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out that this referred to reforesta-
tion generally and not merely to the re-
forestation of sandalwood. In the Victoria
district, attention should be given to the
position of jani, the qualities of which for
fencing purposes are so favourably known.
The Government deserve every commenda-
tion for the work they bave done in con-
nection with our forests. That makes it dif-
ficult for me to reflect upon the Minister
who is in charge of the department. At tire
same time I want to know why the Eastern
goldfields have absorbed all the attention of
the forestry officers. regarding- sandalwood.
I aun sorry that Mr. Seddon's amendment
does not make the amount £10,000 a year.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Some years
ago I approached the Forests Department
on the subject of some of the matters men-
tioned by Mr. fll. I was under the im-
pression that the Victoria district should be
given some consideration in connection with
the reforestation of sandalwood. I was in-
formed that there was very little land avail-
,able in that district in comparison with
-what was available on the Eastern gold-
fields. I was na told that the sandalwood
growing on the Eastern goldields was much
better on account of its, oil contents than
the sandalwood growing in the Central Pro-
vince. Therefore I could take no further
action. Mr. Hall has certainly put up a
good ease regarding jam wood in the Vic-
toria district, and I am sure the Conserva-
tor will give every consideration to the
hon. member's suggestion.

Amendment put and a division taken.

The CHAIRMAN: Before I appoint
tellers, I desire to inform. the Committee
that I intend to vote with the "Ayes," for
this reason: Prior to the imposition of the
existing sandalwood regulations the royalty
imposed on sandalwood was £2 a ton. The
proposal is not only to take the increase by
the regulations. but alM, the amount of
royalty existing before the increase was ime-
lposedl, three-fifths of which went into for-
estry revenue.

Result of division:-

Ayes .. . .12

Noes . .. .11

Majority for . .. 1

HOD,. J. Cornell
Hon, E. H. H. Hall
Ron, S. H. Harris
Hon, G. A. Kempton
lion. Sir W. Lathlain
Hon. A. LoictiLn

Hon, J. a. Brown
Hon. J. M. Drew
Hon. I1 Swing
Hon. G. Fraser
Hon. B. H. Grar
Hlon. J. S. Holmes

.ng..
Hon. J. Nicholson
HOn. H. Seddion
Hon. R. Stewart
Ron. lir E. Wittenoomn
Hon. C. H. Wittennoom

Ron. G. W. Miles

Ron. S. Roe
Hon. H. A. Stephenson
Hon. C. B. Williams

Hnn. H. 3. Vellad

HOn. W. J. Mano

Amendment thus passed.

Bill reported with an ainendm~nt,

House adjournzed at 9.26 p.m.

Tuesday, .2nd October, 1928.

Persona explaaton Mr. E. B3. Johnston
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4-303
?.m., and read prayers.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. E. B. Johnston and lVilliams-Narrogina
Sea.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I desire to make
a personal explanation. As members are
aware, I have been selected by the political
organisation to which I belong to contest
a seat for the representation of this State
in the Senate. In order to comply with the
provisions of the Federal electoral law, it
is therefore necessary for sue to resign my
,eat in this House as representative of Wit-
liarns-Narrogin. To-morrow is the seven-
teenth anniversary of my first election to
this Parliament, and I therefore intend to
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place mty lesig ltt ot in' Your hiandls, Mlr.
Speaker, to-inorrowv. It isa wrienceh for ni
to leave this Chamber, in wich I have -ai

:1.sia ripleseltative ot the pecople for tin
past 17 yefliN. I desire to take this oppor-
tunily of thanking you, Mr. Speaker, for-
tile eowrtesy and guidance which. flout yoin
high office, you have al waYs beeln ready to
accord to mne. I desire aliso to thank IN
inembers of the pnresent and past Gox er.-
ntents for their as~sistance in regard to niat-
tls affetcting liy conlsti tuelle. 2lnt i-
jportaiit railways aid otlier puiblic: works
have ]) lev i eon~rrueted in the Willianis-Nar-
login electorttt during the period of myi
represenitation. I highly appreciate th,6
courtesy and consideration whijcl thle mocal-
bets of the House have always extended to
mc. 1 thank also the Clerk of the Hlouse
(11r. Giant), tine officials (if the house and
die "Harisard" staff for at generous measure
of assistance which has done much to make
one's duties here a lpleasure. Despite the
political diffcrenees that exist in this Chain-
ber. I think the guiding principle of nen'i-
hers of till pardies is to secure the 1pros-
]perous deavelopnient or W\esten Australia
-ld( the happimess ;tnd welfare of our peo-
pie. Whatever the future tiny lbring forth,
I shltl al ways retajin the lnappyiest aemttolie,
of my past 17 years' work ill suirroundinQ--
Iii at Iliii' been ni ad le j)lIeaisatnt by tile cour-
tesies I have so Ijielly a cknnw lenged. lit
my13 opinlion the hest training ,zroanid for tlhc
representation of the State in tine nlationlll
Parliament lies within tile portals of thk,
'headber, and Jperhalps I maniy, iii conlulsionl,
be pernitted to express the hope that thle
knowledge and e'xperiece( 1 haive gtaiiitd
here of We.stern .kastranlia and its require-
ments may, ill thle future, prove of soilo
service to my native State.

The PREMIER: M1ay. I be permitted to
s:,s I ntj sire I voice the feelings of ever 'y
mlember of the Honse when I express regret
at n-ieparture (i the hon. nember fromt

this Chamber. Apart from party atid pol-
itical considerations, to he at member of this
Rouse for 17 years is a fairly lengthy span
in one's life. During that time persolnl
fihndships have been made, while political
antagonisms, too, have been engendered, buit
I am glad to say that, notwithrtanding
political differences, we have always been
able to meet each other on thme eommon
.ground of personal friendship. Therefore
I regret that 'Mr. Johnston is leaving us,

Imore inarticlrly- because I am sure it is his
dep artu re fro nt the political life of Westernl
Australia.

Mr. Lind-say: I cannot agree with you
there.

The l'IEMTIER : Being a young man, of
course. be is not beyond the age when he
canl Voin back. I wish the hon. member
just Such goo~d luck as one political op-
pnill mia ,' wish to another. I am sure that
lwha tever I lte may Ila in store for him as a
public nan, hie ill carry into his private
life happy memories of the 17 years he has
spent in this Assembly.

Hon. SIR JAMES MITCHELL: I agree
with the Premier that no matter what our
political differences may be within this
Chamber, wye do try to be friendly away
from polities, and I think we succeed fairly
weli. I suppose this is the miost orderly
Rouse in the British Empire, not excluding
the Mlother of Parliaments itself. I was
surprised at the speech of the Premier be-
cause hie has said time and again that this
P'arliamient ought to be a stepping stone to
thle Federal Parliament. With that I en-
tinily agree. We in this House did pass a
Bill that gave at menmber the right to stand
for a Federal seat without resigning his
State seat. The Federal Parliament, how-
ever, retaliated by providing that one might
not stand for the Federal Pariiament while
lie was a meniber of this House, but must
resign somne days or weeks before the issue
of the writ. I know we were all greatiy
incensed and kilt that we should like some of
our members to have a shot at the Federal
seats, if only to provide a satisfactory
answer to the Federal law. We can quite
appreciate that a Federal member does not
wish to be opposed by a State member.
Naturaliy the opposition that would be put
tip by a State member to a sitting Federal
member would be mouch stronger than the
oppiosition of a candidate strange to politics.
The Premuier and( I have been in this House
for the inst 23 years, and the 17 years served
by the member for Williams-Narrogin is a
fairly long period out of one's life. I think
the people sometimes fail to realise just
what sacrifice public life demands, and what
it means to give up one's private life to this
work of serving the country. Like the Pre-
inier, I wish the hon. member every success
in the campaign that is to follow shortly.
The Premier wishes the hon. member happi-
ness in private life; I wish him success in

this venture.
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Mr. THOMSON: As one who has been
associated with the bon. member since may
appointment as a representative in this Par-
liameat, and as one who has had the privi-
lege of his valuable assistance at my right
band for the last six years, I express my
sincere personal regret that the hon. mem-
her is leaving Western Australia to seek
advancement in the Federal arena. Uinlike
Lhe Premier, I heartily wish. him every snue-
cess, I feel sure that when he goes to the
Federal sphere, the valuable services he has
rendered Western Australia in the past 17
years and the practical knowledge he has
gaincd here will prove of inestimable worth
to this State. While I am expressing my sin-
cere regret that he is leaving us, I whole-
heartedly wish him success in the forthcom-
ing campaign.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I thank hon.
members.

MOTION-URGENCY.

ll1'aterside Workers' Strike.

Mr. SPEAKER: I desire to inform the
House that 1 have received the following
letter from the Hon. the Leader of the Op3-
position:

.Dear Sir, I desire to give you notice that it

iaMy intention when the House meets this
afternoon to move ''Tha.t the House do now
adjourn" unider Standing Orders 47 aied 47a
in order that the serious position on the water-
front may be discussed. Yours faithfully,
Jamnes Mitchell,

Before the motion can be entertained, it will
be necessary for seven hon. members to rise
in their places.

