new in the situation confront-
ing us I do not know, but the “West Aus-
tralian” has tried to whip itself into a fury
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over the Government's attitude on ihe Bill,
It appears that the journal’s main objection
to the Bill is that it does not apply to pri-
vate enterprizre. 1 do not koow just how
far T shall be permitted to go in dealing with
that point, as the Bill contains no reference
to private enterprise.

Mr. SPEAKER : Then the hon. gentleman
ought not to dizenss private enterprise.

Mr, Latham: Nor the Leejslative Couneil
either.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T wish
to give =ome explanation why the Govern-
ment have not included private enterprise
in the Bill.  That is the only phase of the
subject with which T =hall attempt to deal.
Further, 1 wish to sav that the “Wes{ Aus-
tralian’s” first tendine article on this subject,
published during the Christinas holidays,
contuined more untruths, more misrepre-
sentations, and more distortions of faet to
the square inch than any article T have ever
read. T know it is little use endeavouring
to correct a journalist in his own journal.
In this respeet the Premier disearded his
usual caution. No doubt chafing under the
injustice of the article, the Premier made a
short reply on onc point in it. But a re-
joinder came hack wherein the writer en-
tirely shifted his gronnd. Therefore 1
say that it is not much use attempting to
answer an article, no matter bow infam-
ous it may he, through the columns of
the Press itself. 1 have read the statement
from the Emplovers’ Federation appear-
ing in this morning’s “West Australian.?
Let me recall that the emplovers’ organisa-
tions of this State have not alwoys favoured
Federal industrial authority. There was a
period—espeeially when the late Mr. Jus-
tice Higgins presided over the Common-
wealth Arbitration Court—during which the
employers’ organisations of Western Aus-
tralia spent scores of thousands of pounds
to prevent the unions of this State from
going to the Commenwealth Arhitration
Court. The emplovers’ oreanizations af this
Siate then preached, as also did the Press,
that the right authority to seitle the wages
and working conditions of Western Aus-
tralian workers was our own State tribunal.
The employers and the Press were never
tired of propagating the idea that we were
better left to ourselves instead of heing drag-
ged into the industrial turmoil and trouble
in the East. That situation has now altered.
In those days the Commonwealth wage was

bigber than the Stafe wage, and the em-
plovers then consistenily advocated renwin-
ing with the Sinte Arbitration Court. Now
that the Commonwealth wage is lower than
the State wage, the emplovers advocate that
the Western Australian unions should ap-
proach the Commonwealth Arbitration Court.
There can be no denving the volte-fare made
by the employers in thal respect. The state-
ment. of the Employers’ Federation appear-
ing in this morning's “West Australian” if
it has any merit, is as vegards an amendwment
of the Industrial Arbitration Act. It has no
merit as dealing with the sulject of the Bill
hefore the House. It relates to the Arbitra-
tion Act, and that alone. No one would
attempt to deny that wages have been re-
duced in the Eastern States, but we do deny
that Parliaments have reduced wages in the
Bastern Siates. No one can gainsay us in
that respect. Wayge reductions in the East-
ern States have been made throngh the con-
stitutional tribunals.

Mr. Latham: So they were here.

The Minister for Mines: They were not.
They were made hy yvour Governnient,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Eastern States tribunals which Iwounght about
wage reductions did it without any direction
whatever from any Parliament, without any
new authority, without any direction in re-
gard to pereentages, as happened here. The
Eastern States tribunals made reductions on
the mierits of the cases presented, on the
strength of the evidence adduced, and not
on account of any Parliamentary direstion.
No Eastern States Parlimmment passed a law
laving down to its Arbitration Court a for-
moela as to what should he done. This is
the only Parliament that did such a thing.
The article to which I refer goes on to state
that all the reductions made so far have been
made after inquiry. There is not a word of
truth in that assertion.

The Minister for Mines: If there were
truth in it, we would not have a leg to stand
on,
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Every
member of this House knows, the publie
know, evervbody knows that thousands of
men and women too have had their wages
reduced without ever a ease coming bhefore
the Arbitration Court.

The Premier: Without any inquiry at all.

The MINISTER I"OR WORKS: With-
outb a tittle of evidence. Beeause one baker
at Yarloop working in the timber industry
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bad his wages reduced, every baker in the
State from Wyndham to Esperance had his
wages reduced aeccordingly,

Mr, Latham: That is not vight.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
right.

Mr. Latbam: Are you sure?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I know
it is.

_ Mr. Latham: What about the appeal from
that decision?

The MINISTER TFOR WORKS: The
decigion was later upset, T know. One briek-
layer, working for the City Council on man-
holes in the sewers, had his wages reduced,
and consequently every other bricklayer in
the State had his wages redueed also. It
is said that wages were reduced after in-
quiry. What inquiry was made into the
wages of the men engaged in the oil in-
dustry before they were reduced? Was a
case hrought before the Arbitration Courl
in connection with those workers?  There
are many otber inztances that T reould eite.

The Minister for Mines: What inquirs
wus wade in regard to the reduction in wagoes
of the men employed on the new Common-
wealth Bank?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Theiv
wages were reduced to conform with the
reduetion in the wages of the Dbricklayer
working for the City Council. I could go
on giving instances, but there is no need
to do so. Memhers already are aware of
them. What is the use of publishing the
articles that are appearing in the Press?
The Leader of the Opposition knows that st
the titme when the common rale decision wa
given by the Full Court of this State, the
Arbitration Court asked the then Govern-
ment to finance an appeal against the Full
Court’s decision. The Arbilration Court
then stated that had they known, when the
were giving relief to certain individuals,
that their decision would be made a common
rule, they would have treated the case in a
different way. The Arbitration Court did
not mean their decision to apply as a com-
mon rule. That matter was diseussed on the
floor of this Chamber, and the previous
QGovernment took the stand thal it was nn
part of their duty to finance the proposed
appeal,

Mr. Latham: That did not apply to the
case of the haker employed hy Millars'?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No, bur
the decision of the Full Court was attncked
o that point  What is surprising is thar

while all these protests are wmade by the
Press against the Government's proposal,
not a single representative employer in the
State has made a personal protest. We
know (here are scores of large employer
in the Stale, including the proprieters of
big emporiums, who have refused to fake
advantage of the cut in wages, Neither the
Employers’ Federation in the article which:
they pupblished in the Press nor the “West
Australian™ in its leading articles has the
hacking of the representative employers in
the State. There has heen no protest made
ot their behalf against our proposals. The
Lig traders of this ¢ity are now convincerd
that the policy of deflation, whereby the
purchasing power of the peoplz is erippled,
is wrong. Instead of helping trade, it is
retarding trade. Instead of reviving in-
dustry, it has had the opposite cifect. The
big traders of Perth know that so long as
the spending power is left in the hands of
the few and taken away from the many
there is very little hope of a revival W
indu-try. T do no% want to reneut what was
saidl when we discussed the previous Bill
a few weeks ago. This is exaetly the same
Bill, but I desirve to remind wembers that
if ever there were an inecident that proved
the coutention we stood for was corvect, it
was the flotation of the last loan of
£10,000,000. That lean was sibserihed with-
in 21 hours, thus indicating the large
amount of noney being hoardad and held
by a few.

Mr. Latham: That is not 2l it shows,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
general public were not given » chance to
secure any of that loan. Tk was snapped
up by the big finaneial institutions of Aus.
tralia. That ineident oceurred while hun-
dreds of thousands of our own brothers anid
sisters did not have the whercwithal to keep
hody and soul in ecomfort. If that huge
sum of money were gpread over the com-
munity, it would flow through every channet
of trade and commeree, instead of being
hoarded up, and the effest would be
to revive trade and industry in a way not
possible under the so-called Premiers’ Plan.
As the Leader of the Opposition admits—
as everyone admits—when the previous Bill
was hefore the House last session, we took
a stand against Parliament heing made a
wage-fixing machine. We say that that is
fundamentally wrong. It is repugnant in
whatever way one likes to examine it. I
warn those who are advoeates of that prin-
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ciple thai if they succeed in foreing it on
the eountry at this stage, they will eat their
words hefore very long. I do not doubt
for a moment that members thoroughly
understand the serious situation with which
the Government of the country are faced,
owing to the loss of the previous Bill. It
means a loss to fthe Treasurer of ahout
£355,000 a year, a very large sum of money
indeed, especially when one bears in mind
the heavy taxation in existence in the State
at the moment. Tt cannof be expected, how-
ever, that any self-respecting CGovernment
will aceept dictation on a matter of poliey
like this, particularly when it means a de-
parture from constitutional custom. I want
to strike another note. I express the hope
that it will not be found necessary to go
into conference on the Bill,

My, Sleeman: You will he wasting time if
you do.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In this
State during recent years the system of con-
ference has grown to a greater extent than
in any other British Parliament. Elze-
where conferences are regarded as a last re-
sort to meet extreme cireumstances. Of re-
cent years there seems to be considerahle
sparring to get into conference.

Mr. Doney: You have lent yourself to it

The Premier: We have been forced into
it by another place.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In order
to try to save the country, we have heen
forced to ask for conferences.

Mr. Doney: That is not the way to get
rid of the praectice, is it?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In my
judgment, there are many things said and
done -in conferences, behind closed doors,
that the people of the country bave a right
to know.

AMembers: Hear, bear!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Those
gentleman should be forced to let the people
know what they say and do hehind elosed
doors.

Mr. Doner: That is quite right; we agree
with that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
people have a right to know what their rep-
resentatives are doing. It is not right that
what happens in conferences should be dis-
closed outside. If it were, one could nnder-
stand it wonld not be much use going into
conference; but there are essential points
that the people have a right to know, They

have a right to know what their representa-
tives in Parliament say and how they vote.
The loss of this Bill will be fraught with the
most serious censequences to the State, The
Government will be compelled to take seri-
ous and drastic action. We do not want to
do so, and I feel sure every member of the
House desires to avoid it. Members will
realise, however, that it is impossible for the
Government to earry on with a reduetion of
£350,000 in existing revenue. FEither addi-
tional money will have to be found, or in-
creased taxation imposed, or services dis-
continued.

Mr. Doney: You were not threatened with
the loss of that money.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The loss
of thiz Bill means the loss of £350,000 in
revenne. The Government is not accepting
dietation on its policy.

Mr. Doney : The re-enactment of the mens-
ure was given to you, hut you did not aecept
it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Government’s policy has been endorsed by
the people. The Government was returned
with a substantial majority, one of the big-
pest majorities that any Govermment of
Western Australia has had. Are the people
to be thwarted by a House representing one-
third of the electors that this House repre-
sents? [ ean only repeat that no self-re-
specting Government could accept that.

Mr. Sampson: The trouble was that neither
side was prepared to eoncede anything.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member does not know what happened
at the conference. He does know, or should
know, that two members of that conference
declared, before they went into it, that their
policy was “No surrender.”

Mr. Hegney: That is not mentioned in
“Hansard.”

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
has been blazoned forth to the world. The
hon. member does not know what happened
at the conference, and therefore it is no use
his trying to put words into my mouth, or
to say something for public consumption.
He is merely voicing, parrot-like, what the
“Wost Australian” says, that it was the no-
surrender attitude of the Government that
caused the trouble. How does the “West
Australian,” or anyonc ¢lse, know what was
done ai the conference? The hon. member
does not know,
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Mr. Raphael: If he did know, he would
not be able to interpret it correctly.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I re-
peat that I do not desire to delay the sit-
ting. As I have siated, the sooner we get
o grips with the sitwnation, the better. The
Bill is simply a copy of the one that was
‘before the House last session, and it does
not appear that much new ean be said about
it I content myself with this brief state-
.ment, and move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

‘MR. LATHAM (York) [4.01: The
Minister in moving the second rending said
this Bill was the same as the Bill of last
session, OFf course it is totally different, and
the Flouse has a different responsihility to
carry this time. TLast time if was a con-
tinuation Bill, with certain amendments to
the Act, and even if those amendments had
all heen excised from the Bill there still re-
mained in the Bill power to continue the
Act. That is not so in this legislation; it is
totally different in this Bill, beeanse no
compromise can be effected, no half-way
‘weasure; either we have to accept the Bill
as it is or make eertain amendments to i,
but in eitber case it carrics no power of
continuation,

The Minister for Works: There is nothing
io be continned.

Mr. LATHAM: Of course not, but there
was last time. The Minister must admit that
if is of no use thinking this is the only House
having responsibility. Under the Constitu-
tion the other House has exactly the same
responsibility as this House, with some ex-
ceptions set out in the Constitulion Act
Amendment Act of 1921, Another place has
the same responsibility, irrespective alto-
gether of whether we think the different
franchise is right and proper.

The Premier: They have not the same
responsibility, although they may have the
same power.

Mr. LATHAM: That is admitted.

The Premier: There is not an equality of
responsibility. ’

Mr. LATHAM: Under the Constifution
they have the power.

The Premier: I am talking, not ahout
pewer, but about the hon. member’s word—-
responsibility.

Mr. LATHAM: Certainly they do not
carry the same responsibility, as for instance
the fin-neial responsibility, but it is of no
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u=e hiding the fact that if we want to make
an alteratiofl we must amend the Constitu-
tion Aet,

The Premier: You would have to get those
fellows to consent to it

Mr. LATHAM: That is so. Af one time
there was in this State only the Legislative
Couneil. If wag that Hounse whieh asked the
Tmperial Government to grant us Respon-
sible Government,

The Minister for Works: Nonsense!

Mr, LATHAM: That is perfectly right.

Mr. Raphael : And they made a mess
of it,

Mr, LATHAM: They made a mess of it
when they so framed the Parliament that the
hon. member conld enter it. However, it
was the action of another place that enabled
this House to come into existence.

The Minister for Railways: They unsked
for Responsible Government, and it was set
up in two Houses.

The Premier : Responsible Government
means government by the people, not by a
section of the people.

Mr. LATHAM : We have heard those
arguments before.
The Premier:

them,

My, LATHAM: T can, but T cannot expeet
the Premier lo agree.

The Minister for Lands interjected,

Mr. LATHAM: If members will let me
get on, probably the Bill will advance far-
ther at this sitting than it will if they per-
'sist in their interjections.

Mr., Raphael: We have plenty of time on
this side.

Mr. LATHAM: Very well, and we have
plenty of material on this side. I am going
to support the seccond reading for the same
reason as I supported it on the last oceasion,
namely that I do not think the finances of
the State will permit the Government to give
awuy even as much as they propose to give
away under the Bill. T can only tell the
story that 1 told hefore, which wag that the
proper thing for the Government to have
done last session was to have brought in
merely a eontinuanee Bill. Becsuse of the
£350,000 required to remit the salary dedue-
tions, T think it was unwise for the Govern-
ment to try to give effect to certain parts of
their policy which will cost the State a lot of
money.

The Premier: We have had a lead from
the Commonwealth Government.

And wyou cannot combat
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Mr. LATHAM: Yes. I will agree with the
Premier in that. Sinee the Prime Minister
and the State Premiers agreed to a certain
courze of action, | cannot understand the
Prime Minizter making o remission of salary
deductions to the extent of five per eent.
without consulting the State Premiers,

The Minister for Railways: The Federal
Government ought to have stuck to the ship.

Mr. LATHAM: Of cours¢ 0. Beeause
of that precedent set by the Prime Minister.
I would have supported the Premier if he
had done the same thing.

Mr. Raphael: 1s it that you mean yon
are prepared to raise your own salary?

Mr. LATHAM: I should like to raise
something in the hon. member. I wa-
assured he would not be bere to-day. i
agree with the Premier that the preeedent
set by the Commonwealth Government was
altogether wrong. It could enly have been
dope with the purpose of gaming popn.
larity. Alternatively they had #o much sur-
plus revenue that they did nor know what o
do with it, and so they dishursed it in that
way, instead of following the adviee ol
their experts and looking afier the States.
If they had looked after the Sintes, prob-
ably we should have been able to make
fair and reasonable pereentage of remission
of salary deductions in this %tate. The
Minister for Works upbraided another plac:
for the stand they took on the previous Bill,
but said very little about the Rill before us.
By the courtesy of the Premier I was able
to peruse this Bill earlier in the day and so
get an idea of what it contains. Tt gives
effect to the promised remission of dedme-
tions in all wages to men in the Government
serviee and a remission of salary cuts
to pomblic servants between £205 and
£240. That is in the first part of
the Bill. The second part of the Bill
repeals the whole of Part V. of the Act
that has just expired. I do nofi know
whether the Minister has given much con-
gideration to Part V. One portion of if
dealt with deductions in grants made by
the Treasurer. TUnder the Bill certain
people in high positions will be able to ger
a remission of their deduections, as for in-
stanee University professors.

The Minister Eor Works: T think not.

Mr. LATHAM: But T think they will:
indeed T am sure of it. The Bili repeals the
whole of Part V., portion of which dealt with
grants. If we are to have saerifices, the

sacrifies should be gencral. Tn Part V.
of the expired Aect, Section 12 denlt with
contracts of service, and provided that they
might be varied hy the employer in certain
cages. That concerps bodies corporate or
incorporate receiving grants from the Crown.
t seems to me the Governmeni have over-
{ooked that. It is unfair that by repealing
this we should give to certain individuals a
remission of the deductions made. What
about the yest of the service?

The Premier: Take the University. There
is no statulory obligation to pay the Unmi+
versity that money at all. [ could redunee
the amount granted to the University by
£10,000 if I thought fit. It is purely a
voluntary grant.

Mr. LATHAM: Under an Act of Parlia-
ment.

The Premier: But only up to £13,000.
Anything above that represents a voluntary
increase by the Government.

Mr. LATHAM: But they will now have
to pay their professors the old rate of
salary. Moreover, there are other institn-
tions receiving graots from the Crown.

The Premier: Most of them are not under
statute.

My, LATHAM: Some of them arc, al
though of course their officers are not pard
under statute. The Government should hay .
retained at least Section 12 of the parent
Act. On the last oceasion T urged that the
Bill would force people to have their work
done ontside the Stafe, instend of providing
employment within the State. In this morn-
ing’s “West Australian” I noticed certain
statements by the Minister for Fmploymen?
who declared that the use of loeal produets
had led to a considerable inerease in the
number of people employed in local produc-
tion. But when this Bill poes through.
instead of material being made up here, it
will be made up in the Eastern States.

The Minister for Employment: You said
that before.

Mr, LATHAM: And I bekeve it, Even
to-day practically the whole of the furniture
entering Kalgoorlie comes from the Eastern
States.

The Premier: Well, that is heing done in
the face of the benefit of rednced wages.
sy the Bill will not alter the situation.

Mr. LATHAM: The Bill will nggravate it.

The Premier; Noi if, as you say, the
whole of the furniture is being hrought from
the Eastern States.
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Mr. LATHAM: It is not only the furni-
ture, hut many other lines as well, It is of
no use saying this Parliament in passing the
parent Act did anything very different from
what was done in the Eastern States. In
New South Wales an Ac¢t was put through
on practically the same lines as the Aet in
this State. Mr. Lang was Premier af the
time, and he provided fhat on salaries and
wages up to £250 there should he deductions
of from 15 per cent. to 17} per eent.; that
from £251 {o £1,000 the deduetion should
be from 17} per cent. to 25 per eent.; that
on amounts from £1,001 to £2,000 the de-
duction should be from 27 per cent. to 323
per cent., and that on all amounts over
£2,000 the deduction shonld he 32% per cent.
He proposed at one time to reduce all
salaries to a maximum of £500, but this is
what he gave effect to, and it inclnded not
only salaried officers hut also the wages men.

The Premicr: Do yon think that policy
was sound?

Mr. LATHAM: T am only saying that if
we sinned we sinned in good company. In
Victoria, where Mr. Hogan was Premier, on
amounts up to £100 the deduetion wnade
was 6 per cent.; from £101 to £225 it was
114 per eent.; from £226 to £250 it was 143
per cent.; from £251 to £1,000 it was from
14% per cent. to 213 per cent, from
£1,001 to £2,000 it was from 22 per cent.
to 24 per cent., and for all amounts over
£2,000 it was from 25 per cent. to 27 per
cent. It will he noticed that in Viectoria
they started at £100, whereas here we made
a niinimum of £185 for a male worker’s
wages, of £205 for a salaried man, and of
£100 for a female worker., In Queensland,
where there was a Nationalist-Country Party
Government, up to £250 the rednction was
15 per cent.; from £251 to £1,000, 15 to 18
per cent.; from £1,001 to £2,000, 18 to 20
per eent.; and over £2,000, 20 per cent. In
South Australia, where there is a Labour
iovernment, the reductions up to £1,000
were 19 per cent, That affected everybody.
Over £1,000 the reduction was 20 per cent.

The Premier: Where is that Government
now?

Mr. LATHAM: Just where this Govern-
ment woonld be if they went to the peopie
on the present Bill. I ask the Premier not
to be too hasty in his remarks hecause there
1s always the risk that his Government may
not always be occupying the Treasury beneh.
[n Tasmania up to £800 the rednetion made

wits 20 per cent.; bewween £501 and £1,200,
224 per cent.; aud £1,201 and wver, 25 per
cent. The Commonwealth reductions were
very similar to those made in this State. Up
to £250 the reduction was 18 per cent.; be-
tween £2501 and £1,000, 20 per cent.; be-
tween £1,001 and £2,000, 253 per cent.; and
over £2,000, 25} per cent. Thus the aver-
ages are: New South Wales, 17.9 per cent.;
Victoria, 17 per cent.; Queensland, 15% per
cent.; South Australia, 19 per cent.; West-
ern Australia, 19.2 per cent.; Tusmania, 20
per cent.; and the Comnonwealth, 19,5 per
cent.  After all, there is not a very great
deal of differenve hetween the Commonwealth
deductions and ours. . The Minister told us
that this was the only State that had inter-
fered with outside employees. Let us take
the employees of the Midland Railway Cowm-
pany and those of our own Railway Depart-
ment. Our men, with a reduction of 18 to
200 per cent., are still on higher wages. The
same thing applies to the Sawmills. We
shall bave all the business comng to the
rown.

The Minister for Works:
wrowngr with that?

Mr. LATHAM: The Minister would soon
find that it wounld have the effect of throw-
ing many people ont of employment. We
lave to average the position as well as we
possibly can.

Mr, Raphact: That was not the position in
the other States.

Mr. LATHAM: The Governments in the
other States did not enter into competition
with private enterprise, as has been done in
Western Australia, In those States where
socialistic Governments did establish en-
terprises, no time was Jost in disposing
of them. Untortunately in this State we
have not been able to dispose of ours.

Mr. Raphael: You would not suggest
that Jack Seaddan’s Government was
sociabistic?

Mr. Thorn: You are too young to know
anything at all ahout the Seaddan Gov-
ernment.

Mr. LATHAM: If Western Australia did
anything wrong, it did it in very good
company. We were compelled to deal with
outside employees just as we had to deal
with our own. I honestly elaim that there
is no justification for altering the position.
There is no difference in it at the present
time from that which existed when I spoke
previonsly. We have had the opportunity

What will be
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recently of seeing the State’s financial re-
turns tor the first half of the eurrent yvear
and to say the least of it they are very dis-

couraging. The revenue for the half vear
ended 3lst December last increased by

£101,895 in comparison with the fizures for
the corvespending six months of the pre-
vious year. The revenue for the six
months ended 3lst December last was
£8,773,000, whilst for the corresponding
six months of 1932 the total was £3,671,105
The increase was made up almost of the
additional amount of the financial emer-
geney tax; so that if the Treasurer receives
only the same revenue as the previous
Government had, he will experionce great
difficulty in making ends meet. Now, in
addition, he will have to find between
£70,000 and £80,000. I will admit that the
defieit for the first half ol the ecurrent
financial year is less than the deficit for
the corresponding period of the previous
vear, though the difference s not very con-
siderable. For the six months ended 3ist
December last the expenditure totalled
£4,573,321, whilst the figures for the cor-
responding half year of 1932 were £4,544,-
768. Thus the inerease was £28,533; and
this, too, with the expenditure on unem-
ployment relief down to the extent of
£46,331. When winter falls upen us and
unemployment increases, we ean expeet a
substantial inerease in this divection in
comparison with the estimate. Ior the
first halt of the current year the deficit was
£800,321, as against £873,663, which was
the total for the corresponding period of
the previous linancia] year. The deficit for
the six months just ended was less by
£73,342 chan that for the corresponding six
months of 1032, even though the Govern-
ment received an increased amount of
roughly £9,000 from the financial emer-
gency tax. I admit that the Government
went to the country with a policy, though
there are many phases of that poliey. The
Premier made a statement as to what he
was going to do for the unemployed.
The Premier, What did I say?

Mr. LATHAM: 1 contend that the
Government have every right to give effect
to their policy, but .I believe the Premier
would have been well advised to give effect
to that part of his policy that affected the
unemployed. There are very many people
still out of work and experiencing great
difficulty in making cnds meet. It would
have been far better, with the cash avail-

able, to distribute it amongst the elass that
needed it rather than to give it to those
who are well provided for.

The Minister for Employment: We inade
substantial progress in that direction.

Mr. LATHAM: Yes, I admit the Gov-
ernment spent a great deal more from loan
funds than was spent in the corresponding
period of the previous year. It seems to
me unsound to give additional money to
men receiving 9s. above the basic wage
while we have many people out of employ-
ment and others are on pari-time work.

The Minister for Lands: You made the
statement before thoat the farmers counid
not obtain farm labour,

Mr. LATHAM: And I will make the
statement again, I could give the Minis-
ter the names of many farmers and their
wives who sewed bags because they could
not get the labour. Does the hon. member
suggest that a married man with a wife
and family should not be sent out to sew
bags at from 8s. to 12s. 6d. per hundred?

The Minister for Lands: That was the
old rate.

Me. LATHAM: What is the difference
between the old rate and the new rate?
Any married wman should be able to get
sufficient work to assist him to keep bis
wife and family.

The Minister for Lands:
have done this for years.

Mr. LATHAM: There was a shortage of
labour amongst farmers and the hon. mem-
ber’s colleagye knows that. He released a
lot of single men to try to meet the posi-
tion.

The Minister for Ewmplovment: It shows
that we are making progress.

Mr, LATHAM: Every year we have had
to make lahour available for farmers, I re-
peat that I would be very willing to help the
Government to give effert to their policy, but
T eonsider it unwise to give something addi-
tional to the man who is earning above the
basic rate, whilst we have a number of peo-
ple still on sustenance. The Minister knows
that there are many people still on susten-
ance.

My, SPEAKER: T think the hon. member
is under the impression that he is making a
gpeech on the Address-in-reply,

Mr. LATHAM: The facts I am giving
affect the finances of the State.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member had
better get back to the Bill.

Married men
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Mr. LATHADM: Of course if you rule that
I am not to discuss these questions, I will
have to obey the ruling.

The Premier: You are talking about mat-
ters that are not in the Bill.

Mr. LATHAM: They ought to be in the
Bill.

Mr., SPEAKER: T cannot help that; T
did not frame the Bill.

Mr, LATHAM : Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, if
vou had done so, yon would have included
them. I admit that we cannot let the Trea-
sury down to the extent of £350,000, and we
eannot allow unreasonably high rates to be
charged for mortgages. Therefore we must
support the second reading of the Bill,
though it falls short of what I should like to
have seen introduced. We should have in-
sisted on having a continnance Bill for
another year, beeause the time is not yet ripe
for the alteration proposed by the Govern-
ment. The previous Government had to ask
the people to make a sacrifice, and the peo-
ple did so readily. If now they have to make
another sacrifice, we shall be doing wrong hy
passing this legislation. Before I sit down
I should like to draw the attention of the
Minister for Justice, or the Minister in
charge of the Bill, to the subject of interest.
I have been approached by trustee com-
panies who ask permission to reduwce the rate
of interest eharged to some of their clients.
They have good clients but they are con-
trolled by the Trustecs Act and they scek
permission to reduce the rates of interesi
without violating any of the prineiples of
that Act itself. I shounld like this guestion
looked into to see whether it is possible to
grant the assistanece sought. Personally I
think we shall have to amend the Act itself,
to enable the companies to deal with trust
accounts. It will be remembered that when
the emergency legislation was going throngh,
wa amended the Trustees Act to enable trus-
tees to convert bonds they were holding in
trust.

The Minister for Works: You protected
thern.

Mr. LATHAM: They point out they ean-
not reduce the rates of interest to a fair and
reasonable amount without statutory power.
I do not think we ean do it under the Bill
we are now discussing, but I should like the
Government to inquire whether it is possible
in some form to give the relief sought.

HON. N. EEENAN (Nedlands) [4.30]:
I felt sure that some other members would
take part in this debate,

Mr. Marshall: If they did, you would he-
come disgusted and walk out.

Hon. N. EEENAN: I do not do so when
the hon. member is addressing the House.

Mr. Marshall: You throw down your pen-
il and walk out,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Hon. N. KEENAN: If I have done so I
regret it. The measure bhefore us, in effect,
is meant to continne some of the provisions
of the Financial Emergency Aect of 1931.
The first notable feature of it is that it re-
tains the same flamboyant preamble, for
which the Minister apologised, beeause he
said he was informed it was legally neces-
sary. If any member reads the preamble,
he will see that it is nothing but very boast-
ful attempts at prophesying what would hap-
pen if certain legislation were passed.

Mr. Latham: It was so nice thaf it was
worth passing.

Hon, N. KEENAN: It was actually the
work of Mr. Theodore; it was drafted by
that gentleman.

Mr. Sleeman: A very clever man.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Yes, and he excelled
himself in the phraseology he adopted for
what T term this flamboyant preamble,

The Minister for Works: 1 do not think
he even drafted it.

Hon. N. KEENAN: The late Mr. Davy
informed me thaf every State had to aceept
the same preamble because it was brought
down by the Commonwealth Government,
then headed by Mr. Scullin and Mr. Theo-
dore.

The Minister for Works: Tt was drafied
by the legal committee of the Premiers’ Con-
ference.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Not the phraseology
of the preamble. The Minister is quite right
in saying that Mr. Davy explaived that he
was not responsible for it. Though he was
chairman of the legal committes, he regret-
ted the absnrd langunage employed. We are
all aware of the ecirecumstances under which
this Bill has become necessary. Those eir-
cumstances rtaise not merely the constitu-
tional question, whick was dealt with at some
length by the Minister, but also the whole
of the merits of the measure itself. When,
at the end of last session, the question arose
involving a constitutional issue, and when
I assured the Ministry at that time of my
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support on ihe constituiional issue, I dis-
tinctly made it clear that, whilst doing so, 1
entirely disapproved of the provisions of the
Bill. I propose now to state the reasons for
my strong disapproval. It has been sug-
gested by the Premier that when the Bill
was before the Chamber last session—the
Bill i¢ amend the then existing Act—only
one member of the Opposition, and no one
on the Government side, exeept the Minister
in charge of the Bill, spoke on it. An exam-
ination of the circumstances attending that
episode makes it very clear why thai hap-
pened. The Minister introduced the seecond
reading at one sitting of the House, and at
the very next sitting the second reading of
the Bill was set down almost at the top of
the Notice Paper.

The Minister for Works: But a week-end
elapsed.

Hen. N. KEENAX: Yes, but hefore mem-
bers had received a copy of “Hansard” re-
porting the Minister's speech, or before his
speech was in possession of any of them,
the second reading was proceeded with.

The Premier: That is too thin.

Hon. N, KEENAN: We had only jusi
received “Hansard” reporting the speech of
the Minister when the second reading was
proceeded with.

Mz, Marshall: You could have got a copy
had you wanted it.