Seven members having risen,

HOW. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [4.43]1: We all regret that the occa-
sion has arisen for the mnoving of such a
motion. A %very serions position now con-
fronts us, and the seriousness of it makes it
imperative that this House should discuss
the situation. The stoppiage at time water-
front, which has extended over three or four
weeks, will affect many people and he far-
reaching in its effect-. Unemployment, as
we knowm is already had enough in this
State, and trade already is suffering because
of the shipping stoppage. Of course, this
must accentuate unemployment and make the
position more difficult, and so it is onr duty

to (10 anything we can to bring about an
improvement in the position at Fremantle.
It is a strange fact and one difficult to
understand that work should be going on at
Hun bury while at Fremantle it has stopped.
On the water fr'ont for years there has been
stoppage after stoppage, each one, of coarse,
helping to bring other people to their knees
aind ninking it diffilult for many otherworkers
to cartn their livelihood. At this stage it is
most important that the articles we need
should be in stock here. I understand we
shall soon be short of some of our food.
supplies. It may be argued that we should
produce the food we require, instead of im-

liorting millions of pounds' worth of goods,
every year from the East as we do. The
peop~le, including the workers of Western
Australia, are being fed uip with these con-
tinual stoppages. Mfillions have been lost,
not by the employers alone, but by the
-workers. of Australia. The Federal Act
which hasi been dis9cussed is the Common-
wealth Government's way, ait any rate, of
miending, the .ituation. The Act does not
initerfere with arbitration or with unionism
in tht, slightest degree. Thme airbitration
a wa rd can be and will be given effect to in
every detail whether the meni go back under
the Act or not.

The Mlinister- for Works: What makes
you say that?

Mon. Sir JAMES M)ITCHELL: The Fed-
eral Arbitration Act is one thing, and the
Transport Workerst Act is undoubtedly
quite another thing. Neither will unionism
or the legitimate worker be in the slightest
degree affected.

The 'Minister for Works: That law dis-
tinctly over-rides any other Act of Parlia-
mnent.

Hon. Sir JAMES METTCHELL: It does
nothing of the sort. Surely no hon. member
(if this Chamber can object to obedience to
ain arbitration award. I said the other day
that arbitration has given the workers all
they have, and I say to-day that I hope
arbitration will always be the law of the
land. To-day it is, in my opinion, entirely
for the Protection of the 'workers. Origin-
ally it was intended to protect the third
party, namely the public; butt now it seems
to protect only the worker. It is our duty
to see that the arbhitration law, so long as it
exists, shall be obeyed. All who dis-
obey it, whether employers or workers,
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should realise that they are not only
briiiging- about disrespect of the law,
hut injuring many people besides them-
selves. The unions are not in the slightest
degree interfered with. They exist for the
protection of the individual worker. If I
wrere a worker, I would be a unionist, but I
would not for a moment submit to the
tyranny of union bosses. The Federal law In

q uestion mtay, and I daresay will, weaken
heecontral of the bosses,' but it will not

weaken the control that is rightly theirs for
the protection of the workers by whom they
are appointed. On that score I do not think
any member can object to the wish that the
arbitration law way be obeyed. The Act to
which hon. members object is one that this
House is not called upon either to approve
or disapprove, it being not our law, but
Federal law. When it was before the Fed-
eral Parliament, little interest was taken in
its passage. The'second reading was passed
in the House of Representative;, having 75
members, by 30 votes to 12. When the
measure reached the Senate, it was passed
by 14 votes to three. In a new matter of
this kind, and of impilortanlce, one would
have thought keen interest would have been
taken, particularly by those who are now so
loudly-

The Premier: It was introduced on the
last day of Parliament, when members, not
knowing of it, were aiway in their constit-
uencies.

Hon. Sir JAMES AlITCHELL: I know
that notice of the Bill was given, and that it
was opposed, and that the second reading
was not taken on the day of the first read-
ing. Objection was taken to that course
under the Standing Orders. The usual
formalities were observed, and the usual
time was taken, for the passing of the Act.

The Premier : It was only one day's
notice.

Hon. Sir JAMES M1ITCHELL: Notice
was given of the first reading, and to the
second reading it takes three days.

The Premier; No. That notice is not
provided for. The first reading can be
taken on the one day, and the second rending
on1 the next day. I repecat, members were
ma a in their cotisti tuen-mes.

Ron. Sir JA'MES M1ITCHELL: Perhaps
the Premier can explain where they were.
They' may have paired, hut, not having seen
the Federal "Hansard," I have to take the
Press reports for it. However, the duty of
members was to be in Parliament, partieu-

hirly' at that time. On this question we are
not asked to tahe sides. This is no question
of the worker versus the employer, or the
employer versus the worker, It is simply a
strike ag-ainst the law of the land.

Member: It is an election matter.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am

orry to hear that interjection. It would he
ai scandalous thing- if the bread and butter
of thousands of p eople could be made part
of any election cry. Any party that sought
to gain advantage at the expense of the
people of this eou ntry, and particularly at
the expense of the workers, would not get
mouch support from me. It cannot be made
a political issue by the Prime Minister, be-
cause he dlid not start the trouble. Neither
do I see how the trouble will benefit either
oine party) or the other. There are some
people on strike, but there are a great many
mnore workers who are out of work because
of the strike; and there are many in work
notwithstanding the strike who object just
ais strongly to disobedience to the Arbitra-
tion Court as we do. Arbitration being the
law of the land, the duty of everyone is to
(ihey it. The Premier hans not seen the Fed-
eral Act, hut lie has seen (lie Federal Hill.
T have not seen the Act, but the Bill has
been here for sonic days, and I understand
it passed without amendment. We have not
,een the regulations tinder the Act, but we
know from the discussions that the main ob-
jection raised to the regulations is the re-
quirement. of registration. As regards re-
gistration, the law now says that a man must
have a ticket issued to him by the Federal
Government before he can work upon the
water front. Up to the present time the
union has said that a man must have a ticket
ic:sued by the union befoare he can work on
the water front.

The Premier: The union has not said that.
The Arbitration Court has said it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Has the
Arbitration Court said it?

The Premier: Yes; preference to union-
ists.

Mr. Davy: Preference to the lumpers9
The Premier: Yes.
The 'Minister for Mlines: Yes; every Ar-

bitration Court has said it.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The man

who wishes to be a wharf lumper now has
to take out a ticket. Formerly be had to
take out a ticket, not at a shilling, but at
any fee fixed by the union. I am hopeful
that better counsels will prevail, and that
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the men will obey the law of the land. In
this morning's newspaper, the Premier made
a) statement, and I am afraid that so far as
the wharf lumpers are concerned his words
are such as may encourage disobedience of
!he law. 'The statement leaves the luinpers
mnore or less suspended in doubt as to the
,ittitude of the House. I consider that that
aittitude ought to be miade perfectly plain.
In the same issue there is a statement made

")y the Disputes Committee which I think is
calculated to do considerable harm. I do
not know whether any members of the Dis-
pites Committee are in this House. How-
ever, the statement refers to thle system Of
registration, concerning which a long, reso-
lution was passed. The cncluding words
of the Leasolution aire-

Any systemi of identured labour, by license
or otherwise, is totally ovposed to the prin-
ciples of organised labour, and is in direct
opposition to Australian sentiment.

I have already said that I have no objection
in the world to labour being organised.
'But, he it organised or otherwise, surely it
ilbust obey the law of the land. One is
,orprised to find the leader.; of labour en-
couragin disobedience to the law. I repeat,
if the trouble had arisen between the em-
ployers and the employees, it would be a
different' matter; but in this ease it is a
strike against the law. The speretary of the
Dispuntes Committee. Mr. Barker, isi re-
ported as saying-

IT it-thie Federal Ad-were acepited, it
woiuld mecan a revision to the conditions of
serfdomt which existed in the Middle Ages,
and the constant struggle of the working
i-asses to shake off suchi restrictions of tbeir
freedom would have bceen in vain.

The Premier: It has never been at-
temapted in British industrial history before.

Mr. Davy: What about the Land Agents

The Premier: What has that got to do
with serfdomi?

Mr. Davy: I know what is proposed.
The Minister for Mines: If you have

private information, it is a darned shame
that those interested have not.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Where
does serfdom come in? If the ticket is taken
out and the man goes to work, he will do so
under the Arbitration award in every detail.
Ile will work just as lie worked before un-
der any other award.

The Premier: You do not know anything
at all about it, or about the conditions uin-
der which he goes to work.

Mr. EPEAKER: Order!
The Premier: You do not know what

conditions he goes to work under.
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
lon. Sir JAMES. MITCHELL: We have

hiere the statement of the union, and the
objection taken by the union is to this regis-
tration, and to no other conditions. Nothing
bnit the registration is questioned. The
union say that the fact of registration will
mecan a reversion to the serfdom. which ex-
isted in the 'Middle Ages. I should be found
standig by the men if I thought anything
of 11e sort possible. But ats a utatter of
fact it does not mnean anything of the sort.
They- will be j'ust as free as ever they were.

The Premier: YOU dIO not know anythinlg
ahout it; neither dto 1, hut I am not making
a definite statenmnt. You are making stale-Q
nits without any information.

Hon. Sir JAMNES M.ITCHELL,: I an
making a. statemeut in answer to the(- state-
nient made by the disputes commrittee, who
are, I suppose, well informed.

The Prentie: They arc not well informed.
Mr. Davy. Well, whyr do they make that

statement7
Hon. Sir JAMES IMITCHELL: I sup-

l)ose we are to assumec the disputes comt-
mnittee know what they are doing in making
the statement they have made. I should
like to test the statement, fur I think it was
altogether wrong. There is no suspicion of
any attemplt to tike away any shred of
freedomn, except that tile mten must be regis-
tered before being allowed to work. Once
registered, a mian can wmork, so long as he
obeys the law of the laind. That is his, mat-
ter, not ours, A-s usual, polities come into
this position, which is; to be regretted.

The Premier: They have come into it this
aflerinion for the first time.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Oh no.
T in reading this statement.