Hon, N. KEENAN: It was quite legiti-
mate te ask for an adjourmmeni in order
that members might read in “Hansard’* what
the Alinister had said.

Mr. Marshall: Why did notb you listen to
his speech?

Hon. N. KEENAN: An adjournment of
the dehate was refused, and all the House
will recollect that at the time——

The Minister for Works: You should he
the last member in the House to say that.

Mr. Marshall: Yes, he bobs in and out
again and wants “Hansard” to give him the
information.

Hon, N. KEENAN: If members will per-
sist in interrnpting me——

The Premier: You deserve to have the
whole lot of them interrupting vou.

The Minister for Works: You should be
the last to say that. You have been granted
special adjournments.

AMr. Marshall: Yes, and he throws down
his pencil and walks out night after night.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Murehison will keep order.

Mr. Marshall: I will try to do so.

Mr., SPEAKER: Keep order and never
utind about the trying.

Hon. N. KEENAN: At that time there
was nothing abead of the House in the way
of work. We bhad no loaded Notice Paper.
On the contrary, there appeai«d to be ample
time and more than ample time {0 deal with
all the business that remained on the Notiee
Paper. In another place the Notice Paper
was loaded with matters of the gravest im-
portance, and it was not afi all pecessary that
there should be any haste in sending the
Financial Emergency Act Amendment Bill
to them., However, the Minister refused the
adjournment and, by his refu-al, cartailed
the discussion, and the second rvading weni
through. The measure then before the House
was really the samne as is incorporated in
this Bill. When bringing down the amend-
ing Bill last session, the Minister said it was
introdueed in furtherance of and in part
performance of the poliey on which the Gor-
ernment, of which he was a member, had
been returned to power. It was one of the
promises made by his parfy to the electors.
Beeause it was placed before the electors
and because the electors had aceepted if, and
liad returned the party fo power; therefore
it was eloimed ihe Government had a clear
mandate o give effect to the proposals, I
am quite prepared to concede that the pro-
posals to restore the financial emergeney cut
to the public servants was put before the
electors, and I am quite prepared to econ.
cede also that a great majority of the elec-
tors accepted and endorsed {hat policy ani
returned that party to power, no doubt he-
canse they aceepted and endorsed the policy.
If there were any doubi whether in fact
that proposal was made to the electors and
was aceepted and endorsed by the electors,
tu what is that doubt to be atiributed? To
nothing more than to the fact that only in
July last the Premier and the Minister fo:
Works both denied that any such proposal
was made. Consequently, if those who claim
that there was any doubt ahout a mandata
having bheen given to the Government desire
to seek authority for their douht, that is the
best authority they ean adduce. I myself
am quite satisfied that the proposal was
made in definite terms, and I am also quite
satisfied that the electors returned the party
to power, perhaps mainly so far as the
public servants were concerned, beeause of
that proposal. Therefore I admit for myself
tkat the Government have a mandate to give
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effect to that poliecy. That iz all I desire
to say on the constitutional aspect. At
other times and in other places, I have made
elear the views I hold on the proper work-
ing under the Constitution of the two Cham.
bers, and I do not desire to take advantage
of the indulgence of the House to repeai
myself, Turning to the merits of the Bill,
what are the main grounds on which the
Minister recommends the Honse to accept
the measure? He reiterated, ns he has done
on many occasions, that this was the only
Parliament and the Mitehell Government
were the only Government in Australia that
had attempted to fix wages by Aect of Parlia-
ment. He said it was a ruinous policy and
a vicions proceeding for any Parliament to
attempt to constitute itself a tribunal tuo
fix wages. If the subject were not one of
the very greatest importanee, it might lead
to some amusement to examine the travesty
of facts that the Minister has placed before
the House, The Finanecial Emergency Act
of 1931 was divided into seven parts. Part
IT., Section 7, reduced wages or salaries by
Act of Parliament.

Mr. Sleeman: Paid by privete employers.

Hon, N, KEENAN: No, it reduced
wages and salaries by Act of Parliament.
No intervention was necessary by any other
tribunal, anthority or person. Specifically in
the terms of the section it reduced wages
payable to employees of the (rown. Provi-
sion for the reduction of solaries or wages—
the two words mean the same thing—received
by employees of the Crown is to be found
repeated in exactly the same words in the
statute passed by every State in Australia,
Part V. dealt with the variation of contracts
of service by parties other than employees
of the Crown. Section 12 of that Parr,
which has been referred to hy the Leader of
the Opposition, dealt with an employer who
was in receipt of a grant frem the Crown
and whose grant was reduced in consequence
of the Financial Emergency Act. He was
anthorised to make a reduction in the re-
wmuneration payable to his employees, a re-
duction ecommensurate with the reduction
made in the grant by the Treasury. But there
was this safeguard, that where that affected
the wages of any person working under in-
dustrial agreement or industrial award, then
the employer could only make a reduction
with the previous sanction of the Court of
Arbitration. There was no provision, as in
Section 7, to cut down the wages; the em-
ployer was merely authorised to apply to

the Court of Arbitration and, with the con-
sent of the court, to make the hmited redue-
tion that corresponded exaetly with the re-
duetion made in his grant by the Treasury.

Mr. Needliam interjected.

Hon. N. KEENAN: There is no possible
reason for that construetion, as I shal] show.
Section 14, Subsection 5, gave aunthority to
the Court of Arbitration, on the application
of an employer, to reduce wages. The
language used was elear and concise,

Mr. Cross: As elear as mud!

Hon. N. EEENAN: I do not know how
cleay the hon. member’s mind is.

My, Cross: 1t is clearer than that Act,

Hon. N. KEENAXN: I propose to read

what the Act savs, in Subscction 5 of See-
tion 14—

If, on the hearing of the application, the
court is satisfied that the nntional emergenay
with which the State is faced justifies it in
making an order for n reduction of rates of
salary, wages or remuneration preseribed in
the award or industrial agreement in relation
to which the application is made so as to bring
them inte accord with the reductions made un-
der Port IT. of the Act, the court may, not.
withstanding the provisions of the Indusérial
Arliitration Aet, 1912-25, or any amendment
thercof, or of any other Act or of any award
or industrial agreement made thereander, or of
any declared basie wage to the eontrary, make
an order that the award or industral agree-
ment in respect whereof the application is
made shall forthwith be varied so that the
rates of sulary, wages or remuneration therein
preseribed shall be reduced in accordance with
the provisions of Part 1L of this Act and the
rates preseribed in the Schedule hercto.

What was the position in order that the
court might be able to deal with the applica-
tion of an employer if it thought fit to do
307 The position was that except for West-
ern Australia no industrial legislation con-
tained the same restrictive provisions that
ours did, restraining the court from taking
any action at all. The effect of Sections 90,
120 and 121 was to tie the bands of the court
entirely, which was not the rase in respeect
nf any industrial tribunal elsewhere in Aus-
tralia. Tither one of two things had to he
done (o give the court the same powers en-
joved by the industrial tribunals elsewbere
in Australia, first to amend the Industrial
Arhitration Aet, secondly to include this pro-
vision in the Financial Fmergency Act.
What must he clearly understood is that it
gave power to the court, and it remained for
the court to exercise that-power if on proper
ingniry it thought fit to do so. How does
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Subsection 3 of Seetion 14 warrant the state-
ment that Parliament tock upon it=elf to fix
wages? All that the section accomplishes is
to wgive to the Arbitration Court power if it
sers [it to alter a wage. It is true, as pointed
out by the Minister, tlat the econstruction
placed upon the ~tatute by the Full Court is
to the cfiect that where the Arbitration Court
had, on the application of one employer,
granted a reduction in respect of some wages
men employed by him, that constituted a
common rule, and that any other employer,
without making application, was enfitled ta
avatl himself of it.

Mr. F. C. L. Smith: That was not the in-
tention of the Legislature,

Hon. N. EEENAN: No. I contend it is
not the proper construction to place upon
the statute and that it never was pari of
the intent of the statute. If any measure
had been brought down to cure that defect,
and it could have been cured by the inser-
tion of a few words restraining the benefit
of the order to the person who obtained it,
such a measure would have received universal
support.

The Premier: Universal?

Hon. N. KEENAN: And the support of
another place too, I think.

The Premier: You are very optimistic.

Hon. N. KEEXAN: No one understood
the statute to mean anything except that the
employer should apply to and satisfy the
eourt on inquiry that his application was
worthv of acceptance, hefore he could ob-
tain the lhenefit of the order.

The Premier: Having got the decision
which suited their views, they would not
agree fo alter it.

Hon. N. KEENAX: The Premier some-
times takes too pessimistic a view, and some-
times a view that is rather uncharitable,

The Premier: 1 know them.

Hon. N, XEENAN: We are told that
the previous Government were guilty of a
pernicious proceeding in fixing wages by Act
of Parliament. It is certain that Parlia-
ment did fix wages under Section 6 of Part
11. in respect to employees of the Crown,
Strange to say, the Minister who declares
that it was a pernicious proceeding for Par-
liament to fix wages, repeats in the Bill the
very words contained in Section 6 of Part
V. of the Act. I will read what it says.

The Minister for Works: Read the clause
further on.

Hon. N, EEENAX: I would not like the
Minister to imagine I think he does not
understand his own Bill,

The Minister for Works: Read on to
where it exempis all wages men.

Hon. N. KEEXAX: Not all empioyees of
the Crown.

The Minister for Works: All wages men.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Does the Minister
differentiate between wages and salaries?

The Minister for Works: Yes.

Hon. N. KEENAN: I make no such dis-
tinction. _It 15 a mere synonym. Men are
merely paid for their services, If they want
to be very swagger, they eall it a salary;
otherwise they call it wages.

The Premier: Salaries are not fixed by
the Arbitration Court,

Hon. N. KEENAN: They are fixed by
other tribunals. Clause 6 of the Bill says—

Notwithst;‘mding anvthing contained in anv
.~\l[-f', regulation, or hy-law, or in any State in-
dividoal award or State industria] agreement,
or 1n any other award determination or agree-
ment to the contrary, but subjeet as in this
section an_d in this Act hereinaftor provided
the rate of salary payable to every officer shall
be reduced to a° rate which will be either 18
ber eent., 20 per cent., or 2214 per cent. as the
case may be in aceordance with the seale set
forth in Part I. of the Schedule to this Aect
below the rate of salary preseribed or fixed

for the position or for the work o h
30th day of June, 1930, s om e

That does fix wages and salaries by Act of
Parliament,

Mr. . C. L. Smith: It does not fix wages.

Hon. N. KEENAX: It says “notwith-
standing any industrial award or agree-
ment,” The Minister is in the positicn now
o?’ ) being the sponsor for this per-
nicious  and  utterly wrong principle
of Parliament attempting to fix wages,
I hope the Minister will regard himself ag
the sponsor of this vicious practice. As re-
gards the Bill, undoubtedly the first matter
that reguires to be established is to show
that the financial position of the State is so
altered as to warrant the statnte which is
now proposed. By the financial position of
the State I mean not only the finaneial posi-
tion from the paint of view of governmental
finance but from the point of view of the
position of industry generally. Dealing first
of all with the financial position from the
point of view of governmental finanece, I
would ask what knowledge this House or
any member of it has of that position by
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reason of any statement made by the Min-
ister? The only knowledge we are in pos-
session of is certainly in excess of the know-
ledge we had on the second reading of the
Bill which was brought down last session
to amend the law. The Minister then took
the extraordinary stand that this House was
not entitled to any such knowledge, that it
was a piece of impertinence on our part to
ask for it. No doubt influenced by some
better guide, some person of more sane
judgment, the Minister afterwards on the
third reading, did diselose the burden the
Btate would be ealled upon to earry if the
measure were not passed.

The Minister for Works: { had not the
information.

Hon. N. KEENAN: The Minister assursd
us that Lhis matter was discussed again
and again in Cabinet over a period of sev-
eral months.

Mr. Latham: Early in the session.

Hon. N. KXEENAN: He had the infor-
mation up his sleeve all the Crune, but
thought Le was giving too much away.

The Minister for Works: I do not con-
cede now that it was any business of yours.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Then this Touse is
here merely to receive orders from the Min-
ister.

The Minister for Works: The finanges of
the couniry are for the Government.

Hon. N. KEENAN: And the House is
merely to receive orders and give effect to
them. That is not my conception of the duty
of the House, or even of those who sit on
the same side as the Government, The Min-
ister subsequently informed the House that
it would entail a burden of £110,000 to
£115,000. There is no information hefore
the House as to how this money is to be ob-
tained. The whole extent of the information
given to us is that it will involve a burden
of £110,000 to £115,000, T presume per an-
num, although it may invelve us in that
amount for the balance of the financial year,
1t cannot be imagined that the money will be
found out of Loan funds, because no Gov-
ernment could defend or justify such action.
If the money is to come out of revenue,
how is it to he found? Where is it provided
for in the Estimates of Revenue and Ex-
penditure which were before us recently,
and were considered by this House at great
length? Where is there anything we can
turn to, and say, ‘‘Here is the source of the
money thal will be available for espenditure

in the direction required by this Bill?” So
far as any member knows, every penny of
revenue, including, of course, the deficit of
£850,000, has been appropriated for somae
purpose. Isit proposed,if the Bill becomes
law, to inerease the deficit by £113,0009
If that is so, some statement to that effect
should be made. It would serionsly influ-
ence the position of this State when it ap-
pears before the Grants Commission asking
for additional money, and would seriously
affect the position when the Treasurer next
resorted to a Loan Council meeting. There
remains a possibility that the Treasurer has
under-estimated his revenue, and is going
to collect a considerable amount more than
he thought, particularly, I suggest, from
the incidence of the financial emergency tax.
All these considerations are only possihili-
ties, and hare possibilities. Surely a meas-
ure of this kind should not he put hefore
the House buttressed only by possihilities,
But even if it can be shown that the moneys
which are involved if the Bill becomes law
are available, and that therefore from the
point of view of governmental finance no
objection can be taken to the measure, what
consideration has heen given to the effect
the Bill will have on the finanecial position
of industry in general? At the moment, as
has been mentioned by the Leader of the
Opposition, a very creditable effort is being
made to revive local secondary industries,
and with some fair measure of sueccess, But
who ean question even for a moment that
there must be some increase in the cost of
production of local industries as the result
of this Bill becoming law? And if there
is any increase in eost, it is always passed
on to the consumer; and therefore it will
mean an increase in the market prices of
the products of our local industries.

The Minister for Employment: That would
he an argement in favour of permanent re-
duction of wages,

Hon. N, KEENAN: It is an argument
only when one has to meet competition. If
we can close the door against cheaper
articles, of the same value or approximately
the same value, coming in and being offered
to the public, by all means let that be done;
but we cannot close the door. W'e must let
the articles in. What will be the result? Is
it not absolutely certain that in the circum-
stances we all find ourselves in, having to
make a shilling go as far as it possibly can,
we shall buy the cheapest articles in the
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market if it bhas at all the same relative
value? So it will mean that our markets
for secondary industries here will be de-
stroyed.

The Minister for Employment: The
secondary industries are not going to be
made a stalking-horse for reduced wages.

Hon. N. KEEXNAN: The secondary indus-
tries will no lonpger exist, There will not
be reduction of wages; there wil] be aboli-
tion of wages. There is a long way between
reduction and abolition. The failure of the
gecondary industries would mean abelition
of wages. I do not desire to pursue that
point any further. becanse I have no doubt
that other speakers, having a more intimate
knowledge of the matter, will deal with it.
Nor do I propose to deal with the intense
feeling of dissatisfaction that the plan em-
bodied in the Bill has produced in the Pub-
lic Service. On a former oceasion in this
House, hon. members may recollect, I
pointed out that there was a state of almost
incipient rebellion in our Public Service,
arising from a comparison of their lot with
that of others doing exacfly the same work
at much higher remuneration in the service
of the Commonwealth. I have no doubt
that the passing of the Bill would aceentu-
ate and influence for the worse, that danger-
ons mood. Now I twrn, lastly, to the con-
sideration which was lightly dealt with by
the Leader of the Opposition, and which T
propose to deal with at some greater length
—a consideration so important that, stand-
ing entirely by itself, apart from anything
else that I have said, it wounld warrant the
rejection of the Bill; and that is the posi-
tion of the unemployed in this State. Assum-
ing that the Government have this £115,000
available, before a single penny of it should
be spent in augmenting the wage of a man
who, ih order to qualify for benefiting
from the measure, must be in receipt of the
basic wage and Os. above the basic wage, the
unemployed, or those who are only partially
employed, should have the henefit of these
moneys in order to find employment for
them in the one case, or in the cther case
to find additional employment. Until every
man in the State who is willing and anxious
to work and who to-day is seeking for work
withogt being able to get it is enabled to en-
joy full time at the basic wage, there can be
no justification whatever for adding to the
reward of those who must have the full
basic wage and 9s. above it before they can

qualify to receive the benefits of the Bill. T
eannot imagine how it is possible for any
of those who sit on the other side of the
Chamber, or on this side, to go back to their
electorates, where they know there are hund-
reds of men still ont of employment or unly
partially employed, and state that they have
voted away £115,000 which might be used
to give those men employment, or at any
rate to some extent give them employment—
voted that money away to men who are
already in receipt of the basic wage and of
Us. above the hasie wage. That appears to
wme to he a proposition which it is whelly
tmpossible te justify. For that reason, and
that reason alone, T sineerely hope that tle
measure will be rejected. It is absolutely &
travesty on all that is understood by human
justice and human echarity. I hope, there-
tore that the seecond reading will be taken
to a division. If there is u diviston—and T
shall eertainly eall for one—we shall see
what are the views on that point alone of

those who eomprise the membership of this
Chamber,

THE FREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Roulder) {5.9]: T listened attentively to
the speech of the Leader of the Oppeosition
and also to that of the Leader of the eross-
beneh party. T do not think we have heard
anything really new, though certainly sev-
eral points of novelty, some of them or-
iginal, were raised by the member for Ned-
lands (Hon. N. Keenan). Dealing with the
position of the Bill and the Aet, T wish to
call the attention of the people of this
country to the fact that three members of
another place whose votes were respon-
sible for the defeat of last sessiom’s Bill
are, after a period of six years, retiring
from political life. I question at any rale
the moral right of any member who has
not heen before his electors for a period of
six years, and who is responsible to only a
limited number of the people of this eoun-
try, one-third of them, to vote for the re-
jection of a Bill put forward by a Govern-
ment fresh from the country and returned
by an overwhelming majority; a Govern-
ment, too, coming from the electors after
inflicting upon the previous Government
the heaviest defeat that has ever been in-
flicted upon a Western Australian Govern-
maet, in view of the fact that four of its
leading MMinisters lost their seats at the
general eleetion. What authority, I ask,
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have thos: members, who are giving up
public life and have not been before the
country for six years, to set aside the will
of the great majority of the peopie of this
country as expressed at the vecent elee.
tion? T hope that that is an aspect of the
question whieh will appeal at any rate to
those hon. members’ sense of fair play
and moral obligation before they pass a
vote on this Bill when it goes to another
place. The Leader of the Opposition dealt
with the present measure largely on the
same lines as last session’s Bill. T do not
koow that there is anything he has said
calling for reply or comment that has not
already been answered or dealt with by the
Minister in charge of the Bill, either last
session or in his speech of this afternoon.
The Leader of the Oppositien did say that
the Covernment were eompelled to deal
with private employees as with Govern-
ment employees. The present Government
do not accept that view nt all. There was
no compulsion or obligation upon the pre-
vious Government to deal with the matter
of private employment in the manner they
did. I shall have a few words to say re-
garding the observations of the member
for Nedlands on that peint. The non.
member referred to the ‘“flanboyant’’ pre-
amble. Tt is the same flamboyant preamble
as appeared in the Bill supported by the
hon. member when it was introduced in
1931. Aembers of the then Government,
now sitting in Opposition, drew attention
to the rather absurd wordiug of the flam-
boyant preamble. I do not know that it is
worth even a passing comment, because the
bon. member knows that the preamble
means nothing at all. Tt is merely a pious
wish or hope that might ereate in the pub-
lic mind an attitude assisting the people in
the distressful times they are passing
through. And so the Hamboyant preamble
is not of any consequence whatever. I
rather imagine, also, that the hon. gentle-
man does not regret that the attitude of
another place has resulied in the loss of
last session’s Bill, because iis loss, and the
consequent calling of this session and in-
troduction of this Bill, have afforded the
hon. member an opportunity of making a
speech and expressing his views on the
question, which he failed or neglected to
do on last session’s Bill. I have no doubt
that this will reconcile a considerable
number of those who support um In the
country to his eleventh-hour stand, making

up in some degree for his neglect when last
session’s Bill was before the House. The
hon. member said, in explapation of his
failure and that of any member of his
party to speak on the previous Rill, that
there was no time to do so. The Minister,
he said, intreduced the Bill at one sitting,
and the Bill was brought on at the next
sitting., It would appear that but for an
interjection from this bench the hon. mem-
ber wouid have it believed that the next
sitting was on the next day.

Hon. N, Keenan: No.

The PREMIER: But that was how the
hon. member expressed it.

Hen. N. Keenan: I did not.

The PREMIER: I say thc hon. member
did. THe said the Bill was introduced at
one sitting and brought on at the very
next sitting.

Hon, N. Keenan: The next sititng of
the House, And se it was,

The PREMIER: Yes, but surely the
hon. member’s statement would convey a
false impression to those who read it in
the Press, because the hon. member did not
say that between the date of the introduetion
of the Bill and that next sitting which he
mentioned, a whole week-end intervened,
from Thursday till Tuesday. The hon. mem-
ber had the whole week-end to study the
Bill. Now an explanation is offered whieh
I venture to say will not deceive anybody.
He said that members did not have time to
read “Eansard” What mewher ever reads
“Hansard”? The hon. membzr said he did
not gain any knowledge of the contents of
the Bili by listening to the speech of the
Minister who moved its second reading; he
did not gain any information as to the con-
tents of the Bill by reading the very fulb
report of the discussion upon it that ap-
peared in the newspapers the following day.
e would have ne opportunity of finding out
what was in the Bill until he 1ead “Han-
sard” on the following day, and not having
had that opportunity he was consequentlv
unable to speak on the second reading.

Hon. N. Keenan: I asked for the adjonrn-
ment for that purpose.

The PREMIER: To read “Hansard”?

Hon, N, Keenan: Yes.

The PREMIER : I do not wish to question
the hon. member's statement, but I believe
that is not the reason why he asked for the
adjournment. In all the years I have been
& member of this House, I have never yet
known of a member, more perticularly s
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member of the standing of the hon. member,
tv ask for an adjournment to enable him to
read “Hansard,” when he has bad a whole
week-end in which to study the Bill and t¢
read all about it in the newspaper. The
hon, member would gain bis knowledge of the
Bill by studying the Bill itself. He is a
member of the legal profession and would
study the Bill quite apart from what the
Minister might have bad to say upon it.
It is quite eonceivable, and the hon. member
will appreciate this, that the Minister might
not make out the best case for the Bill:
there might be important features of the
Bill to which he might not refer, and he
might stress others of minor importance.
The hon. member, however, apparently would
he guided by what the Minister said in intro-
ducing the Bl und not by studying the Bill
itself. I venture to suggest that the explana-
tion is altogether too thin.

The Minister for Employment: He does
not do himself juostice.

The PREMIER : He does not. He would
ask us to have a lesser opinion of his know-
ledge and ability if be says that.

Hon. N. Keenan: Now will the Premier
tell us what was the business to he done?
We idled for two days after that.

The PREMIER : The hon. member knows
that the Bill was late in reaching another
pluce. Even though we were idling in this
Chamber, it was necessary to get the Bill fo
another pluce. As a matter of fact, one of
the grounds for complaint by another place
was that the Bill was so late in reaching
then that they did not have sufficient time
to give it that consideration whieh its im-
portance merited. I think a week-end was
ample time for any member to study the Bill.
There was no haste with regard to the Bill.
As the hon. member says, discussion was not
curtailed in any way. The hon. member says
he agrees with the Government’s view that a
cleny mandate was given at the elections so
far as the publie servants arve coneerned; hut
he goes further and says that this Bill has
created intense diszatisfaction in the ranks
of the Public Service. Is that because it
gives relief to a section only, and not to all
members of the Public Service?

Hon, N. Keenan: The Premier knows him-
self., It is all in the papers.

The PREMIER: Yes. I have had some
experience and I know from correspondence
I have received from those who are affected
by the Bill; but I have never known of a

Bill of this unportance that has aroused zo
little of what the hon. member is pleased to
deseribe a5 intense dizsatisfaction. Natur-
ally, an executive of those coneerned would
meet and earry o resolution of protest. That
is to be expected. Any body of men aifected
by this or sindlar legislation will earry
motions of protest: but nothing beyond that
has ever been sugwested, 1 do not agree,
therefore, that the Bill has ¢reated the in-
tense dissatisfaction which the bon. inemnber
would have us believe exists., 1 will leave
the Minister in charge of the Bill to reply
to the hon. member’s remarks with respect
to the fixing of wages by Act of Parliament.
So far as private employers are concerned,
the hon, member argues that all that is con-
ferred by the Aet is a right to apply to the
court, whieh will hear and determine the ease
on its merits. The whole position was, how-
ever, entively upset by the common-rule deei-
sion of the Full Court.

Hon. N. Keenan: I admit that, but that
can he amended.

The PREMIER: Tt ean be amended?

Hon. N. Keenan: Yes, in the simplest of
forms.

The PREMIER: We shall see. I shall
vefer to that presently. As the hon, member
has stated, and as he knows full well, many
employers, whose husiness did not warrant
any reduction in wages, veceived the henefit
of the common-rule decision and obtained a
reduction in wages.

Hon. N. Keenan: The private employers
of this State, because of the application of
the common rule, received that reduction.
hat was that the intention of the Aet?

The PREMIER; Certainly it was not.

Hon. N. Keenan: Of course it was.

The PREMIER: Of course it was not.
Nob one member of this House, when the
previous Bill was under diseussion, intended
it to apply as it was interpreted by the Fuli
Court. That being so, why did the Govern-
ment of the day vefuse the financial assist-
anece for an appeal to the High Court? That
was the only way in which the decision of
the Full Court could be tested. The hon.
member now says, and I agree, that no mem-
ber of the House had that intention in mind.
If that be so, surely there was an obligation
on the part of the then Government to grant
the request of the President of the Arbitra-
tion Court for financial asistance to appeal
to the High Court against our Full Court’s
decision. Even if the Attorney (eneral of
the day, or the Governmeni of the day, ecould
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The PREMIER: 1
member's argument,

Hon. N. Keenan: My argument is that
the man on £500 a year should not have his
salary cut restored until the unemploved
bave been provided for.

The PREMIER: The man on £300 per
annum should not get his cut hack?

Hon. N. Keenan: Noi until the unem-
ployed have been provided for.

The PREMIER: He is not getting it
back. No man on that salary or even on
half that salary, is getiing the cut restored
to him by the Bill. And if we get down to
the logic of that argument, we might say,
“Let us all be reduced to the basic wage
until everyone is employed, and let the sur-
plus ahove the basie wage go to the support
of the nnemployed.”

Mr. Latham: We have not suggested that
the margin for skill should be taken from
those people, hut we say the ent which has
heen made should not be restored yet.

The PREMIER: Ts that te be the per-
manent basis?

Mr. Latham: No.

The PREMIER: Lt is not the policy of
this Government, and it was made quite clear
and definite at the elaetions that we did not
stand for it. Surely with regard to this
interference or the making of the Act apply
to private employment, we were jnst as clear
on that as the hon. member savs we were in
regard to the Public Service; because we re-
sisted that for days and nights, through all-
night sittings in this House when the Bill
was poing through; and ever sinee the Act
came into operation we never eeased to
challenge it on every platform in the State
and again in this House when the Act eame
np for continuanee. So that aspect of
the Act must have been just as clearly im-
pressed on the minds of the electors as was
any other attitude we may have adopted in
regard to the Publiec Service, which has been
declared a drastic amendment or alteration.

Mr. Doney: Why not adopt the policy
that those whose needs are greatest shall first
be helped?

The PREMIER: What about men on
£500, £700, £900 and £1,000 all coming down
to the basic wagef

Mr. Doney: That is not an answer to the
question I put to youn.

The PREMIER: Neither the hon. mem-
ber nor the member for Nedlands knows the

think it is the hon.

gennine unemployed in this country if he
believes that those men would bave their
position relieved by the breaking down of
wage standards. They do not ask for it
and are not expeeting it.

M, Donex: At all evenis that i not an
answer fo my question.

The PREMIER : If the hon. member will
sive notice of his question | may be able to
answer 3t tor him, although perhaps oot in
the way he desires. The CGovernment are
<tanding by the Bill hecaunse we are standing
hy what the people have asked wns to do.
There ean he no question abont that. 1 know
it ix sometitmes areusble what veally cousti-
tutes a mandate, heeause many fnetors enter
into the minds of electors at election time:
but i 3t is ag all passible o say that any
definite instrnciion was given hy the electors
Lo us in regard fo this Bill, even allowing
for other consziderafions that may hbave
entered into the minds of electors at polling
day, this was an ontstanding question.

Mr. Lothwmn: L did not see it posted wp
throughout the State, ns something else was.

The Minister for Justice: The electors
have not forgotien.

The PREMIER : Nor did they Eorget that
the hon. member had said he would reduce
their wages.

My, Lathane: 1 did not say it

The 'REMTER: 1 am sorvy it the hon.
member did not say it, but at the same time
it is a great pity the denial was not made
nntil three weeks after the publication of
the statement: and even then it ¢came, not
from the hon, member, but from his leader,
and with one denial the matter was allowed
ta drop.

Mr. Latham : 1 saw many denials,. We
were not allowed (0 get np in the Trades
Hall and deoy it.

The PREMIER : The hon. member has his
nwn avennes of paoblicity.  He is like the
member for Nedlands, who never once men-
tioned secession within the houndaries of his
clectorate. He made rousing speeches only
a few hnndred vyards outside his eleetorate,
but they of course had wo influence on his
election, for I am sure the people of Ned-
lands did not know what the hon. member
was saying in the Perth Town Hall and did
not read his speeches. However, all this is
by the way. The Government intend to see
the Bill earried through.
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MR, SAMPSON (Swan) [5.35]: I re-
eret the position which has arisen. The Gov-
ernment are putting up a statement which
would suggest that they have done something
noteworthy, something for which they should
be commended. Actually, I think they
should have met oanother place at least
to some extent and done something to show

. that even if there was a spirit of no surren-
der on the other side, they at all events
went to the conference with open minds.

Several members interjected.

Mr, SAMPSON: I hope that those who
ave violently interjeeting will interjeet at
some length after I sit down. The failure
of the passage of the Rill of lust ~ession has
caused great confusion,

Mr, Raphael: Where?

Mr. SAMPSON: In muny quarters, and
the Goverument have sulfered in reputation
because of it. .

The Premier: You must be sorry for that,

Mr, SAMPSON; T do not bear any ili-will
towards the Premier, but this afternoon the
Minister for Works implied in that kindly
way he adopts, what had happened behind
closed doors. It soands like a title to a penny
noveletie “Behind Closed Doors.” Anyone
reading his remarks would come to the con-
clusion there was something very unworthy,
very improper, something which reflected
diseredit on another place hecanse it was
done behind closed doors.

The Minister for Mines: And it would
have been so regarded had what was said at
the conference been said in the Flouse and
published in “Hansard”.

Mr. SAMPSON: After that, is there uny
need for me to say more?

Members: No!