The Premier: Polities are coming- into it
now.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL4 : The
statement goes omi to say that the present
position on the waterfront was not caused
by~ the refusal of the mien to accept wvork,
hut by the refus:al of those in power, comn-
hined with the employer%, to allow the muon
to work, and was nothing lesa than a lock-
out engineered by the Federal Government
for political purposes. I do not believe any-
thing of the sort. I suppose everything we
tuc(h is more or less political. Still, I
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think it a pity that that statement should
have been made by a responsible body. The
disputes committee, I understand, exist to
bring about peace.

Mr. Chesson: They have not been asked
to take a band in this matter.

Hon. Sir JAM_%ES MITCHELL: I do not
know about that. At all events, that com-
mittee have been instrumental in bringing
about peace from time to time on previous
Otldllso, and I know it is the usual thing,
to get an expert body to handle industrial
trouble when it arises.

Mr. Kenneally:- The action of the Prime
Minister, tending as it does to create and
intensify the dispute, increases their respon-
sibilities and also their difficulties.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am not
sensible of the responsibility the disputes
committee take, but I do wish they were
more sensible of their responsibility. They
should be very careful before making such
a statement as they did make. Everything
that can be done to bring about a resump-
tion of work oug-ht to be done.

Mr. Kenneally: The hon. member would
I)e well advised to communicate with the
Prime 71inister.

lRon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
much obliged to the hon. member. He has
a5 much right to communicate with the
Prime Minister as have 1, and probably his
communication would have just as much re-
sult as mine. I am not responsible for any-
thing- the Federal Ginernment do, or for
anything the Prime Minister may do. Bat
as a miember of this House I, in common
with the rest of the members, am responsi-
ble to the people of this State, end so I
have brought this matter forward to-day.
And as I am responsible to the people, I
regret that this statement should have been
made. It is certainly not likely to clear up
the position; indeed, it is likely to make it
a good deal worse. The statement then goes
on to refer to the Premier's wire to the
Prime Minister suggesting that the wdter-
side workers might be allowed to remain
under the old condition;, -without having to
take out licenses; and to the refusal of the
Prime Minister to rant that request be-
cause, I suppose, the regulations are in-
tended to apply to all the ports in Austra-
lia. This is what the statement says:-

Mr. Bruce's refusal was a clear indication
that be did not wish to secure industrial peace,

but preferred to have industrial unrest and
turmoil,

That is entirely wrong. There is no re-
s4ponsible man in the Commonwealth who
does not want indwstrial peace. I am sure
the Prime Minister has a sincere desire to
see the people of this country happy and
comfortable, and living peaceful, pros-
perous lives. The point is that such state-
ments as that made are only calculated to
encourage the Jumpers to persist in a con-
tinued breach of the law. It may he that
for them it is an objectionable law; still,
it is the la-w, and the sooner they realise
that, the better, We do not want the
things that have happened in Adelaide and
in Melbourne, but we do want to see work
resumed on the waterfront as soon as pos-
sible.

Mr. Kenneally: Under conditions laid
down by the employers!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, all
the conditions are set out by the Arbitra-
tion Court in tho first place, and by the
law of the land in the second place. The
employers have had nothing to do with it.

Mr. Renneally: The mnen have offered
to work under the Arbitration Court's
award.

Hon. Sir JAMFNS MITCHELL: I do
not know what the employer thinks about
it or what he has had to do in ereating
the situiation. It was created by the Fed-
eral law, and we oughlt to make that clear.
The hon. member, of course, could make it
clear amongst the lumpers with so much
better effect than could 1. He should make
it clear to them that the employers are not
in this trouble, that it is the law, and the
Arbitration Court's award, that have
created the situation. The strike is against
the award of the court,

Mr. Chesson: No, the men accepted that
award.

HOn. Sir JAMES Mi~TCHELL: Well,
the strike is now against the Act that the
Federal Parliament passed, At any rate,
I believe that when peace reigns again
throughout the ports of Australia, if this
law be all that members Opposite believe
it to be. there may be occasion to go fur-
ther into the qoestion. But my friends are
quite wrong in thinking it will work the
way they say it will, that it will make the
wharf lumpers. absolute serfs, suffering the
tyranny of the employers. If it should
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prove to do anything of the sort, _then it
will he the duty of everybody to endeavour
to have the law rectified. But that has
yet to be demonstrated. If we can by any
means bring about a resumption ,of work,
wve ought to do it. It was suggested by
the member for East Perth (Ur. Ken-
neatly) that I should communicate with
the Prime Minister. Neither the Prime
Minister nor any other Minister, nor anty
member of the House has communicated
-with me on the subject. What I have done,
Ihave done with a view to helping the

situation and with no other thought. It
will be a pity if such statements as tbat
made by the disputes committee are re-
peated, and it is a pity, too, if the facts
regarding the whole matter are not under-
stood. We must remember that very many
more people than the workers themselves
will be affected by this strike. Trade will
become stagnant and trouble wvill pile up.
There does not senm to be any reason at
all why anyone in this State, even the dis-
putes committee, should encourage a con-
tinued breach of the law. I hope members
will. not confuse this Act with the Arbi-
tration Court award, which has nothing
whatever to do with it. The men whO
work will work under the award of tin'
court.

Mr. Kenneally: They are quite prepared
to do that, but -ire not allowed.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
you are again. They are prepar -ed to work
tinder the award, but not under the law of
the land. They must work tinder the award
and under the law of the land as well.

Mr, Sleeman: The law overrides the
award.

Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL: It does
not. All we ask is that the law of the land.
everything set out in the Arbitration
Court's award, shall be recognised and ac-
cepted. I know the strikers do not like
the award. But that is no excuse at all.
It would be a very weak thing- if any Gov-
ernment intended the laws to be disobeyed
without making some attempt to enforce
them, whether it he an Arbitration Court
award or any other law. I hope that in
this State of ours work will be resumed
and that tie laws will be obeyed. They
are not at all likely to work in the way.
suggested by the disputes committee. When
they do. it will be quiite time for us to
make a protes9t against them. I move--

That the House do now adjourn.

MR. THOMSON (Kataning) (3.14]:
When I spoke on the Address-in-reply, I
siaid it was time we got back to sanity
amongst the workers and their leaders. The
lpreselnt dispute, I am sure, has caused mem-
bers of the lorernnient at very great deal
of anxiety. One approaches this question
with a great deal of hesitancy, because he
is afraid that possibly he might say or do
t-omething that might make the positiont
worse. That is the wa 'y in whiich I approach
this question. The position is very grave;
Australia is facitng a grant crisis. I have
been to other parts of the world and]
have heard statements made by ship-
owners that when they send their boats
to Australia. they never know when those
boats will return. We aire now facing
exactly that sort. of position, which, unfor-
tunately, gives Australia such a bad name
elsewhere in the world, Because I
drew the attention of the House to the
matter, I have been charged with running
down my own country, whereas I was en-
deavouring to draw attention to the manner
in wvhich we were regarded in other parts.
Last week I asked the Premier a question
in the House. Members will recall the re-
ply 1 received. We also know that the
Prime Minister telegraphed to the Pre-
utier asking for his co-operation and as-
sistance. In effect, the Prime Minister asked
if the Government here were prepared to
see that law and order were maintained.
We know that the Prime Minister received
no -reply to that question.

The Premier: The telegram did not call
for a reply.

Mr. THOMSON: I maintain that it
did call for a reply, in view of the difficul-
ties of the situation generally. The Prime
Minister wished to know whether the Giov-
ernm ent of Western Australia were pre-
pared to stand behind the Commonwealth
in the preservation of law and order.

The Premtier: No Government in Aus-
tralia has the right to question this or any
other Government as to what they are going
to do.

Mr. THOMSON: It is in sorrow that r
hanve to draw attention to the attitude
adopted by the Premier in this crisis.

The Premier: The telegram did not call
for a reply.

Mr. THOMSON: The Government of
lhir State did not consider the matter of
sufficienrt importance to reply to the tele-
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gram which the Prime Minister had sent to
every other Premier in Australia.

The Premier: No question was asked of
the Government. Do not misrepresent the
position.

Mr. THOMSON: The Premier was
asked-

The Premier: I tell you no question was
asked. I was advised of a certain situation).
I was not asked to take any action. It
would have been an impertinence if I had
-been asked to take any. We are not pups
of the Federal Government that we should
be instructed by them to do this or thai
Do not misrepresent the position.

Mr. THOMSON: No one-
The Premier: I na not going to he a

fetch-and-carry for any Federal Govern-
ment.

Mr. THOMSON: I do not wish to ap-
preach this question in anger. The position
is altogether too serious.

The Premier: Be fair about it. D3o not
misrepresent us. Never mind about the
matter being serious. You be exact
as to the facts.

'Mn. THOMSON: I will be exact.
The Premier: DotI
Mr. THOMSON: I am going to refer to

the attitude of the Government when they
were asked a certain question by the
Prime Minister.

The Premier: They were not asked a
question. Do not mis-state the facts. We
-were not asked any question.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I trust there
will he no interruptions in a debate of this
character.

The Premier: I object to mis-statements;
-Of fact.

Mr. SPEAKER: I wish to draw the at-
tention of the House to the Standing Order
which says that no member shall interrupt
another member whilst speaking unless at
his request that certain words be taken
down, or to call attention to a point of
order, or to call attention to a quorum. 1
trust there will be no interruptions. There
is always an opportunity afforded to those
-who have not spoken to reply to anything
that has been said while the debate is pro-
ceeding. I would say to the -bon, member
whom T have interrupted that when another
-member denies a statement, or the accuracy
of a statement, the hon. member makin%
-that statement must not repeat it, and must
accept the denial.

The Premier: He always does deliberately
repeat mis-statements.

Mr. THOMSON: I have asked the Mes-
senger to hand me the correspondence which
was laid on the Table of the House, so that
I may read it, and show if I have wrongly
interpreted it, or placed a wrong construc-
tion upon the request of the Prime Minister.

The Premier: You have said I was asked
a question and did not reply to it. Do you
deny saying that?

Mr. TB OM)SON: The telegram from the
Prime illinister is as foflows.

Premier of Western Australia, Perth, The
action taken by the Waterside Workers' Fed-
eration, beeause of their objection to sonic of
the terms of ean award given by Judge Beeby
of the Federal Arbitration Court, is already
resulting in holding up much of the stipping
of the Conmmonwealth. As a consequence of
this action by the federation, maritime trans-
port is apparently again to be brought to a
standstill and the trade of the Commonwealth
dislocated, an action which 'will cause serious
loss and suffering to thousands of our citizens.
my Government feels that this unlawful and
reckless abuse of power by the Waterside
Workers' Federation constitutes a direct de-
Ifiance of the community which cannot be sub-
mitted to by any self -respecting people. I
have, on behalf of my Government, communi-
cated with the representatives of the steam-
ship owners calling upon them to make the
ncessary arrangements for carrying on the
industry in the terms of the award made by
the Arbitration Court, and assuring them that
the Commonwealth Government will do its
utmost to maintain Jaw and order by prose-
cuting those who unlawfully interrere with
the peaceful carrying on of the transport in-
dustry of the Commonwealth. If the inter-
ference with the legitimate trade and trans-
port of Australia continuecs, I propose to ad-
vise the Governor-General to issue a procla-
mation under the Crimes Act declaring the ex-
istence of a serious industrial disturbance
prejudicing trade and commerce with other
countries and among the Stutes, I will take
this action in order to arm the Government of
the Commonwealth with fullest power pos-
sible under the law and in order to protect
thke interests of the people. Recognising the
serious results that this disastrous strike must
have upon the industries of you'r State and the
well-being of its citizens, I appeal for the iulk
co-operation of your Government, and especi-
ally ask that due protecttion be given to all
those citizens who art prepared to carry on
the work of the maritime transport industry
under the terms of the award made by the
Arbitration Court-a court that has been
establishnd by the free will of the people of
Australia, expressed through their Parlia-
men t. I amn addressing the Preriirs of the
other Stnteq of the Commonwealth in similar
terms S. Ut. Bruce, Prime Miniqter.
And yet the Premier states that the last
sentence alone does not demand a reply.
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The Premier: It desp no such thing.

Mr. THOMSON: In the opinion of many
of the people of Western Australia that
sentence did demapd a reply.

The Premier: It did not.

Mr. THOMSON: That is a matter of
opinion. The Premier is responsible for his
own actions.

The Premier: It is an impertinence for
any Federal Government to ask another
Government if they are going to observe
their own laws.

Mr. THOMSON: The Prime Minister
says, "I appeal for the full co-operation of
your Government and especially ask that
due protection he given to all those citizens
who are prepared to carry on the work of
maritime transport industry." 'The Premier,
or his Government, did not see fit to answer
that very important request.

The Premier: I should think not.
Mr. Angelo: Three other Premiers re-

plied to it.

The Premier: That would be tantamount
to giving away our sovereign rights.

Mr. THOMSON: Giving away our sov-
ereign rights?

The Premier: Yes.

Mr. THOMSON: 'The "West Australian"
published the full text of the reply of the
Prime Minister (Mr. Bruce) to the sugges-
tion of the Premier (',%r. Collier) that the
operation of the Transport Workers Act
should be suspended at Fremnantle, Rs no
free labour had been employed. Mr. Bruce
replied:-

I regret being unable to accept the sugges-
tion that registration should not be proceeded
with. The question of exemption from regis.
tration at ports has received the most careful
consideration of the Government, The only
case where exemption bas been granted is
where men have worked continuously since the
trouble broke out. The men at Fremantle have
not worked since the inception of the trouble.

Something like 12 ships were lying idle when
I asked the Premier the question I did, but
the situation was not deemed to be of suf-
ficient importance, or it was not deemed to
be sufficiently necessary to get those ships
away, to warrant the Government in giving
protection to those who were desirous of
carrying out the award.

The Premier: They had no right to ask
for a guarantee.

M1r. THOMSON: I asked the Premier a
question, but I regret to say he gave an
evasive reply.

The Premier: This Government are not
going to be asked questions as to what they
are doing in the matter.

Mr. THOMSON: We also find from the
"West Australian" that the Premier,' refer-
ring to the Prime Minister's decision to en-
force the system of registration at Fre-
mantle, said that he considered the Prime
M1inister's attitude most unfortunate-

Mr. Panton: And it was, too.
Mr. THO0-MSON: The "West Australian"

continued:-

As the suspension of the Transport Work-
ers' Act at Prenmantle would have been fully
justified, and would have had the effect of per-
mitting the work of the port to be continued
without further interruption.

Mr. Renneally: Quite right.
Mr. THOMSON: Quite right? The laws

of the land, the arbitration laws, for which
the Premier stands so hard and fast-

The Premier: The law of the land!
Mr. THOMSON:- The industrial laws pro-

vide that no employer may break them with-
out being subject to a heavy penalty. Only
a few days ago it was stated in the Press
that the vigilance officer had charged the
Commissioner of Railways with having paid
a man a shortage of 2d. per week.

The Premier: What has that to do with
the matter?

Mr. THOMSON: That was quite right.
If the Commissioner was going outside the
award it was right that hie should he taken
to court and made to obey the laws of the
land.

Mr. Panton - The waterside workers were
fined £1,000.

Mr. THOMSON: Surely the people of
Australia have a right to expect the water.-
side workers to obey the laws of the lan.l-
The port of Fremantle has been lying idle
for weeks. No attempt has been made to
supply free labour. I have no desire to see
any disturbance at Fremantle or any other
port in the Commonwealth. I have been
associated with the industrial movement all
my life, and know both sides.

Mr. Lutey: The men are working under-
the arbitration award now,

Mr. THOMSON: They flouted the Arbi-
tretion Court for several weeks. They re-
fused to go to work.
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Mr. Lutey: They could be working now.
Mr. THOMSON: Oh, yes, they are work-

ing now; I wish they were working through-
out the Commonwealth.

M1r. Lutey: Tie "DimbloolzC has been
working, too.

XMr. THOMSON: I am dealing with the
broad (question. I want to know from the
Premier whether, in the event of this law
being put into force, and the Common-
,wealth regulations being carried out, the
Government are going to provide adequate
protection for those who are desirous of
carrying out their calling. The Premier says
it is ain imipertience. for the Prime Minister
to ask that question, but it is not an im-
pertintee for me or any other member of
this House to ask it.

The Premier: It is an impertinence.
Mr. THOMSON: The Premier rays it is

an impertinence.
The Premier: Of course it is.
Mr. THOMSON: I regret that the Pre-

mier should adopt that attitude.
The Premier: I am not going to rattle

sabres at the citizens of this country.
Mr. THOMSON: Would we be justified

in assuming that something else might hap-
pen? We are iu a position to judge as to
what would possibly happen.

The Premier: We will act when something1
happens! We will not act on the assump-
tion that something may happen.

Mr-. THOM-SON: I amn not talking abourt
something that may have happened, butf
concerning something- that actually did hap)-
pen.

The Premier: The Government will not
rattle the sabre before the eyes of the peo-
ple!

Mr. THOMSON: I do not want to import
any hitterniess into the consideration of thi ,
subjct, for it is too serious. Here we have
men who, when they were desirous of obi-
taining employment, were told that the only
way to get the work they sought was to
belong to it certain union.

Members: No.
31r. THOM1SON: That is the attitude that

Government members have adopted.
The Minister for Works: That is the atti-

tude you adopted.
Mr. THOMSON: It is the policy the

Minister and others have given effect to.
The 'Minister for Works: Nonsense!
The Premier: You want us to go round

rattling the sabre!

Mr. THOMSON: At any rate, that is the
policy that has been given effect to. Those
who object to men being registered as
wvorkers under the provisions of the Corn-
monwealtlh Tronsport W~orkers' Act thal
will enable themn to obtain employment ia
accordance %%ith the lprovisions of the Beeby
Award, havec expressed their views, and in
the eircuumstances we are justified in asking-
whether the necessary protection will be
available if peole desire to register undez
the provisions of that Act, and to work onl
the wharf. Not only have we the right tc
ask if that protection will be forthcoming,
but the country has the right to know, too,
We know that daring the time the strike
of ten-room girls was in progress, no pro-
vision was miade for the protection of citi-
zens and others.

The Minister for Justice: That is wrong-.
Mr. TIHOMfSON: It is not wrong.
Mr. SPEARER: Order!
The Premier: What you want is baYonets

to deal with a lot of tea-room girls!
Mr. THOM1NSON: Not at all.
Mr. Sleeman: I sappose you want the

field ambulance out as well.
Mr. THOMSON: We are entitled tc

know, in these days, in the interests of the
people of Western Australia, including tht
workers, their wives and their children:
whether steps will he taken to assure that
the ordinary activities Of COMULerCe in this
State shall be carried on satisfactorily. I
think we are entitled to have that informa-
tion, particularly in View Of the fact that
there is a possibility of happenings such as
occurred in the past. We have the right
to k-now whether those wbo are desirous of
doing their duty to the State in accordance
with the law, u-ill have all necessary pro-
tection.