Mr., SAMPSON: Oy that point perhaps
not, but I am going to say a few words on
the Bill. I think I am justified in offering
some criticism of the aetion of the Govern-
ment in failing to aceept a eontinuation of
the Act. On the matter of communications
between the two Houses, I read in the Stand-
ing Orders that a conferemce desired by
the Assembly with the Council shall in all
cases be requested by message. That was
done. Then in another Standing Order I
learn that at all conferences the managers
of the Assembly shall be at liberty to eonfer
freely by word of mouth with the managers
for the Council. But from what we have
heard, one would imagine that the managers
for the Council were of a class of Tanta-

nooly tiger, some dreadfully feroeious animal
that would swallow the kindly Minister for
Works and those with him, and not allow
them opportunity to place their arguments
before the conference. In Standing Ordey
No. 252 it is preseribed that the managers
for the Assembly shall, when the conference
has terminated, report their proceedings to
the Assembly forthwith.

The Minister for Fimployment: Could not
that all be taken as read?

Mr. SAMPSON: I do not wish o he
pevsonal to the Minister, but he himnself is
a great example of u reader, and I hope he
will speak on the Bill; indeed it is an obliga-
tion on the Minister for Employment thar
he should speak.

The Premier:
spoke last time,

Mr. SAMPSON: Not at all, and I cer-
tninly think he should speak this time.

Mr. SPEAKER: Whether or not the
Minister speaks, has nothing to do with the
Bill.

Mr. SAMPSON: But it will help me. If
the Minister for Employment is concerned
in get'ing men to work, as T know he is,
hie should speak on the Bill and indicate to
the House where——

Mr. SPEAKER: The hou. member is
quite out of order in diseussing that aspect.

Mr. SAMPSON: Very well, T will not
proceed on those lines.

Mr. Raphael: That is right; sit down.

Mr. SAMPSON: I am going to say what
I desire to say on the Bill, although perhaps
it has been beaten to a frazzle already.
Still, to sit here and vote without havieg
expressed an opinion would be unbecoming,
When the Minister for Employment inter-
rupted me, I was saying that the Minister
for Works had gone along to the conference,
apparently withont heing influenced by
sweet reason. He went there, but only to
get the whole Bill or nothing.

Mr, Hegney: What about no surrender?

Mr, SAMPSON: Apparently, from what
the Minister said, each party was impressed
with the same idea.

You objected when he

The Minister for Mines: How do you
know that?%
Mr. SAMPSON: If the Minister for

Mines had been here at the time, he would
know that the Minister for Works reportad
that two of the managers for the Council had
previously stated in that House that if elected
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to serve as managers their attitude would
be one of no surrender

The Minister for Mines: And they said it
I sat in the Council gallery and heard them,
and the Leader of the Qpposition also heard
them.

Mr, SAMPSON: The Minister need not
work bimself up into a Fury.

The Minister for Mines: Did aunyone in
this House say that?

Mr., SAMPSON: I told you it was re-
ported by the Minister for Works.

The MMinister for Mines: It was not sail
in this House.

Mr, SAMPSON: The Minister did not
tell us when he went to the conference thut
he would not bend, that he was going to
stand up to it and get 100 per eent. or noth-
ing. He did net say that,

The Minister for Mines: The ether peo-
ple did.

My, SAMPSON: The Minister said that
all this oceurred behind c¢losed doors. Of
course it was behind closed doors; that is
the custom and the rule.

The AMinister for Mines: If is too much
‘the custom, and it 15 time it was eut out.

Me. SAMPSON: The Minister has con-
siderable influenee with the Government, so
perhaps if would he possible to ameud the
Constitution.

The Minister for Mines: You use your in-
fluenee with another place, and then we
might he able to do it.

Mr. SAMPSON: This House requested =
conference. If the Government had not
wanbed the conference they would not have
requested it.  As they requested it, they got
it, and I regret the position which aroze. i
has done injury, not only to the Govern-
ment, but to the State. It would have heen
possible to accept what was oftered and,
later on, when the financial position justi-
fied it, even though it meant the ealling of
a special session—as has happened—
the matter could have heen gone into once
more and amendments brought forward.
What is the position regarding mortgagees’
interest? There is econfusion. The Leader
of the Opposition has mentioned what has
happened regarding one or more of the
trustee companies. It is unfortunate that
that has happened. Judging by the Bill,
there is no possibility of making the re-
duction of interest charges retrospective.

The MMinister for Mines: XNot so long
as we have men like you who do not want
them reduced.

Mr, SAMPROXN: If T took the Minister
more sertously, T would demand a with-
drawal of that statement.

The Minister for Mines: Youn ean take
it seriously. You do not want a reduction.

Alr, SPEARER: Order!

Alr. SAMPSOX: The Minister knows
what is in my mind; it is a pity he does
not know what iy in his own, The Xin-
ister’s statement is quite wrong. I am pre-
parved without reservation or equivocation
to support that part of the Bill. MMy only
regret is that that part was allowed fo lapse.

The Minister for Mines: CGet the Bill
passed, and have it restored.

Mr., SAMPSON:  Certainly that must
he passed, and T shonld like to see the re-
duetion made retrospective to the end of
December.

The Minister for Employment: That is
provided for.

Mre. SAMPSON:
provided for.

The Minister For Mines:
for in the Bill.

AMr. SAMPSON: T have read the memo-
randum hurriedly, and T understand there
is some question as to whether the interest
redurtion can he made retrospective to the
1st January.

Ar. Latham: Tt is provided for.

Mr. SAMPSON: T am glad of that, and
hope it will be carried. This is the one
occasion when the Minister for Mines has
zhown the slightest interest in the Bill,

The Minister for Mines: I have done
my parl elsewhere.

Mr. SAMPSOY: The Minister shounld
do it in the House; whatever Lthe Minister
has to say should be said here.

Mr. SPEAKER: T hope the hon. mem-
ber will not continue to discuss Ministers,
but will diseuss the Bill.

AMr. SAMPSOXN: The newspapers have
discussed this matter at great length, and
it would be diffieult to deal with the Bill
without repeating what has already been
said.

Mr. Hegney:
porting the Bill?

Mr. SAMPSON: The restoratien of
wages is a matter that everybody will wel-
come. It is an indieation thnt conditions
are perhaps better than some of us thought
them: indeed, better than the financial

I understand it is not

Tt is provided

Are vou opposing ot sup-
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figures published this morning wonld lead
us to believe. That is the perplesing part,
that this should he possible in spite of the
bad times and in spite of the hundreds of
unemployed and the hundreds working
part-time on relief work. At the same
time, there is much fo be said in favour
of increasing wages and thus inereas-
ing the spending power of the people.
With that aspect, however, I do not pro-
pose to deal. T hope the Minister for Em-
ployment will express his opinion on that
phase before the vote on the second read-
ing s taken. I think there is justifieation
for complaint by members on the seore of
the late arrival of this Bill. It reached
‘us on the 7th December, on which date the
first reading was passed and the sceend
reading was moved.

Mr. SPEAKER:
only just arrived.

Mr. SAMPSON: T meant the Bill that
was hefore us last gession.

Mr. Hegney: That Bill is dead.

Mr. SAMPSON: After the second read-
ing had been moved, the debate was ad-
journed, and on the following Tnesday the
Leader of the Opposition spoke. The
Leader of the Nationalist Party did not
ask too much in requesting an adjourn-
ment of the debate. The Bill needed con-
sideration, An adjournment, however, was
not permitted, and after the Bill had passed
the Committce stame, on the same night,
I believe, it reached the Legislative Coun-
¢il on the 19th December, and the second
reading stage there was begun on the 20th
December. Tt was a rushed measure.
Members of both Hounses were not treated
with the respect to which they were en-
titled.

Mr. Hegney: What nonsense!

Mr. SAMPSON: They should have heen
given a fair opportunity to consider the Bill
and nof heen asked to discuss it when frayed
tempers and irritation probably resulted in
the emphasising of the no-surrender attitude.
The unreasonahle delay that marked the ad-
vent of the Bill was followed hy unreason-
ahle haste in pushing it through, and then
the Bill was lost.

Mr, Hegney: And now we are here again.

Mr. SAMPSON: I hope the hon. member
will do what he can te get the Bill passed
on this oceasion.

Mr. Hegney: I will do my hest, anyhow.

I think this Bill has

Mr. SAMPSON: The Government did not
hurry in preserting the Bill to the House.
The Minister said he had given it the fullest
consideration beforehand; the whole thing
had heen examined for weeks and months,
and had received full consideration hefore
the Premier delivered his Budget speech,
which, I think, was on the 19th September.
All those things lead me to say that, in my
opinion, the Government did not proceed
with the Bill in a way that was likely to
secure suceess.

The Minister for Works: It was here for
nearly a month.

Mr. SAMPSON: It was introduced on the
7th December and was reported with amend-
ments on the 12th December.

The Minister for Works: There ware only
two points in it. Would it take a fortnight
to consider two points?

Mr. SAMPSON: I think the Government
made a mistake in introducing the Bill so
late in the session, and in not helping mem-
bers to give it the consideration that they
might have given it in reasonable working
hours.

The Minister for Employment: The hon.
member must have awakened during the
Christmas holidays to find that ont. He did
not mention it before.

Mr. SAMPSON: I was allowing the
leaders of the parties to take echarge. I kept
quiet, and what happened? Had I bad the
agsistance of the Minister for Employment,
this wretched debacle might never have
oceurred. But no, he sab there and said no-

thing. T am hoping he will speak on this
Bill.

The Minister for Works: Do not tempt
him.

The Minister for Railways: Do not tempt
the Sperker. He has already blorked the
hion. member three {imes.

Mr. SAMPSOXN: Though everyone ap-
plauds the payment of higher wages, T sug-
eest that it would have been wiser to make
the distribution of the money available on
a percentage hasiz, and extend the henefit
to all employees in receipt of salaries or
wages up to a certain amount. Those in
receipt of high salaries could benefit later
on, but those in reecipt of lower salaries
were justified tu expecting consideration.
However, that is a matter which may be con-
sidered in Committee.

The Minister for Employment:
would you term the lower salaries?

What
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not justify that expenditure, why did not
the Government of the day pass the simple
little amendment to which the member for
Nedlands has referred? The hon. member
did not then raise his voice in the
House, hecause he argued the eanse for
the unions before the Full Court. He did
not suggest afterwards in this House that
because the Full Court had interpreted the
Aet in a way contravy to the wishes
and views of every member who took part
in passing it, that the then Government
should pass that simple little amendinent.
The thousands of men who suffered an un-
Just reduction in wages were permitted to
go on suffering; no action was taken to
amend the Act in the way now suggested
by the hon. member. I hope T am not un-
charitable when I say again that the decision
happened to fit in with the poliey, the poli-
tics, and the views of members of another
place, and consequently any such simple
little amendment would have received no
greater consideration than that whieh was
given to the Bill which bas jnst been re-
jeeted. The bon. member questioned the finan-
cial position. After all, the estimated de-
ficit of £850,000 for the year is cnly an esti-
mate. Members know that estimates are
liable to be out, sometimes on the right side
su far as the Treasurer is concerned, and
sometimes on the wrong side. I remember
not so very many years ago—it is within
the last three years—where an estimate was
presented to this Howse showing a surplus
of £7,000, but when the yen» closed there
was a deficit of 134 million pounds. I re-
collect a somewhat similar miscalculation in
the following vyear. Six months of the
present year having now expived, the Treas-
urer is in a better position to-day to make a
more aceurate foreecast of whai the resnlt
will be at the end of the finauecial year than
was the case when the Budget was compiled.
By savings in expenditure and by inereases
in revenue, I consider that we shall he able
this year to live within the estimated
£850,000 as a deficit. It has not been my
experience, when legislation of this kind is
brought down, that there is an obligation on
the Government, as the hon. member sug-
gests, to give details showing where wc
expect to save £10,000 on expenditure here,
and fo increase our revenue by £5,000 there.
1t is quite sufficient to say that, taking the
situation as a whole, we expect to be able
to meet the amount involved in the Bill this
year, It is noti £70,000 or £80,000 for the

half year, as was suggested hy the Leader
of the Opposition, but at the most about
£60,000 for the half year.

My. Latham: I think it will he more than
that.

The PREMIER: It might be. The final
point made by the member for Nedlands,
and he was most emphatic ahout it, was that
under no circumstanees would any Govern.
ment be justified in restoring wage cuts to
those who are in receipt of a wage above the
basiec wage, whilst there is a single unem-
ployed man in the State.

Hon. N. Keenan: While there are thovs-
ands of unemployed.

The PREMIER: We will say thonsands.
There are many thousands fewer to.day than
there were six months agoe. The hon. mem-
her suggests that the £115,000, or whatever
the amount might be, should e utilised for
the assistance of the unemployed. T think [
have fairly stated what he said on this peint.
In reply, I say the Government do not
stand for that policy. Those wage cuts,
even though imposed upen men who are re-
ceiving above the basic wage, mean the
breaking down of wages and iabour stand-
ards that have been built up over the last
30 or 40 vears.

Members: Hear, hear!

The PREMIER: The Government do not
stand for a eut in the wages >f n man who
is a skilled worker, and who is just as much
entitled to his £4 10s. a week for the work
ke is doing as the unskilled man is entitled
to the basic wage of £3 8s. 94. for the work
he is doing. We might just as well say that
while there are thousands of unemployed in
the State, no worker in the State—not only
those to whom the Bill refers—whether re-
ceiving £400, £500, or £600 a year, should
get one penny above the basic wage whilst
there is one unemployed man in the State.
That is the logieal conclusion of the hon.
member's argument. Take the case of a
responsible officer in the Public Service whe
is receiving, say, £500 a year. He is paid
that amount because of the responsibility
he undertakes.

The Minister for Employment: And his
skill.

The PREMIER: And his special know-
ledge of his job. 'Why should not the wage
earner, whose special skill and knowledge
entitle him to 10s. or 15s. above the basic
wage, receive that extra amonnt?

Hon. N. Keenan: That iz not my argu-
ment.
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Mr. SAMPSON: The Minister for Pm-
ployment is seeking advice on industrial
matters. 1 think I would be wise to keep to
my notes.

The Minister for Employment: I think so,
too.

Mr. SAMPSON: T still hope to hear from
the Minister at a lafer sfage. When the
Minister for Works was asked the cost of
the partial restoration of wages, he was un-
able to tell us.

Mr. Ferguson: Unwilling, not unable,

Mr. SAMPSON: That was stated as
though it were something virtuous. I am
pleased that, at a later stage, he realised the
reasonableness of replving. There is just a
possibility that the idea occurred to him that
if he did not give the information, the Legis-
lative Council might treat the Bill with some
degree of roughness.

The Minister for Works: Rougher than
they did treat it!

Mr. SPEAKER: I have given the hon.
member a fair amount of latitude and I
think lie might now talk on the Bill.

Mr. SAMPSON: The Government are
seeking special assistance from the Federal
Treasurer. In that I consider they are jus-
tified. It is difficult to speak on this ques-
tion and still keep within the four corners
of the Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid the hon.
member is not trying.

Mr. SAMPSON: I shall endeavow to do
so. When the Federal Treasurer is ap-
proached, we shall have to present an un-
answerahle case, and we should be careful
not to injure our prospects heforehand. To
daeguiesee in the lapsing of the Act is im-
possible; the Act must be renewed as speedily
as possible. My chief regret, which I ean-
uot emphasize toe strongly, is that the pre-
sent difficulty was ever allowed to oceur. Ii
has brought eriticism on the State, and the
reputation of the Government has suffered.
Perhaps it was one of those occasions when
Jove nodded! Certainly the Government did
not act with their usual sagaeity, or with
due consideration. They acted precipitately.
Perhaps they were over-tired, and in a spirit
of exasperation decided that unless the Bill
were approved as submitted, it would he
dropped. 1 hope this Bill will be passed.
I shall support the second reading, but in
Commiitee shall endeavour to secure sowme
amendments.

MR. FERGUSON (Irwin-Moore) [5.59]:
In common with the great majority of
people in Western Ansiralia, I regret ex-
tremely the state of affairs that exists, due
ic the inability of the two Houses to reach
tinality on the Bill presented to us just
before Christmas., I de not eoosider that
it is worth while wasting much time in dis-
cussing the attitnde adopted by another
place.

AMr. Sleeman: You heard what was said.

Mr., FERGUSON: I did, and it was a
source of great regret to me to hear it.
The indications are that not only another
place hut the Government arz inclined to be
adamant in this regard. We have heard the
Premier sayv this evening that the Govern-
ment intend to stand by the BEill.

The Miniser for Employmeont: He would
not be worth his salt if ke did not do so.

Mr. FERGUSOXN: If Parliament 15 going
t? be a success, there must he a fair spirit
of compromise between the two Houses.
That applies to this Bill as well as to anv
other legislation that is hronght down.
Without that spirit of compromise we are
not likely to place on the statule-book legis-
lation that is in the best inlerests of the
State as a whole, That spirit kas animated
previous Parliaments in this Siate with con-
sequent good results to Western Anstralia.
The Government made a big nistake in de-
clining to accept the amendment of thz
Legislative Counell, providing for a con-
tinnance of the Act for another year. The
Government claim they have a mandat2
from the people.

The Minister for Mines: Would that nng
have meant dropping our Bill altogether?

Mr. FERGUSON: Tt would have meant
continuing the legislation existing at that
time. The State was in a pozition to con-
tinue that legisiation which lhiad been oper-
ating for s eouple of vears.

The Minister for Mines: It would have
meant dropping the Bill.

Mr. Doney: Except the portion that re-
cracted the existing legislation,

My, FERGUSON: T should like to give
my reasons for being in favour of continu-
ing the old legislation. We have not reached
a financial position where we van afford to
give to any section the sum of £60,000 a
vear, as is proposed in the ¢ase of Govern-
ment emplovees. There has been no furning
of the corner so far as our main industries
are concerned. Thev are the last people
who should expeet relief from the euts that
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were imposed as a result of the exigencies
of the financial position of Australia a
eouple of years ago, when there are so many
olher people in the State much worse
off,  Bufter fat prices are down
to 8d. a pound, and wheat is sell-
ing at bhelow 2s. a bushel. Everyone
who js producing butier fat and wheat is in
a worse position than those who are assured
of johs under the Crown, and are in receipt
of over £205 a year. Pending the time when
the rest of the community have an addition
to their salary, wages ar income, particu-
larly in the caze of those who are producing
the wealth of the country, surely we have a
right to expect that those who are doing
Government work should he content to put
up with the euts imposed upon them for =a
little Jonger period. T would point ont that
emplovees of the Government are veally
being kept in employment by reason of the
wealth that is ereated hy our produeers.
Whether we take that view or not it is essen-
tial that these euts should confinuwe. Tt is
my intention to vote for the second reading
of the Bill, because half a loaf iz better than
no bhread. It is essenfial that the claunses re-
lating to interest on mortgages should he
passed. It is impossible for people who ave
preducing the wealth on which the whole
community depends to pay the rates of inter-
est they were trving to pay prior to the
passage of the Financial Emergency Act.
They must have even further relief in the
near future than is provided by this
Bill. Another important phase of the matter
has not been tonched upon. If the Bill is
not passed in some form or other, the sal-
aries of members will revert to the original
£600 a year. It would be wrong in these
days of financial stress, when our producers
are having so wretched a time, for any mem-
bher of Varliament to have his salary in-
creased. [ know this has heen done in the
ease of the National Parliament of Australia,
and I venture to say that 99 per cent. of the
people were absolutely ashamed of the action
that was taken by the Commonwealth Par-
linment.

My, Wilson: And vet they would put the
same Parlinment haek again.

Mr. FERGUSOX : If our Parliament
adopted the same practice the people of this
State would have heen justified in expressing
disgust. To govern the situation of salaries
and interest on wmortgages, legislation of
some kind must be placed on the statute hook

so that relief may bhe given to those who
most deserve it. \With respect to the salary
cuts, if it i= not possible to get all one would
wish, pending the time when we shall return
to normality, 1 shall have to be satisfied with
the proposals contained in the Bill, and will
vote for the second reading.

Me. DOXNEY:

That the debate he adjourned.

I move—

Motion put and negatived.

MR. DONEY (Williams-Narrogin) [6.7]:
moved for the adjournment of the debate
hecause I relied upon information given to
the House by the Premier, who indicated
that if we made reasonable progress he would
have no objection fo the debate being ad-
jonrned until the morrow.

Mr. Wilson: He did not say that.

Mr. DOXEY: I have not had time in
which to digest all that the Bill contains.
The memorandum ay he easy for certain
members to read, but I do not find it easy,
nor can 1 wather exaetly what the purport
of the measure is. The Bill is one that in-
tensifies the seetional ineidence of the taxa-
tion impozed by the Financial Emergency
Act. To my surprise it has been brought
down by a Government whose experience of
politiecal tacties should have saved it from
heing foolish enough in April last to promise
that which it has no chance of earvying into
effect.  Although members of the Govern-
ment do not recognise it, they are at the
montent in a cleft stick. Most members
know that they have bheen pretty well
squeezed on hoth sides by their supporters.
It is fair fo say that they are at this moment
havassed hyv the knowledge that there is a
great gulf betweeen what they have promised
and what they are now in a position to give,
Their immediate perplexity is to aseertain
how thex are to get eredit for making good
their promises withont actually making them
good. No one likes taxation, no matter how
it is served up. No one likes the taxation
which arosze through the financial emergency
legislation, certainly not those who were
under the painful neecessity for introducing
that legislation and seeing that it was ear-
vied into effect. The popular attitnde
towards any taxation measure is one of erifi-
cisin.  When the parent Act was bhefore the
Chamber the then Opposition praeticallv
to a man were critics of the Government
and of the measure. On that occasion the

—
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leader of the Cpposition, now the Premier,
was very helpful, but the Minister for Works
was in the forefront of a long and sustained
attack upon the Bill. 1 recall the Minister
saying on that occasion, that he could see
nothing that was good in the Government’s
proposals. He warned the House at the
time that should Labour be returned to office,
one of the first things they would do would
be Lo repeal that inigquitous taxation meas-
ure. He had the opportunity last July to
carry out that promise, but he failed to do
s0. He had a similar opportunity in August,
September, October, and November, but not
unfil December did he eclect to do it, and
then did he only bring down a Bill to re-
enact those very portions of the Act that he
sp intensely disliked. What value ean he
attached to his criticism? He threatened the
House, and later on during the election cam-
paign made definite promises to his sup-
porters. He has neither carried ont the
threat nor honoured his promise. In April
last, the Minister wonld not have re-enacted
the measure at any price, bnt in December
he pleads for re-enactment. Another place
gave him what he asked for, that is the re-
enactment of the Act, but he declined to
accept . To-day he is again asking for
the same thing. T understand that £115,000
is involved in this Bill. T am doubtful if
that money can be spared, and I should like
the Government to say whether that is so
or not. I fear it cannot be spared.

Mr. SPEAKER: No motion has yet heen
carvied dealing with the sitting hours, but I
will snspend the sitting from 6.15 to 7.30
p-m.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. DONEY: Although before the tea
adjournment T was asserting that the Gov-
ernmenf were not making the hest use of
the funds at their disposal, T do not assert
that the proposed beneficiaries under the Bill
do not deserve or do nof need the small
amonnt of relief accruing to them under the
measure. On the contrary, I helieve they
do need it and do deserve it. The House
knows what a wrefchedly lean time these
people have been having for three or four
vears past. I do not deny their need; but
I suggest that if the Government have any
money to spare, it would be more in the
interests of the State if they gave
a general and proportionate relief

from taxation. Or, far better still, they
could give relief first of all to those whose
need is greatest. I know the P'remier does
not accept that as the proper method of ad-
justment. Apparently he does not believe
in the levelling-up process, but chooses
rather to preserve present disparifies. 1
snggest that the hon. gentleman has over-
looked entirely tle neediest people in the
State, the part-time workers for instance,
those whose jobs are most insecure, who have
a job now bubt may not have one next week.
It scems to me that the Premier has also
overlooked the sustenance workers who, as
everyhody knows, are in many cases below
the hreadline. Certainly he has overlocked
the farmers, who are now attempting to
grow wheat at 3s=. and sell it at 2s. per
bushel. He has also overlooked the relief
workers, who do not get £3 18s. 3d. per week
ot even half of that amount. Assuredly he
is overleoking the claims of single men, many
of whom at present have no hope of getting
relief of any kind, I suggest that if money
veally is available, the Government would
do better to re-open the farm labour scheme
which the last Government at any rate found
to be just about the most beneficial of all
methods of relieving unemployment. Or the
present Government might extend the pros-
pecting scheme, and thereby absorb all or
nearly all of the unfortunate single men to
whom 1 have alluded. In the early
part of the afternoen we heard from the
Minister for Works a great deal about man-
dates and about thwarting the will of the
people. At the last election the people
certainly did not demand such legislation as
wr have before us now. If it i elaimed that
there was a mandate for the repeal of the
whole of the financial emergency legislation,
T would be inclined to agree thai there was
a mandate to that effeet: but I hope the
Government will not have the nerve to claim
that they had a2 mandate for the niterly
feeble proposal now before the Chamber.
I imagine that had the Government gone
to the eountry and let it be known that ji
was part of their platform, should they be
re*urned to power, to press for the relief
from taxation of, roughly, 300 out of the
1,500 men in the Public Service, or for the
granting of some small amount of relief
to those comparatively few basic-wagse
earners in receipt of between £3 18s. 3d.
and £4 8s. 10d. per week, they would have
been laugbed at. TIf the Minister has the
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information, T would like him to tell me
someihing about the basis of distribution of
the £70,000 to £75,000 which I understand
is the amount being distributed threugh the
State, and which is minus the amount going
to the goldfields. I wounld like him to in-
form me just exactly the number of men
in each of the various Government depart.-
ments who will benefit, and the separat
aggregate amount that will go to each sueh
department. Especially would I like fo
have that information in regard to th
Publie Service, the Railway Department,
and the Public Works Department. If pos-
sible, T would like to have the figures relat-
ing to the Railway Department subdivided
80 as to show separately the awounts relat-
ing to the Midland Junetion Workshops, to
railway workers in the metropolitan area,
and railway workers in country districts. T
own to a suspicion that on account of the
large number of skilled workers in the Mid-
land Junection Workshops an undue propor-
tion of the relief to he afforded would go
there, and that the country districts would
be proportionately skimped. The Premier
and the Minister for Works do not seem to
think that much of a protiest i: being raised
in the State against these proposals. Only
a couple of minntes ago T received from an
important branch of the Western Australian
Railway Officers’ Union, which I think the
House will admit is an important union, =
communication embodying the following two
resolutions :—

That this branch cnters an emphatic pro-
test agninst the provisions of the propesed Fin-
ancinl Emergeney Aet as it applies to railway

officers, considering the treatment most unjust
and inequitahle.

This hranel considers that if a Finaneial
Emergency Aet is an urgent uccessity, it
should bhe applied to all Government warkers
on a graduated seale of reduetion. in order
that some relief may be given to all workers
from the provisions of the old Aect.

Those resolutions are, possibly, of sufficient
consequence to warrant some notice from
the Government. In conclusion T have just
to say that I shall support the seeond read-
ing of the Bill, but shall do it most reluet-
anily, and only because it is ab=ulutely essen-
tial that the taxation clauses he re-enacted.
I¢ T do not support the second reading, [
shall, of course, find mysell supporting »
position which will make reversion to the
old order of salaries for memheors of Parlia-
ment simply automatie. I wish to make it

clear that I could mot support action of
that kind.

The Premier: Are you worried ebout the
railway officers?

Mr. DONEY: I am stressing some oh-
vious inequalities.

MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [7.40]:
[n briefly supporting the Bill, I wish o sav
that its Title, at which eriticism has been
levelled hy various members, irrespective of
who was responsible for framing it, is cer-
tainty a hobby-dazzler. However, we had
the same Title in previous sessions; and, as
has been pointed out, it was compulsory to
use the same Title again. If fthe measave
does half of what the Title suggests, namely,
restore industrial and general prosperity Lo
the State, it will do much more than at pre-
sent it seems to promise. The Premiers’
Conference agreed that the Title of this
legislation should he what it is, and thers
ought to he no going back on our word in
that respect. There has heen enough of
going hack on one’s word already. The
member for Nedlands (Hon. N. IKeenan)
pointed out that the Premiers’ Conferenca
agreed that this should be the Title of the
legislation, and he laid the blame for the
flowery Title on the shoulders of Mr. Theo-
dore, The hon. member said it was compul-
sory on the various States to adopt that
Title.

AMr. Latham: This should be a monument
to Mr. Theodore.

Mr. SLEEMAN : If the Bill did ¢aly half
of what the Title suggests, we could look
forward to the operation of the measure
with great pride. Althouch I support the
Bill, T do not think it will do anything like
what its Title proelaims. In effeet, the meas-
are sceks to relieve certain people of wage
euts they have sulfered under the Financial
Emergency Acl. TIn actual Eact, we are dis-
eussing the tuxing of cerlain people by a
reduction of salaries and wages. I agree
that at snch a time as this taxation is neces-
sary. The Government must gel money from
samewhere. T regret that people on the
basie wage will not be henefited by the Bill
That js impossible, or it weuld have been
done. If it is necessary to get money from
certain quarters, it g also necessary to get
it from the higher paid officials. Undoubtedly
it would be very nice if the Leader of the
Opposition and every other member of Par-
liament eould get back to the former salary,
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but T do not think even one hon. member
would ma’ntain that at the present time sal-
aries should be rvestored. T hold that 2
member of Parliament is more entitled to
the restoration of hiz salary than are the
higher-paid publie servants. I refer to
public servants on the €600 or £700 mark,
and those reecivine npwards of £1.000. T
quite neree witlh that method of taxation at
the present juneture. XMoney has fo be raised.
and if =hould he raised from the people who
ean best afford to pay. What eoncerns e
most is the manner in which the money
raised will he spent. T appeal to the Gov-
ernment, when they et the money expected
Erom the Bill, which T believe will he passod
by hoth Houses

Mr. Latham: The CGovernment will gmer
nothing from the Bill. That is certain.

Mr. SLEEMAN: It will save the Gavern-
ment from payving out money, and I hope
that some of the money saved will e gund
i the ditection of helping single men wha
are hard up and unable to ohtain either work
or sustenance. Tt is time something was done
for them. The member for Williams-Narro-
gin (Mr. Doney) suggested that the single
men should he ahsorbed hy some scheme of
relief from farmers, under which they would
be placed on Farms. The hon. member should
know that at present there is no work
offering «n the farms. Tor some time the
Perth and Fremantle lahour bhureaus hav.
not had a farm job to offer. They did have
one job available. A man waz sent from
Fremantle to fili a position on a farm at
Pithara.

Mr. Doney: What is the reason most
of the farmers cannot employ labour? In-
ability to pay the wages.

Mr. SLEEMAXN: When that man arrived
at Pithara another man got ont of a car-
riage of the same irain and scenred the
pesition. That is the only job on a farm
that .I have known of for a good many
weeks. There was another position avail-
able at the bureau—and T may say T have
been watching the bureau earefully—and
that was for a sleeper entter. That is a
trade by itself.

Mr. Doner: You are putting the Mar-
garet River men on farms.

Mr. SBLEEMAXN: Yon said the men
counld he employed by the farmers of this
State.

Mr. Doney: You are putting them on
farms.

AMr. SLEEMAXN: No.
ing them clearing land.

Mr. Doney: Where?
farms.

Mr. SLEEMAN: There is mueh differ-
ence between sending people out to work om
clearing land and sending them to work on
farms. Those men sare not being sent to
work on Farms, bt are sent to different
plares to clear land.