The Premier: That is a rotten attitude of

Mr, THOMSON: Not at all.
MUr. SPEAKER:- Order!
Mr. THOMTSON: I amn sorry-
Mr. Marshall: So you ought to be.
Mr. TRlOMSON: I was sorry to hear the

Premier's interjection. It is surely a fahi
and legitimate request for information2
when I put my query to him. We have the
po lice force to protect my property and the
property of other citizens.

The "Premier: And who says they wilt not
act should the need ariseY
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Mr. THOMSON: That is what I am ask-
ing.

The Premier: You bare no right to ask
such a question.

Mr. THOMSON: On the other hand, I
claim that I have every right.

The Premier: I shall certainly not answer
such a question.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
Mlr. THOMSON: One can judlge the posi-

tion only as it is. May I quote further
from the Premier's own statement. Tic
said-

We understand from the newspapers that the
Act was passed without amendment, and, from
the Bill before us, it appears to be a one
clause Act, giving the Commnwealtlh auth-
ority to make regulations having the force of
law and embodying the widest power, but
affording no sense of protection to the worker.
Neither have we yet seen the regullations under
whicvh the waterside worGkers are supposed to
register.

Surely' this Houise is justified in isking the
Government if they will afford thle neces-
sary proteetion should mnen wish to work
onl the wlharf at }'remantle. While the
Premier may say it is a piece of gross im
pertenance-

The Premier: Your idea of protection
means police amid bayonets! I was not
talking of that sort of protection.

Mr. ThOM.1SON: All I ask is that thle
assurance of M1inisters be given regarding
necessary protection. In his telegram, the
Prime M3inister said-

I appeal for the full co-operation of your
Govermnent, and especially to ask that due
protection be givenm to those cit izens who are
prepared to carry out the work of the marine
transport industry .. .. .

No reply was sent by the P1remiier to that
quiestion. Is it a matter for surprise that
many citizenis of this State are wonderingr
just where we are, -and What- action Par-
liamnit will take?

Mfr. SPEAKERt: Order! I would point
out to the lion. memiber that his speeh.
particularly during the last few tuinutes'
has been in the nature of an itmputation.
It is for every bon. memnler of this House
to respect every other hon. member. It is
the hon. member's duty to place in other
hon. members, an honunrable trust. Until
action arises when there is a possibility
of proving at charge azainst. some hon. mesa-
her, which muist ha done by way of a suab-
stantive motion, the lion. mnember must not
impute improper motives of any kind to

any hon. member, or to any member of the
Mfinistry. Standing Order 132 clearly ex-
presses the position. It reads-

... ad all imputations of improper
motives, and all personal reflections on mem-
bers, should be considered highly disorderly.

1 take it that this debate can be conducted
without any imputations upon the honour
of members or impugning the high chbarac-
ter of anyone in this Chamber. Therefore,
especially after repented denials, the hon.
member has placed a construction. upon
Press reports-which may not be used ini
ilie debates; in this Chamber-that is dis-
orderly,, ni I trust he will desist any
fuirther from making imiputations or cast-
lug any' reflectionl upon1 any hon. member
LOf this house.

Mr. TIHOM SON:- I ama 1)leased, Mr.
Speaker, tlint, you have quioted Standing
Order 132. 1 want to assure YOU and the
hfouse that I bare no. desire to impute
motives,' or to impumn thle honour of any
lion. members.

Mr. Panton : ft is ntot your fault: it isq
your failing!

Mr. THOM1SON: I have been dealing
with the question having in view the ser-
iousness of the p~osition confronting us. I
maintain respectfiflly that I am entitled to
draw attentlimn to the fact that no reply
-was sent to the Prime Minister's telegram.

The Minister for .Just ice: How many
mtore times do you want to he answered oji
that poiat?

Mr.' SPEAKER:- I wouild point out that
ibe Premier has stated more than once that
time eommnunieation read by the lion. muen-
her was not in the form of a question or
a r-equest. Time Premier has repeatedly
stated, not withstanding what the bomu.
muember has asserted-and in doing so the
hon. member has gone over Ilhe same
g-round to suell an extent as to make him
almost g-uilty of tedious repetition, and at
the same time has imiputed something like
dishonourable miotives-that the Prime
M %inister's telegrTam did not embody a ques-
tion but was purely a statement of the
case.

.Mr. THOMSON: I would point out
respectfully-

3fr. SPEAKER: The lion. nemaher mnis*
not dispute my ruling. qr make any such
comments as the hon. member was pro-
ceeding to do, unless be is prepared to take.
the necessary steps!
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14r. THOMSON: .1 was pointing out
that the interpretation placed upon the
Prime Minister's telegram and the state-
went miade by the Premier each represent
a matter of opinion, and I desire to say
respectfully, MNr. Speaker, that while the
Premier may, with justice to himself, enter
a denial, 1 consider I ain justified in ex-
pressing my opinion, not offensively-

Mr. SPEAKER:- The hon. member is
disputing my ruling I

Mr. THOMSON: I am not.
Mr. SPEAKER: By that denial, lie is

doing so. The hon. member must obey the
rules and Standing- Orders of this Chamber.
lie must accept an lion, member's denial
and hie has no right to follow up the denial
by repeated imputations.

11r. THOMSON: If that is your ruling.
Mr, Speaker, I am hound, most respect-
fully, to disagree.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member can
do so.

Dissent from Ruoling.

Mr. Thomson: I mnove-

Tbat tlw( House dissent froni Mr. Rpeaker s
riflig.

If I did not take exception to your ruling,
Sir, it would debatr ally member from con-
tinuing a debate once a Mfinister haden
tered a denial.

.Mr. Richardson: That is so.
The Premier: That is the Standing

Order. When a member denies a question,
his denial mjust he accepted.

Ailr. Speaker: Will the lion, member
put his motion to disagree in writing?

The Premier: Right or wrong, t-hat is
the Standing Order.

Mr. Speaker: I understand that the
lion. mnember has movedl that my ruilinz be
disacreed from.

Mr. Thomson: I have done so.
Mr,. flarv: I gather. 'Mr. Speaker, that

you have ruled that the lion, member was
out of order in referring to the te-lczrant
that has been rend.

The Speaker: The hon. member inks-
understa9nds the position. M1y ruling was
that inlUr Staniding Order 132, the honl.
mnember eo'dd not impute improper motives
or reflect upon any hon. member. The im-
putef ion of motives would include neglect
of duty' . dishonionrable conduct or anything-
c]te not in accordance with strict recti-
tude on the part of members of Parliament
or Ministers of the Crown.

Mr. Davy: Do I1 understand that in view
of the reading of that telegram anti your
ruling that the hon. membert has iniputed
tnotives, thmat that is the attitude you adopt?
Apart fromn the question of fact, the point
t.rues first that the Premier denied that the
t,2legrin was in the form of a question.
The hon. mueniher obtained the telegram and
icad it to us. 01rammatically the meaning
of! tile telegram is not in question. It seems
to inc that the hon. member is entitled to
xplress his opinion on that point.

The Mfinicter for .1u'tice: Once.

Mr. Davy: The lion, member suggested
that the telegram was in a form to which an
mnswer oug-ht to hlave been sent. When he
contended accordingly, you ruled that he
was imputing improper motives. One may
differ from the view of the Government
withIout imputing itlipro per motives.

Mr. Speaker: aflter the in~troductory re-
nirics of the hon. member that there was a
de~re to know wvhat the Government in-
tended to do, the Premier denied that the
telegramn fromn the Prime 'Miniister reqjuired
,a-n answer. The lion, member repeated his
dlcaire to know what it was intended to do.
'l'l.1t was an impuimtation of motives and re-
n)eating- it made the offence worse. On that
score I ruled that the lin. nmembler was. oit
of order. Hlis repetition of the statemrent
was a non-acceptance of the denial by the
lPremier to begin with, and its repetition
wviii an inferenc-e, or nn innuendo that some-
thingr that ought 1o have been done was not
d!one byv the Government.

Mr. Daivy: T do not know whether I aul
ill order in agwain addressing myself to you,
Mr. Speaker, hut I wish to point out that
admittedly if the hon. member said that the
form of that telegram was a question, and
the Premier by interjection said it was not,

Wha tllen was the cad of it. But the hon.
memnber read the telegrnin and submitted
that although grammatically it was not in
the form of a question, in his opinion the
Government s9hould have sent an answer. T
submit that it is not necessary for a letter
or a telegramn to be couched in interrogatory
lainuage to require an answer. It seems to
me we arc going to he cramped seriously if
we are not able to submit, without impuitingc
motives, that the Grovernment. ought to have
rent an answer. T should like to know your
ruling as to whether I shall be debarred
from submitting to the House that the Gov-
ernment ought to have sent an answer to
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the telegram. .1 submit, in my judgment,
that an answer ought to have been sent.

Mr. Speaker: The motion of the member
for Katanuing- reads-

I disagree with your ruling that I num ini-
)atting improper or personal motives becrause
I expressed anrd ;.'pented my opinion that tilt
Premier shiould ha.ve replied to the Prime MNiii.
ister's wire regarding the strike.

Mr. Lindsay: I have carefully listened to
your ruling and I also heard the inter-
jections that caused your ruling to be given.
I have not liad very mnuch experience of
Parliamentary procedure, but if your rulin~g
is correct, 2ir. Speaker, we miighlt just as
well stop our debates. The ruling is that
o;nce a member mankes at -statement and that
statement is denied, and another mnember
declares that the denial is wrong, we are
imputing motives. Thne member f or Kit-
anning made certain statemnts about the
telegram. The Premier denied the truth of
those statements. The hon. member said that
the Prime Minister wired asking that some-
thing, should be done and that the word
"ask" was; in the telegram. The telegram
said "I ask for yo01r co-operation." If I
am asked by a member of this House to assist
i some way or other, that surely is asking

a question; it is a request for co-operation,
and I should be expected to say "yes"
or "no." What is the use of asking someone
to do something unless that someone replies
".Yes" or "n"? It appears; to me that the
Prime Minister's telegram did require an
answer. That is the point. Now i f we
stand up in this House and express, a view
in opposition to that of the flovernnent or
of any member, according to your ruiling,
Mr. Speaker, that constitntes imputing- mo-
tive..