Mr. Donev: You are putting them on
abandoned farms.

Mr. SLEEMAN: T have given my
opinion on the Bill, and the way in which T
hope that at least some of the money saved
will be used. T suy most emphatically
ihat T hope the time will never come when
the Bill will zo to conference with another
place. Quite a lol has been said to-night
ahout what happened in ancther place. We
were present there the other evening and
heard what was said. The Leader of the
Opposition, the ex-Minister for Agrieul-
ture, the member for Guildford, and the
memher for Middle Swan were present.
Thev heard most distinetly the words that
were used and reported to this House, T
see from notes that were taken in another
place this afterncon that the hon. member
who uitered those words has now repudi-
ated them. "What is the use of going to a
conference with a man of that deseription
who will make statements while ealm, cool
and collected, and without heaf, and an-
nounce to the House that if appointed a
manager he would assure the House that
his policy would be one of no surrender?

Mr. Fergusen: ¢“No eompromise,”’ They
are the words he used.

Mr. SLEEMAXN: He said
render.’’

The Premier: It is the same thing.

My, SLEEMAXN: He said =0 most em-
phatically and he was calm, cool and col-
lected, and now he repudiates what he said
So far as eonferences with another place
are concerned, ever since I have been a
member I cannot say that they have heen
of any use to this House at all. There has
been pleniv of giving, bat no taking. T
have never yet known another place to
vive anything away, but they will squeeze
one to the last drop. I am glad the Gov-
ernment on this occasion stuek to their
zuns and called the bluff of another plaece.
No matter what happens, if there is any
opposition from another place I sincerely
hope there will be no conference, when we

We are employ-

On abandoned

f#No sur-
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find men of that ealibre making statements
such as that I have mentioned. He even
ealled upon the Premier to withdraw the
statement he made. I can faney the Pre-
mier doing so.

The Premier: He admitted over
over again that he used the words.

Mr. SLEEMAN: And now he has the
cheek to ask the Premier to withdraw what
he (the Premier) has said. The Premier
is not a man who makes statements wildly,
Even if the Premier were to quote a state-
ment I had made, he would check it he-
fore he repeated it, and that is adwmitting
quite a lot. The PPremier made the state-
ment he did after he had made the ncces-
sary inquiries and I am satisfled he is not
the man who will withdraw what he has
said. The member of another place made
the statement he did while eool, ealm and
collected. Now he is sorry he made the
statement hecanse he has shown himself
up to the public. Te therefore wants to
erawl out of it the best way he ¢an. 1 hope
we will pot go to eonference again with
another place, especially on this Bill

and

MR. TONKIN (North-East Fremantle)
[7.49]: Some members opposite have ex-
pressed the opinion that members on the
Government side of the Touse would re-
frain from speaking on the Bill. Da they
wish to infer that we are mere dumb, driven
eattley I speak when I consider it is
necessary, and as I consider it neceessary
to speak on the Bill that is why I am
on my feet. Alembers opposite might take
their own remarks to heart and not jump up
and speak simply because there is a Bill be-
fore the House for discussion. Among busi-
ness men in the ecommunity, both in a large
and small way, and also among Ministers
of the Crown, there is a very sirong belief
that considerable improvement has taken
place in the economic condition of the State.
I must confess I cannot see that improve-
ment, nor can I see any reason to hope for
it at present, because no nation, with the
possible exception of Ameriea, has yet under-
taken any definite scheme of solving the
economie erisis. The Premiers’ Plan is not
a scheme for solving the economie erisis. It
reminds me of a2 man who has gone bankrupt
and paid a dividend of 16s. in the pounnd.
That, in effect, is the result of the Premiers’
Plan. The State contracted to pay certain
salaries and wages and, as a result of the

Premiers’ Plan, paid only 16s. in the pound.
Private employers did the same thing. There-
fore, the Premiers’ Plan is not a scheme for
solving the economie erizis, It is a remedy
for the moment, fo tide us over until better
times arrive. If they do arrive, it will he
as the result of some other action. S¢ far
as I can see, America i3 as yet the only
country which has undertaken a scheme
which might posibly solve the economic erisis.
However, I cannot he altogether deaf to the
opintons which are being expressed by busi-
ness men, hoth in a large and small way.
Just this week I had the pleasure of speak-
ing to a director of Myers’ Emporiom, Mel-
bourne., He told me that in their Melbourne
and Adelaide organisations they bhave on
their wages and salaried staff 8,000 em-
ployees, but what astounded me was the opin-
ion he expressed that there was only one
thing left for o complete recovery and that
was an increase in wages. I say that he
astounded me when he said that because he
had already told me that they had 8,000 em-
ployees and were contemplating inereasing
the wages of cach one of them. He helieved
that that was necessary for a complete restor-
ation to normal conditions. I know that
opinion is shared by other business men.
They believe an increase in wages will help
us towards prosperity. That is my own be-
lief, ton. Tf the improvemeni which we are
told has taken place is an actual mmprove-
ment, there is still, however, room for dif-
ference of opinion as to the cause of the
improvement. I do not helieve the Premiers’
Plan was the eause. From those believers
in the Premiers’ ’lan, many people have the
idea thaf largely upen the nation-wide spread
of adjustments, the progress of the past two
vears is due. They say that as the result of
cuts in expendifure and reductions in wages
a gradual improvement has been made, and
that that improvement is founded upon the
sacritice which the people have made. Some
people have undoubtedly gained by the Pre.
miers’ Plan hecause they have retained their
jobs. That is the argument of those people
who support the Plan. Their contention is
that those now in work would not be in work
had it not heen for the Premiers’ Plan.
Whether we agree with that contention or
not, there are still people who have not bene-
fited from anyv plan, except possibly, as
might he urged by the Minister for Employ-
ment, that some peuple are in receipt of sus-
tenance on a higher seale than that which
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wounld have been possible had there been no
Premiers’ Plan. Whether the Minister for
Employment would argue in that way or
not I cannot say, but it is possible he might
do so. There are still married men out of
work ; they have had no work for years and
are not in receipt of sustenance. Ne¢ plan
has benefited them. There are still single
men out of work and not receiving susten-
ance. No plan has benefited them, nor will
this Bill benefit them. Advantages have
been obtained under the Premiers’ Plan
by some people who, in return, have
made merely a negligible sacrifice. The
Bill will get at those people, and to that ex-
tent 1 welcome it. If an illustration be
wanted, let me refer to those contractors who
had large contraets in hand when the finan-
cial emergency legislation was passed.
The Aect simply meant
thousands of pounds to those contrac-
tors, because they had taken their con-
tracts at prices which included wages
at the high level prevailing before the
depression took place. The contractors
reaped the benefit of the reduction effected
in wages by the financial emergency legisla-
tion. They simply took the money out of
the pockets of the workers and put it into
their own. In effect, the Act said to the con-
tractors, “Here is a fine present for you”
The eontractors pocketed that money without
making any sacrifice whatever. The Bill will
put a stop to that kind of thing so far as
contracts to be made in the future are con-
cerned. Of course, existing eontracts will
not be affected. 1 have already said that
those people who are in employment have
possibly gained under the Premiers’ Plau.
If the logic of the supporters of the Plan is
sound, then those workers will get a further
henefit by the restoration of the cut. TLarge
numbers of unemployed who are not yet in
receipt of sustenance (and in that category
I place hoth married men and single men)
will, however, not have anyv restoration of

wages cuts, and it is quite poszible that they.

may be jeopardised if the Bill is passed. At
the prezent moment the Government are not
providing sustenanee tor single men, prob-
ably owing to a shortage of funds. The
passage of this Bill will, to my way of think-
ing, immediately canse to loom up in front
of the Minister for Emplovment a loss of
£100,000 in revenue. If it is not possible at
the moment to make provision for the men
T have mentioned, and this Bill passes, the

(21

a present of .

Minister for Employment will certainly turn
his face in the opposite direction if he is
approached for sustenance for them. I
would be the last person to support a mea-
sure which would give further benefits to
people already in employment, and who,
although receiving a low wage, are at least
receiving some wage. I would refrain from
supporting a Bill which would give those
workers further benefits while not providing
benefits for hungry men ount of employment.
I' would like an assurance from the Minister
that the Bill will not jeopardise the chances
of single men, praetically destitute, receiving
sustenance from the Government.
Mr. Latham: It may do so.

Mr. TONKIN: I do nof think any man in
employment to-day, no matter how small his
wnge may be, would desive a restoration of
the wages cut if it meant reducing to starva-
tion men and women of this State. T hope
that aspect will be fully gone into before we
pass the Bill. No one welcomes a Bill such
as this, which is going to restore wages,
more than I do, because I hold the opinion
that the cuts and deductions should never
have been imposed. From the outset I have
held that a reduction in wages is no remedy
for an economic erisis such as we have been
cxperiencing. So far as the Bill will remove
the burden, to that extent am I with the Gov-
ernment to put it through, but not at the
expense of hungry and workless people, and
I should like an assurance that it will not
jeopardise the chanees of those already in
want. I will support the second reading.

MR. HEGNEY (Middle Swan) {81]: I
will support the Bill, for it will give relief
lo a large section of the people who had
cuts applied to their wages when they could
not afford them, and particularly beeause the
operation of the Bill when i becomes an
Act will be of benefit to many workers who
bave been reduced in wages and whose wages
will now be determined by the Arbitration
Court, not by the direction of an Aet of
Parliament. It was said that with the re-
duction in wages, the finances of the State
wonld be restored; but during the past few
years, with the continued eut in wages, prices
have fallen aceordingly and unemploymeut
has increased. It is only because the Loan
Couneil, through the several Governments,
financing Australia by Treasury bills, have
created a measure of inflation and made cer-
tain funds available for the unemployed that
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the pesition has been improved somewhat.
Previously, when the matter was under dis-
cussion by the Federal Labour Government,
that policy was denounced, but the Loan
Couneil and the present Federal Govern-
ment have practically eontinued that policy
of inflation by a system of Treasury bills.
Fortunately, the Government of Western
Australia, when it came into power, was
successfal in securing & greater amount from
the Loan Counecil, and so has been able to
give a large measure of employment to many
workers who previously had been out of em-
ployment for two or three years, and so
things bave improved somewhat. The ob-
Ject of the Bill is o remove workers from
the operation of a wage-cutting Aect of Par-
liament and permit the Avbitration Court
to determine what wages shall be paid in a
given industry, with the result that workers
who are receiving a 9s. margip for skill above
the basic wage will get a benefib if
the Bill be passed; because those
workers will be excluded from the
operations of the Financial Emergency Act
that was in existence at the end of the year.
The member for Williams-Narrogin in dis-
cussing the Bill wanted a lot of detailed in-
formation from the Minister, as to how much
would be paid here and how much paid there;
and be said a greater measure of benefit
would be available to the workers in the Mid-
land Junetion workshops than to those at
Narrogin. Of course that would follow, be-
cause there are more workers in the Mid-
land Junetion workshops than at Narrogin,
As for the Midland Junction workshops,
there will not be a great number of workers
there to benefit under the Bill; there is a large
section of employees on the hasic wage, or
getting marging up to 9s. above it, and there
are the mechanics who are receiving 24s, and
some even 27s. above the basic wage. Where
there is a skilled mechanic employed, there
are employed also two or three semi-skilled
men or labourers. I do not know the exact
figures, but there are at the Midland June-
tion workshops at present about 1,200 men,
some of whom will benefit under this meas-
ure up to the extent of about 15s. per week.

The Minister for Railways: No, it will
not be anything like that.

Mr, HEGNEY : The basic wage is £3 9s.
3d., and the margin for skil] is 9s., and so
for anybody getting a margin of 24s. the
difference will be the measure of his benefit.

The Minister for Railways: No, no.

Mr. HEGNEY: No, I see; actually the
benefit will be very small indeed,

The Minister for Railways: It might be
up to 1s. 6d. per week,

Mr. Latham: More than that.

Mr. HEGNEY: In the aggregate the
amount to be paid to the men will
not exceed £100 per week. The workers
who are receiving for skill more than the
margin of 9s. will be removed from the scope
of the Bill, and will be paid according to
the Arbitration Court award. I think that
is perfectly fair. There are very few single
men in the Midland Junetion workshops,
and most of the married men have reason-
ably large families, and therefore the amount
of benefit they will receive will not substan-
tially help them in maintaining their families
and paying rent,

Mr. Latham: What about the men now
unemployed?

Mr, HEGNEY: I know more about the
unemployed men and their difficulties than
does the Leader of the Opposition, hut I do
not believe that by reducing the wages of
men in employment we are going to solve
the problem of finding further funds for the
velief of the unemployed. However, I dn
believe the giving of better purchasing
power to the workers will have a tendency
to improve the economic life of the
State. The Leader of the Nationalist
Party snggested that we should adopt
the attitude of bringing all higher sal-
aries and wages down to the Dbasie
wage. If all the people desired that, T
would be with them, but we know, of course,
that the Nationalist Party does not stand
for that principle, and so we cannot gev
support for it here or in another place

Mr. Latham: You cannot seriously be-
lieve that the more money the workers have.
the better it will be for the economic life
of the State.

Mr. HEGNEY : I believe that the exten-
sion of the purchasing power of the workers
.will improve their posifion, and consequently
the position of all the people in the State.
Another suggestion made was that the farm
labour scheme should be again adopted.
The previous Government put that scheme
into operation for a period. hut withdrew
it. T remember that on a number of ocea-
sions, with the memhber for Guildford-Mid-
land and others, T waited on the ex-Minister
for Employment, Mr. Seaddin, and dis-
cussed the seheme with him, asking him to
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see that safeguards were made in respees
to the money available for the scheme, It
was found that there were many complaints
against the operation of tha$ scheme, ant
50 I hope the present Government will not
be tempted to re-introduce it. As for the
prospecting scheme, the Minister for Mines
is doing good work there, and it has been
suggested that the scheme should be ex-
tended. I believe that if the Minister will
make has'e slowly in that direction and use
the funds reconped to the Treasury for
sending out others under that scheme, we
shall find the scheme steadily extended, 1
do not propose to take up the time of the
House, hecanse we have discussed the Bil!
almost ad-nauseam during the last twa or
three weeks, The Government should stamil
firm on the Bill. I was in another place
Jjust before Christmas, when managers for
that place were being appointed to eonfer
with managers from this place, and I heard
two members of the Council declare that
if appointed as managers their attitude
would be one of no surrender.

Mr. Cross: Now they have fcrgotten that
they said if.

Mr. HEGNEY: Yes, and they are apolo-
gising to the public. The only regrettable
part of it is that they cannnt he foreed to
go to the eountry and support their attituds
there, where it would get short shrifth The
ex-leader of the Country Party was almost
hyrterical when deelaring that his policy was
one of no snrrender.

Mr. Ferguson: He never made any refer-
ence to it.

Mr. HEGNEY: Yes, he did, although it
docs not appear in “Hansard.”

Mr. Latham: You have no right to charge
“Hansard” with that.

My. HEGNEY : You were there and heard
it, and yon cannot deny it.

Mr. Latham: T did not hear that member
say it.

Mr. HEGNEY : There is no reference to
it in the Parliamentary record; it has been
excised from the reeords of Parliament.
Sinee those peaple adopted the attitude of
no surrender, T hope the Government will
adopt the same attitude on this Bill.

MR. NEEDHAM (Perth) [8.12]: Con-
trary to my original intention, I rise to ad-
dress myself to the Bill hefore us. The Pre-
miers’ Plan has heen freguently mentioned
during the course of the debate, and there
are some members in the Chamber who would

still like to see that Plan continued. My
advice is to forget all about the Plan. Ap
example bas been set by the Federal Govern-
ment, whe have practically abandoned the
Premiers’ Plan. Their remission of £7,000,-
000 of taxation in land and income tax is
an example of how far they have got away
from the Premiers’ Plan. It has been said
they had ne right to do that with-
out consuliing the six State Govern-
ments. There is another reasomn why
we should forget all about that Plan.
It will be remembered that financial
experts were called in to advise the
Governments of Australia when Australia
was financially sick, and those experts pro-
seribed cortain financial medicine. They did
so in the shape of reductions of salaries of
2215 per cent., 20 per cent., and so forth.
Strange to say one of those experis. Pro-
fessor Copland himself, has refused to fake
a dose of his own medicine.