Mr. Speaker: No; that is not correct.
Mr. Lindsay: That is my opinion of the

ridling yon hare given. So far as I can
undeorstand the position, the member for
Katanning merely stated there should have
been a reply.

Won. W. S. Georqe:- Tha t was his op ini on
anid he had a right to express it.

'Mr. Lindsay: The su1gzestion was; that the
Premier should state whether he was pre-
pared to protect those people who went to
work at the Fremantle wharf, and the miew-
her for K~atanning expressed thle opinion
that the Premier shonid make a staltement.
Surely it cannot he held that a member is
imputingl motives when he expresses na
opinion. I oppose your ruling, Mr. Speaker,

for the reasion that if it is given effect to and
.2s taken as a precedent, we might just as
%tell put a stop to the debates in this House.

Hon. W. J. George: I listened very closely
to what the miember for Katanning had to
say and] 1 must confess that I cannot see
whecre Standing Order 132 applies. I did
not gather, from the lion, member's speech,
that hie imputed a motive, improper or other-
wise, lie may have had something at the
lback of his head, bitt if he had he kept it
c-oncealed there. I do not think he made
any personal reflection on the Premier; I
should lie sorry if lie did. The Premier is
responsible for whatever aetion he takes apt]
I have not the slightest doubt that when the
time comies he will make his explanation.
This is an occasion that is much too imn-
portant to thie State and to everyone of us,
110 matter what our views may be, to try to
carnoufi age the question by imputing motives.
If the hion. mnember had put the matter in
this way,. that seeing that those who were
taking the action which was being objected
to, were presumably of the same political
party as, the Premier, and that therefore the
Premier was likely to he influenced by that
fact, then T would say that improper
motives were being imputed. But the hon.
memnber did not even suggest such a thing;
there was no neeessitv for him to go so far.
T differ from the Premier in respect of many
things, but I know that in his high position
lie has to play a man's pert. I cannot agree
with your ruling, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Sampson: I think hon. members
generally will have a goo delo ismah

for the Government-
Mr. Speaker: Order!

Mr. Sampson: In respect of the speechl
of the Leader of the Comitry' Party, I re-
gard it as having been a model of restraint.

3~tleniher Oh!
The Premier:- A model of a perverse in-

I ellect.

Mr. Mrarshall: Don't make a second read-
ing speech; talk to the point of order.

Mfr. Sampson: I realise the hon. mem-
her's; view in this mnatter where a difficult
dluty must be performed. But onl your nl-
;ng, MNr. Speaker, an hon. member need only
s'ry that a statement made was untrue or
improper, to be called to order.

The Premier: So it would be under the
Standing Orders; have you ever read them?
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Mr. Sampson: I have read them. The
Standing Order in question is quite clear.

The Premier: If an hon. member says
that the statement of another hon. member
is untrue, the remark has to be withdrawn.
That is clear under the Standing Orders.

Mr. Sampson: The member for Katanning
read the copy of a telegram. I do not knowv
how a note of interrogation has to he sent
by telegraph, but it seems to me that if one
receives a letter in a private capacity, or in
any other capacity, and it is expressed in the
terms of the telegram that was read, one
would feel it incumbent upon him to send
a reply. The absence of an interrogation
mark is of no significance whatever. The
member for Katanning was most punctili-
ous in the .election of his language, and I
was surprised when the question was raised
about the manner in which he expressed
himself. I intend to vote in support o.f the
motion that the Speaker's ruling be dis-
agreed with.

Mr. Lathami: I am extremely sorry, Mr.
Speaker, that you have given this ruling. I
will admit that you have been generous in
the latitude that you have extended to the
members of this Chamber, hut I am afraid
now that if we interpret Standing Order
132 as you have interpreted it, it will set
a precedent that will be difficult to overcome
in all future discussions in this House. I
understand that your ruling is to the effect
that the member for Ratanning- imputed
motives.

Mr. Speaker: That lie cast a personal
reflection.

IMr. Latham: I cannot even see that there
was any personal reflection. To my mind it
is just a question of the interpretation of a
teleramn. After all, I know that the Premier
would not object to our criticising his posi-
tion as Premier, and his conduct in this
House as Premier of the State. We would]
not he fit to hold our positions in this House
if we did not watch carefully the conduct
of the Government. That is what we are
here for, and I am sorry you have inter-
preted the remarks of the hon. member in
the way that you have done. It is not so
much a matter that concerns the present
debate, bitt it is a question of setting up a
precedent. Your interpretation of Standing
Order 132 will have the effect of narrowing
down debates very much. No doubt a divi-
dion will be called on the motion to dis-

agree with your ruling and I shall be yery
sorry to see the House divide on the matter.
Of course the weight of numbers will ber
against this side.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member is re-
flecting on the House when he says that the
weight of numbers will be against his side.

Mr. Latham: I had no intention of re-
flecting on the House, but I have no desire
that th debate should be restricted in any
way. I am afraid we shall be restricting-
debate if we accept your ruling.

The Premier: I desire to support your
ruling, Mr. Speaker, because I think it is in
conformity with the Standing Order. Apart
from the mere words expressed by the hon.
member in reading the telegram, there was
running through the whole of his remarks
all imputation of motives.

Mr. Davy: Now you are imputing motives.
The Premier: If the hion, member will

allow me to proceed, I will tell him the
motives. I did not make that remark with-
out Intending to justify it, and the hon.

member need not be too anxious to cross-
examine me before I have had an oppor-
tunity to express mly views.

Mr. Davy: There is no need to get cross,
The Premier: I am not in the witness

box to be cross-examined by the youthful
solicitor of this House who adopts the role
of scholmaster to members of the House.

Mr. Speaker: Order!
The Premier: I am not in the habit of

making statements without attempting to
justify them. I am, not here to be cross-
examined before I have had an opportunity
to express my views. Let the hon. member
bear that in mind. He has not in the box
at present a poor insignificant witness whom
he can brow-beat.

Air. Davy: On a point of order, is the
hon. member entitled to stand there and lec-
ture another hon. member?

The Premier: You are always lecturing
the House.

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. member is
entitled, not in an angry way, I hope, to
reply to intejections. It is the evil of in-
terjections that provokes disorder, and I
trust I shall not have occasion to call either
the Premier or the bon. member to order
over across-table conversations and rebukes
of each other.

The Premier: 'My remarks were due to
the fact that before I had uttered ten words
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the hon. member put in a cross-examination
kind of question to me which I think he was
not justified in doing. The remarks of the
member for Katanning were a continuous
imputaion against the Government. le
proceeded to deal with the tearooms strike
which occurred in the city a few years ago,
during which he alleged police protection
was not provided. In dealing with the
Prime Minister's telegram, he imputed the
motive that the Governm~nt would be lack-
ing in their duty and would fail to provide
police protection if it were necessary to-
morrow in the present dispute. There was
an absolute imputation against the Govern-
ment of improper motive;, and that impu-
tation ran right through the hon. member's
remarks. Every member on the other side
of the House who denies that is talking with
his tongue in his check. Mlembers. know
that the vein running right through his-
speech was an imputation of improp2r
motives. Why did he go back to the tea-
room strike, say that the Government
failed to provide police protection and link
it with the present trouble?9 Why did lie
infer, as he did, that the Giovernment would
act again as he considered they acted on
that occasion? I deny his statement that
the Government did so act on that occasion,
but the hon. member imputed motives that
the Government would do so again.

Mr. Thomson: I did not.
The Premier: In saying that the Govern-

ment did not reply to the Prime Minister's
telegram, he imputed that we had not re-
plied because we were not prepared or will-
ing to provide police protection if it was
necessary. That was the imputation lev-
elled against the Government, and running
right through his remarks. I think your rub-
ing is absolutely right, Mr. Speaker, and
every member who followed the trend
of the hon. member's remarks knows there
was an imputation of motives right throughb
his speech.

Mr. Davy: I must confess I have not yet
heard from the Premier what the motive IS.

The Premier: A motive of dereliction oif
duty.

Mr. Thomson: There must be a guilty
,conscience, then.

Mr. Davy: I submit that dereliction of
duty is not an improper motive. An ira-
proper motive surely must mean dishonesty,
not neglect, not weakness, not discourtesy,

or anything of that sort. As I understand
it, there were three points in the remarks
of the mnember for Katanning to which you,
2Mr. Speaker, took exception. First, he said
the language of the telegram contained a
question, and the Premier who received the
telegram said it did not, The member for
Katanning then repeated that it was a
question, and in my opinion you rightly
ruled him out of order under another Stand-
hng Order. Then he went on to read the
telegram so that members might have the
real facts before them, and it became appar-
ent that it did not contain a question, al-
though the words "request" and "ask" were
used in the telegram. Then the hon. member
proceeded to say that in his opinion the
telegram required an answer and that
an answer should have been sent.

The Premier: Why did he link up the
tearooms strike except to impute a motive
for the Government's not replying V

Mr. Davy: That has not been raised by
me. It appears that if the ruling4 is Cor-
rect, and if I desired to address to the House
any remarks expressing the opinion that the
Premier should have answered the telegram,
I should be out of order. Later on, the
member for Katanning went on to the ques-
tion whether the Premier should give an
assurance that police protection would be
provided. The Premier was indignant
that such a question should be asked. The
member for Ratanning persisted that in
his opinion such an assurance should be
given. Sourely if your ruling is as I have in -
dicated, when other members at a later
stage desire to criticise the Government for
not giving the r-sursnee-I am not 'xrs
sing an opinion whether they should do so
or not-they will be out of order. It
amounts to this, that if we are to be ruled
out of order for making such criticisms of
the Government, almost every criticism of
the Government we offer must be out of
order. If that is so, we shall be in a serious
position, and we might as well be out of the
House.

Mr. Sp~aknr: I do not think the hon.
member who has last spoken, and some
others, can have gathered the scone of my
ruling. I referred to the words of this par-
ticular Standing Order 132?. The hon. mem-
her has9 included another Standing Order,
and reference has been snails to it by the
Premier-the Stainding Order relating to
the accepting of a statement of another
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member tiad the hon. member contented
himself with expressions of his own opinion,
I should have allowed him to proceed. I
should never for a moment dream of stop-
ping an expression of honest opinion by any
member. But thi,' case is not on all fours
with that of stopping a tree expression of
opinion. If ever the Government were
guilty of dishonest or dishonourable con-
duct, it would clearly be the duty of the
hon. member or members complaining to
table a motion under wvhich such conduct
could be fully and completely debated and
dealt with by the House. But in ordinary
circumstances it is the commonest rule of
all that you arc to extend to all members
due and proper respect, and to credit then'
with honour and honesty in their speeches
and motives in this Chamber. That can
scarcely be the ease that gave rise to my
ruling.

Air. Thomson: On a point of order-
Mr, Speaker: Order!

Mr. Thomson: I am not suggesting any-
thing dishonourable.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order!
The Premier: You have no right to inter-

rnpt the Speaker.

7Mr. Speaker: The hon. member would
almost make it appear that one is quite
right in stopping him, and that he cannot
restrain his own tongue. The hon. member
as the House will be aware, by implying that
his previous questions had not been properly
or fairly answered, by a reference to the con-
duct of previous Governments on the oc-
casion of a previous strike, and the almost
direct statement that the telegram of the
Prime -Minister required an answer as to
the attitude of the Government in the event
of a strike occurring, asking whether they
would or would not do their duty in up-
holding law and order, surely was beyond
a11 the limits and latitude of our Standin-1
Orders. I allowed the reading of tim tele-
gram but after repeated denials the mem-
ber for Katanning required an assurance,
and it was then, and then only, I gave my
ruling that he was out of order. I trust that
while T am in the Chair I shall always rule
in similar eases. With all due deference
to the House members cannot east
personal reflections or innuendoes uin-
less they are prepared to do it by
specific motion in which the charges are
early stated and every member has an op-

portunity to speak to those particular
charges. By innuendo, insinuation and in-
ference, imputations and reflections cannot
lie cast upon either a Minister of the Crown
or the humblest member of this Chamber.

Mr. Thomson: In view of the remarks
passed by you, Mr. Speaker, and other mem-
bers, I should like to have a few words to
say.

Hon. G. Taylor: I think we had better
have some tea first.

Mr. Thomson: Perhaps so.
The Premier: You have no right to sug-

gest that. You are not in the Chair; you
are not Speaker.

Mr. Thoion: I have no desire to suggest
it; I am prepared to go on.

Thbe Premier: Go on till tine time is called!
It is not your province to call it.

Mr. Thomson: I moved to disagree with
your ruling, but when 1 spoke I had no de-
sire to impute improper motives to anyone.
I respectfully pointed out that if your rul-
ing was carried out, it would effectually de-
bar us for all timei from making a statement
of fadt.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m-

Mr. Thomson: With regard to your nil-
la~g, Mr. Speaker, that T was imputing im-
personal or improper motives, I wish to say
earl y that I have no such intention. I

regret very much that such an interpreta-
tion could be put on my remarks. I also
pcint out, most respectfully, that if we per-
mit the ruling to go on the lines you have,
-,ggested, there wouild never be an oppor-
I unity of debating any subject-matter if the
Minister who might be in charge of it did
not reply. After all, however, the motion
moved by the Leader of the Opposition is
flint which is most important: and I shall
h.ow, Sir, allow your ruling to go to the
Rouse.

Mr. Speaker: It is somewhat out of the
ordinary for the Speaker to rise in
defence of his ruling, more than once
it all events: but I deem this a ques-
tion of some importance, by reason of the
fact that hon. members are under tha
impression that if my ruling were up-
held by the House, the liberty of speech of
hon. members would he curtailed, restricted,
or abolished. I am not alone in taking the
view T do, and I expect hon. members will
have noticed that the Staing- order in
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question does not only allude to improper
motives, but also to all personal reflections
.on members. I want that interpretation to
be placed in the mind of every bon. member
as he is giving a vote. In the British House
.of Commons matters of a similar kind have
been hreated as out of order. In the debates
of 1904, on page 748, hon. members will see
a similar ease of personal reflection or im-
putation that had been made by Mir. Lloyd
George. The Speaker drew the attention
4f the House to those -words, and said-

The hon. member will see that the words
suggest that the right hon. gentleman is netu--ated, in prosecuting for crime, by the it..
worthy motive of punishing persons who are
of different politics from his own. That is
a suggestion which the lion. meniber ought to
withdraw.

In other words, it was out of order. There
Sme a number of instances of this kind. I
submit that what cauised me to call the bon.
member to order was the imputation of pos-
sible misconduct, of dereliction of duty, of
failure to face responsibility if an occasion
arose. The very fact that the Government
are sworn to do their duty sliould be recog-
nised by every member of this House. That
is to say, it should be recognised that the
Government will perform the duties that
are committed to them under their oath
of office. But the hon. member did impute
that there was a doubt. He suggested that
there was a possibility of the Government
not performing their duties. The member
for Kattanning said-

I am not talking about something that may
have happened, but eoneerning something that
actually' did l'nppcn . . . . I do not want to
import any bitterness into the consideration
of this subject, for it is too serious. Here we
have men who, when they were desirous of
obtaining employmnt, have been told that the
only way to get the positions they sought wits
to belong to a certain union.

Andl so on. The reference to something
that had happened wvas repeated. I al-
lowed a considerable amount of latitude
again and again. Moreover, the bon, mem-
ber distinctly stated that the Government
baa been asked whether they would pro-
tect the citizens, and that no answer had
been given to the question asked. This was
repeatedly denied by the Premier. The
Premier informed the lion. member ,mid the
House that the communication was of a
character not demanding a reply; in other
words, that it was a circular issued from
headquarters to every Government and did
not demand a reply. Notwithstanding

that, there was a reiteration that the ques-
tion had never been answered, a statement
that the question had been answered
evasively. All these were more than sug-
gestive of failure on the part of the Gov-
~nimnent to perform their duty, of

unworthy reticence, at least, on the part
of the Government sworn to perform their
duty. It is clear that if we allowed this
accusation by innuendo to prevail, we
would very soon have an exceedingly dis-
orderly House, and that instead of having
free speech we should have absolute licence
of utterance, which is quite different from
freedom of u~tter'ance. a want hon. mem-
bers to bear that distinction in mind, and
to remember that if one hln member
wishes to accuse another hon. member of

all offence, of dereliction of duty, of failure
to meet his obligations, or of -any other
offence which can be recognised by this
House. it is his duty, not to introduce that
matter upon a general debate, but to give
notice of motion of a substantive charac-
ter, a motion, in this instance, that would

put thle Government properly on their de-
fence and confine the matter to the subject
of the innuendo or accusation. For that
reason I gave the hon. member more than
one warning, and ultimately felt it my
duty, in the interests of the House, to cur-
tail his speech. If I may presume in-
directly to inform members, when it is a
matter of fact, as this wasl, whether a ques-

tion had or had not been asked of the
Government demanding a reply, an accu-
sation having been made of a character
denied by the person responsible, the de-
nrial ought bonourably to be accepted. The
reply was not satisfactory, hut had to be
accepted in accordance with the rules of
the House. if it was not deemed to be
in accordance with the facts, the hon. mem-
ber aggrieved would at all times have the
course open to him of tabling a motion and
having the point of difference fully and
completely debated. So that my ruling is
really in defence, and not in curtailment,
of freedom of speech.

Motion put, and a division taken with
the following result:--

Ayes .. .. .. .. 3
Noes . . . .23

Majority against .. 5
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Mr. Angelo
11r. Rerned
Mr. Brown
Mr. D~Y7
Mr, George
Mr. Griffiths
Mr. E. B. Johnston
Sir. Whtiam
Mr. Lindsay
Mr. Mann

Mr. Ohesson
Mr. Clydesdale
Mr. Collier
Mr. Corboy
Mr. Coverley
Mr. Oulanebam
Mr. Heron
Miss Holmaa
Mr. Kensaly
Mr. Kennedy
Mr. Lamond
Mr. Lutey

P
ATMs.

Mr. Mata
Mr. Stubbs

ArmCS.

None

Sir James
Air. itichardsi
Mr. Sampson
Mr. J. H. on
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Thomson
Mr. C. P. Wal
Mr. North

Mr. Maraball
Mr. MaCaliur
Mr. ililiosto
Mr. Mulst
Mr. Rowe
Mr. steea
Mr. J. M. 83a
Mr. A. Wan
Mr. Wilieck
Mr. Withers
Mr. Pazion

Ar.

rMr.

Noma.
Wilson
W. D~. J

Motion thns negatived.

Debate resumed.