Mr. McDonald: T think that is not so.

Mr. NEEDHAM : He has not contradicted
it yet.

Mr. Mc¢Donald: It has been denied.

Mr. NEEDHAM: Until I see a denial I
must attach to him the statement made in
the Press.

Mr. MeDonald: Tt has been denied offi-
cislly.

Mr. NEEDHAM: I will await his denial.
[ am still under the impression that he de-
elined to take a dose of his own mediecins.
Tf he did take it at all, he took it very re-
luctantly. The question of sacrifice has been
freely mentioned, but the sacrifice has been
horne largely by the workers of Australia.
They are the people who have carried the
burden. This Bill represents an altempt to
give back a little of what was taken from
them, and I hope the Government will stand
firm on it. It is remarkable that another
place should be so stubborn in their oppo-
sition to the measure. One conld understand
their attitude if they were elected on 2
similar fregnehise to members of this House.
I have known the Upper House in the Fed-
eral arena take a verv decided stand on
money hills. Senators have taken a stand
also on other bills—the fidueiary note issna
and the cenfral reserve bank. Whether or not
one agrees with the stand they took, one
must remember that members of the Federal
Senate are elected on the same franchise as
are members of the House of Representa-
tives. Ou obne occasion Senators cnt down



36 [ASSEMBLY.]

the Supply Bill by 50 per eent., and the re-
quest for that reduction was accepted by the
House of Representatives without any pro-
test. In this State, however, a different eon-
dition of affairs prevails. As has been
pointed out hy the Minister for Works and
the Premier, members of another place ar:
elected on an entirely different fraunchise
sompared with members of this House, and
that being so, I think they have overstepped
their traditional authority, if not their ¢on-
stitutional aunthority, in the determined stand
they have taken to oppose not only this Bill
but the wishes of the people.  There arc
many people in this State who will not bene-
fit by the measure. T regret that that is so.
I hope the time is not far distant when this
blot on the statute-hock will be removed.
There is uo need for it. Tt has unot done the
nation any good. No one has benefited by
the Premiers’ Plan legislation, and many
people have suffered, and are still suffering.
Although this Bill be passed, many people
will still suffer, but as it will give relief to a
few, T hope this Chamber will pass it, and
that members of another place will show a
more reasonahle frame of mind and recog-
nise that they cannot continue to defy the
expressed wishes of the people.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
A. MeCallum—=Sonth Fremantle—in reply)
[8.20]: I have not much to say by way of
reply more than to answer one or two points
raised during the debate. The flrst was that
raised by the Leader of the Opposition re-
garding the University. He said there was
no provision in the Bill for the continunance
of the cuts in the salaries of the TUniversity
professors. I would remind the hon. mem-
her that the University has been ruled by
the Chief Justice to be a State instrumental-
ity, and the professors will come under
Clause 6 and the cut will apply. There is
no doubt on that point. The member for
Nedlands complained about the refusal of
an adjournment to him on the second read-
ing of the Bill of last session. It is true
that he asked for an adjournment of the
debate, and that I told him I could not
agree to it. The Bill was introduced
on a Thorsday and members had the week-
end in which to consider it. The debate was
resumed on the following Tuesday, and
apart from the Leader of the Opposition,
no one was ready to speak. The hon. mem-
ber argued that there was plenty of time in

which to send the Bill to the Legislative
Council as their Notice Paper was full and
we had practically completed the business on
our paper. The hon. memher knows full
well that the Legislative Couneil insist upen
a Bill remaining on their Notice Paper for
some days on the ground that members de-
sire time to consider it hefore they debate
it. To meel that requirement, it was neces-
sary that the Bill should be sent to the
Couneil carly. When the hon, member was
speaking, I interjeeted that I thought he
should be the last to complain of adjourn-
ments, and that in fairness to the Govern-
ment he should have admitted that on a num-
her of oceasions we had given bim special
adjournments.
Hon, N. Keenan: That is true.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This is
the only instance I know of where he has
asked for an adjournment that was not
given, and it was refused becanse the Bill
was in the hands of members from Thurs-
day till Tuesday, and it was necessary to
forward it to the Couneil as soon as pos-
sible. The hon. member again raised a point
that he has put to the House on more than
one oceasion and that has been explained by
both the Premier and me and has really been
answered by his own case. He said the in-
terpretation of the Premier’s policy was a
clear promise to restore all cuts to Govern-
ment servants. The Premier said no such
promise had been made; the promise was
that the measure wonld not be re-enacted
without drastic amendments. The hon. mem-
ber said that we claimed to bave a mandate
from the people to introduce the Bill but
were denying something he said was true
in the first place. As a matter of faet we
are simply re-affirming the stand we took
when he first made the accusation against the
Premier. He repeated the statemeni to-
night. The paosition is perfectly clear. In
the poliey speech the deelaration was made
by the Leader of the party that the law would
not be re-enacted without being drastically
amended. That is the policy the Govern-
ment are living up to at the moment. There
has been no departure from if. If [ inter-
pret the case of members opposite correstly,
it is that our suggestions are too drastie. I
take that to be the hon. member's argument
—that our proposals are too drastic, and
that the State cannot afford to grant this
relief. If his argument is that our pro-
posals are too drastic, how can his aceusa-
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tion lie that we are nof living up to our
obligations? The hon. member eannot have
it both ways. I cannoi follow his reason-
ing when he accuses me of making a state-
ment that is inaceurate and will not hear
examination. I think he called it a travesty
of the facts in referring to my statement
that Parlimment was bheing used and had
been used as a wage-fixing tribunal. Yet, in
the next hreath, he admnitted that it was n
fact and applied to all Governments.

Hon. N, Keenan: And is ineluded in this
Bill.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I say
that is incorrect. I proved it to be incorrecs
when the original measure was introduced.
T do not know whether it is desired to re-
open the whole issue, but if members will
turn up “Hansard” of 1931, page 3862, they
will find that I answered the then Atfor-
ney-General on the same point. He
said that the Labour Governments in
the Kastern States—ang in that very week
the Labour Government in South Australia
~—had introduced Bills to cut the wages of
their emplovees. T denied it, and he main-
tained that it was correct. The member for
Nedlands also said it was correct. I wired
te the Premier of South Australia and read
to the House a telegram received in veply.
It read—

Financial Emergency Bill has now been in-
troduced. [t provides for reduction Ministers’
salarvies 20 per cent, members’ salavies 10
per vent., reductions salaries certain publie
officers fixed by statute, reduction superannui-
tion and police peasions by approximately 16
per cent. Judges and Gavernor voluntarily
offered aceept reductions.  Government em-
ployees generally not dealt with in Bill.  In
my speech [ said the policy of Government is
arbitration, and we do not propose interfere
with tribunals who are charged with duty fix-
ing wages and salaries Government employces.
Posting copy Bill, and will forward copy my
speech as soon as available, Hill, Premier.

That was the attitude of every Clovernment
except the then Government of Western Aus-
tralia.

Hon, N. Keenan: The Bill now before the
louse fixes wages.

Tle MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1 will
deal with that. I am not permitted to quote
clauses of the Bill at this stage, hut the hon.
memher quoted one subclauvse dealing with
arbitration court awards and eonditions. He,
however, failed to quote a further subelause
of the same elause that exempts every wages
man. The only reason for that interpreta-

tion appearing is that certain police officers
who receive over £4110 a year still have their
wages fixed by the arbitration court nnd are
adjustable according to hasie wage decisions.
That is the only reason for its appearance
there. Those men receive over £400 a vear,
and the provision was made to meet such
cases. Lafer on in the same eclause every
wages man is exempted, except the few pol-
icemen indieated. I am not going to contend
that this Bill represents our ideal or all we
should like to do. We did not place one
session’s programme before the people at the
election. No party would do that. We pre-
sented a programme for the term of the
Parlianient, and we are unable to do all we
should like to do in our first shori session.
We are moving as Fast as we are able to
inove, and the complaint of members oppo-
site and of members in another place is that
we are moving too fast. Before we leave the
Treasury benches, I think we shall see the
last of this measure on the statute hook.

Alr, Latham: We hope vou will, hut yau
will have to get the money.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
have heen able to proceed only a certain
digtance so far. ‘The hon. member com-
plains that it is the man who is receiving
margins greater than 9. over the basic
wage who will profit under the Bill. He
contends that those who are unemployed
should get the money, and that if should
not he given to those who are receiving
marging aver 9s. greater than the hasic
wage. He said that on that scorve he would
vote amainst the Bill, divide the House,
and would see that inembers were made to
declare themselves. He wanted to see the
Bill defea‘ed. Tf it is defeated, evervone
will get his cut restored, even the man earn-
ing £2,000 a year while the unemployed
will get nothing. That is the hon. mem-
her’s consisteney! That would be the posi-
tion if the Bill were defeated.

The Minister for Fmplovment:
terest charges would go up.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Every-
one who had reeeived a cut in his salary,
no matter wha' it amounted to, would have
a legal claim to the full amount, and no re-
striction would be placed upon interest on
mortgages. Does the hon. member com-
plain that we are not able to do as much
us we would like to do? Does he want the
whole lot or nothing? Or are we doing
something te which he objects and will he

And in-
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not allow us to do anything? I eannot un-
derstand what is in his mind. He objeets
to my statement that Parliament has been
turned into a wage-fixing machine. Tle
cannot deny that that is so, ay the legis-
lation applies to Government employees.
When the legislation first came down it
applied automatieally to private emplovees
just as it applied to Government em-
ployees. It was owing to our objection that
it was ultimately altered to the shape it
finally took, when it provided that the conrt
had to be approached.

Hon. N. Keenan: Originally the court
could order any party to pay the full wage
without any deduetion, Tt could exemnpt
any industry from the deduction.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: When
the Bill first eame down‘any employee or
wages man was subject to the eut, just as
was the case with Government employees,
without reference to the ecourt.

Hon. N. Keenan: In the case of Gov-
ernment employees, the reduction was final
but in the case of anyone not a Govern-
ment employee, the court eould allow the
eut to be resfored.

The MINISTER IFOR WORKS: The cut
had to apply, and the employees then had
the right to appeal to the court to show
why it should not apply. It was owing to
our protest that the original Bill was altered.
The hon. member will agree that the Bill
as itr stands is praectically an instruction
to the court.

Hon. N. Keenan: Ne.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is,
and it limits the powery of the court. The
eourt may have found that 5 or 10 per
cent. reduction would have met the full
case the employer conld put up, but the
Act says that the cut shall be not less than
18, 20 or 22% per cent., as the case may he.
Jt fixes the amount of the reduection and
sets the example right throngh the Govern-
ment service. In the face of that I can-
not understand how it eould be argued that
Parliament has not been tonrned into a
wage-fixing machine, as it certainly has,
right through the Government service.
That is not so in the case of any other
Government. The hon. member is wrong
in the statement he made. A report has
been made concerning the remarks of Mr.
Holmes in another place this afternoon,
wherein he denied that on the oceasion of
the conference last month his policy would
be one of no surrender. I have been told

by at least seven members of this Cham-
ber that he wus heard to make that state-
ment.

Mr. Ferguson:
word he used.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
not going to argue whether it was
promise’’ or ‘‘surrender.’’

Mr. Ferguson: You might use the right
word, at any rate.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I did
not hear the remark, I have, however, re-
ceived notes of his speech this afternoon,
wherein he makes reference to what hap-
pened af the conference, and makes eertain
accusations against the Premier. [f he has
broken the confidence of the conference, 1
do not propose to follow his bad example,
excepl to state the facts relating to the point
ta which the hon. member himself referred.
Mr. Holmes in his statement to-day =aid
that when the conference met, the Premier
challenged him with having made the state-
ment that there would be no surrender, and
he denied having made it. It is true
that immediately the conferenee began the
Premier challenged him with having made
the statement, and also challenged Mr,
Thomson, Both members then admitted hay-
ing made the statement.

Mr. Hegney: They made it all right.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Aceord-
ing to the notes handed to me, Mr. Holmes
this afternoon denied having made that
statement when the Premier taxed him with
it. He also said that the Premier did not
call for “Ifansard” to prove the statement,
but accepted the denial. The Premier
challenged him with having made the
statement, and asked of what use it was
to go on with the conference if both mem-
bers held the idea of “no surrender.” These
two members asked for an adjournment of
the conference, and went awny to consult
with the President. They desired to ask him
if they could resign from attendance at the
conference, and if two other members eould
be elected who would be free to disecuss the
Bill.

The Premier :
mitted themselves not to
promise,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Because
they could not go on discussing the Bill with
a free hand. They asked permission to re-
sign, and that {wo other members of the
Council should be elected in their place. We
are told that they approached the President,

EE ]

“‘Compromise’’ was the

I am
‘feom-

Because they had com-
accept any con-
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whn herated them for their foolish state-
ment, and suggested that it was a reflection
an the Council, that there was no provision
for their resignation to be aceepted, and that
they would bave to go on with the confer-
ence. Accordingly the two members of
another place came bacek to us. That cannot
be denied.

Mr, Steeman: They would deny anything.

The Premier: They adinitted that their
hands were tied, that theyr eonld not come to
a compromize, and that it was no use their
sitting there.

Me. Stubbs:
tranrdinary.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: When
members of another place make staiements
like that, it will be understood how impos-
sible it was for the eonference to make any
Lheadway. That is bhow {he position de-
veloped into the serious situation in which
the country now finds itself. After the con-
ference had lasted about four hours, the
saime two members came bhack to the point.
They said, “We feel we are committed. Hav-
ing made the statement we did on the floor
of the House, we cannot depart from it.”
That is what broke up the conference.

The Premier: They stated they were
bound by what they had said.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: They
also said thab in the face of having made
that statement the House had elected them
as managers. Now we lhear to-night that
Mr. Holmes denied making that statement,

Mr. F. C. L. Smith: It is the last refnge
of the guilty.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is a
most extraordinary situation. I wonder what
the President of the Counecil would have had
to say if the question had been put to him,
that he was approached by these two mem-
bers, and asked whether they could not re-
sign from the conference in view of what
they had said on the floor of the Houose.
They even came back and reported what
bad happened between them and the Presi-
dent.

The Premier: They said they were very
sorry, that they were committed, that they
could not do anything, and that they must
stick to what the Council had done. They
also said they would never go into confer-
ence again.

The MINISTER FOR WOQRKS: They
both gave their word they would never
go into conference again. There is no fresh

3}

The position is most ex-

ground to bhe broken with regard to this
measure. Members have shown thai they are
in agreement with it. It is only a repeti-
tion of what ocenrred on the previous debate,
and no good purpose can he served by pro-
longing the discussion.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

Remaining Stages.

Bill passed through Commitiee without
dehate, and reported without amendment.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: 1
move—

That the report be adopted.

Mr. LATHAM: T should like to have the
Bill recommitted with a view fo inserting a

new clause for the re-enactment of Part V.
of the old Act.

Mr. SPEAKER: That 15 a matter for
the Committee to deecide. The hon. member
had better move that the Bill be reeommitted.

Mr, LATHAM: T move—
That the Bill be recommitted.
Motion put and negatived.

Question put and passed;
adopted.

the report

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I move—

That the Bill be now read 2 third time.

A, SAMPSOXN: Would it be in order
at this stage to give cousideration fo the
proposed new clause?

Mr. SPEAKER: No. That could be done
only in Committee. It is too late now te
recommit the Bill, the Hounse having already
decided against recommittal.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time, and transmitted to
the Council,

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [5.47]1: I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn unil
4.30 p.an. on Wednesday next.

Question put and passed.

House adjouriied at 8.48 pan.