Mr. THOMSON: I was quoting from the
Press report of the Premier's statement andl
was endeavouring to draw comparisons be-
tween his attitude when an appeal was made
to him, and his attitude on the present occa-
sion. May I now draw'attention to the
statement made by the disputes committee.
A resolution wasi carried at the Trades Hall
yesterday afternoon as follows-

The disputes committee and representatives
of the various organisations likely to be in-
volved in the waterside dispute, view with the
utmost indignation the attitude of the Federal
Government in refusing the urgent request of
11r, Phitlip Collier for the exemption of West-
ern Australia from the licensing provisions of
the Transport Workers Act. Any system of
indentured labour, by licenses or otherwise, is
totally opposed to the principles of organised
Labour, and is in direct opposition to the Aus-
tralian sentiment.

All I can say is I wish to God that was the
true sentiment of Australia. Unfortunately
we know there are restrictions of another
kind imposed by those gentlemen who passed
that recolution. I went to make a compari-
son between the indignation that has been
expressed by that committee ana the atti-
tude of the Prime Minister in not imme-
diately agreeing to suspend the Transport

Workers Act at Fremantle. For severs
Sweeks the transport of this State was heke

up. Quite a large number of people suf
iS fered serious losses, but I did not notict

any evidence of the indignation, any keer

Dsbrougb anxiety in those gentlemen to see that tht
men whose ease they have now taken ur

(filer.) returned to work. Comparisons do not re
fleet very great credit on the attitude of
those gentlemen who claim that they desire
to see the laws of the land obeyed. I anm

a not going to weary the House. I have made
n my remiarks with the sincere desire to de

what is best for the people of Western Aus-
tralia. After all, that is what our duty is.

stb While wve may have different viewpoints,
abrough nevertheless, if I were to break the law of

the lend I feel sure that very quickly the
Police Department would take charge of me,

(Tlf1 or that at all events a charge would be laid
against me.

12r. Lutey: You would not remain silent
under it.

obuses Mr. THOMSON: The hons, member who
made that interjection has remained silent
for three weeks while the law of the land
was being broken.

Mr. Lutey: I certainly do not try to
make things worse.

Mr. THOMSON: I do not try to make
things worse.

Mr. Lutey: That is what you are doing-.
Mr. THOMSON: There again we get the

different viewpoint. We have a duty to,
perform to every section of the State, to,
see that the ordinary channels of commerce
are kept open to all. No section has any
right to inflict injustice on any other section
of the community. I believe there are hun-
dreds and thousands of men and women in
Australia who are looking to an Act that
will give every man an opportunity to earn
his living. That is the crux of the question
with which we are faced to-day. I hope
that when the Premier is replying he will
'give the reasons why he did not reply to the
appeal made by the Prime Minister for his
co-operation and assistance.

The Premier: You have not shown any-
thing for me to reply to.

Mr. THOMSON: So far nothing has:
been done. We have asked what are the inten-
tions of the Government. We are entitled
to ask that. We are here to conserve the
privilegesg of the people, privileges foughit

105:
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for by, our forefathers. Surely we are en-
tidled to ask the Government their inten.-
tion, as to whether law and order or 6hao-
is to prevail.

Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid the hon.
member is getting very near to a repetition
-of the same fault as he committed before.

Mr. THOMSON: I hope when the Pre-
mier does reply he will clearly indicate what
the intentions of his Government are. Cr-
tainly it will ser-c to satisfy very many
people. For I am voicing, not only my own
views, but those of hundreds outside the
House who desire to know the intentions of
the Government. The country has the right
to know what is going to be done in respect
-of our waterfront. I will support the
motion.

HON. W. J. GEORGE (Murray-Welliw'-
ton) [7.53] : 1 am sorry we should have
tbad a little disturbance, but probably it will
'clear the air. The object of the Leader or
the Opposition in bringing this matter be-
fore the House was to let the people of the
State know that members of Parliament are
not sitting silently for three weeks and say-
ing nothing, but are merely awaiting the
,coming of that time when, whatever they
may decide to do, shall be done to help
bring about a cessation of the trouble. The
Premier has given uts to understand that
when the occasion came for a declaration of
the policy of his Government, he would be
prepared to give it. But he resented, he
said, attempts being made to force him to
give a premature declaration of his inten-
tions. I suppose there is not a member in
the House who does not sincerely deplore
the occasion that has arisen. I doubt if any
'member can really give a fair explanation
of what has led to the position. It is easy
to make accusations as to this and that
being done for political purposes, but that
is not going to the root of the question.
What the country is anxious about is that
whatever is done shall be done to preserve
obedience to the laws of the country. No
xnan that disobeys those laws has a right to
remain in the country. Possibly sontic would
attempt to draw a distinction between the
laws of the Commonwealth and ther~e of the
State. But that is not a matter upon which
any distinction can be made. Rightly or
wrongly, the Commonwealth Government
have taken a decided stand. Some of ius
may think it should have been taken long

ago, while others may think it is premature.
However, this debate will serve the purpos;e
of showing the people of the State that
Parliament is alive to the importance awll
urgency of the position. Whether we can
justly expect the Premier at this juncture
to deliver himself as to what he is going
to do tinder hypothetical eircumstances, is
at question that each member can ask him-
self. I do not propose to put any sueh
question to the Premier. As you, Sir, have
remarked, he and his Ministers have taken
oath, and that oath binds them to maintain
the law of the country. Until the Premier
fails to do that, it is premature to attempt
to force an opinion from him. Another
thing: while, without doubt, there is great
anxiety amongst the people of the State,
there has not yet been any outspoken de-
claration of that anxiety. The position ini
Western Australia, indeed all through Aus-
iralia, in regard to the dispute, is compli-
cated; because quite a large body of men are
agreeing to carry on frcording to the law,
while another large body of men are refus-
ing to wvork. Underlying the speech of the
member for Katanning (Mr. Thomson), pro-
bably, is the thought that it cannot be long,
it may be only a few hours, before some
decision will have to be arrived at, and that
decision may be forced by the placing of
free labour on the ships. The anxiety in
the mind of the hon. member probably is
as to whether, if that free labour starts to
work and there should be a repetition of
what happened at Port Adelaide a few days
ago, action will be taken and what
action will the Government take ?
That, probably, is what the hon. member
would like to know. However, it is for the
Premier to say whether or not he will make
some declaration on that point. The posi-
tion is very awkward for him. I do not
think we have any right to prejudge him.
because his political opinions may he on
the same lines as those held by the men who
are not working. If tho occasion arises
when he does not do his duty, I hope all
members of the House will consider what
they shall say to the Premier, not as individ-
uals, but as the representatives of the peo-
ple of the State. This is not the occasion
when we can discuss the conditions of the
dispute. That may come later. It seems
to me the matter rests with the Premier,
as to what he is prepared to say and do.
It may be that he will allay anx iety in the
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country by statting what his Government are
prepared to do. That is entirely at matter
for the freewill of the Premier himself. We
have no right to force him in the matter.
If he chooses to tell us, well and good, but
if-he does not do so, he is within his rights.

LMR. BROWN (Pingelly) [8.2]: 1 look
upon this as rather a serious matter. The
effects of the strike are already seen in the
country. In some of the small towns it is
impossible to get more than a couple of
pounds of sugar.

Mrx. Sleeinan: 'Whose fault is that?

Mr. BROWN: I will explain, if the hon.
member has patience. We know that the
strike is a serious one, and that the finances
of the State are held up. There is a large
amount of wool in 'Western Australia that
cannot be either sold or shipped sway. The
warehouses are full, end the railways atre
not able to transport any more wool to Fre-
mantle. It is possible in times of stress and
unemployment for free labour to be offer-
inig. I understand that at F-remantle no
such labour is as. yet offering. There is
something peculiar about that. One is forced
to the conclusion that there is a certain
amount of intimidation there. We know
what happened in Adelaide when there was
a riot or revolution. The Premier of the
State said that law and order must be main-
tained. The police were reinforced, they
were placed on the wharves, and all further
trouble ceased. In Victoria, Mr. Hogan, the
Labour Premier, is maintaining law and
order. He i4 not afraid to say that law and
order must he maintained. The police are
being reinforced from the country, and are
tr ying to rtop disorders in Melbourne. Un-
less the Premier will give an. assurance that
law and order will be maintained here, no
man will want to work at Fremantle for
fear his head will 'be knocked off. It is pos-
sible that in some dark corner at man's,
brains may be knocked out. We know what
happened in Queensland, where farmers are
loading vessels with their sugar. They
wanted to get rid Of that commodity in order
to maintain their wives9 and families. Our
farmers want to get rid of their wheat and
pay their debts. What is going to happen
to Western Australia if this strike continues?
All we want is an assurance. from the Pre-.
mier that he will uphold law and order.

If'any trouble occurs, we want to know that
!ic will see that the law is obeyed.

Mr. Corboy: What did you do to the free
workers when you were on strike?

Mr.' BROWN: We have a certain amount
at stake in this country, and we want to see
that our trade and commnerce are not dis-
orgainised. We have not asked for any-
thing unjust. I should be sorry to see people
who are earning their living in other pur-
suits take the place of the workers at Fre-
mantle. There are sufficient workers there
to work the ships. I am glad to know tbere
is no diisorder in Fremantle. We have
enotugh waterside workers there for the
loading and unloading of all the ships. We
know, however, that they are amalgamated
with the Australian Waterside Workers.
NO one knows how far this strike will go.

Mr. Panton: That applies to the ship-
ping companies.

Mr, BROWN: It may he if one big union
takes a hand we shall all have to go out on
strike, and that other unions will follow.
That is not a very nice prospect to con-
template. The question is a simple one.
The Premier has only to give an assurance
that law and order will be maintained. To
whom shall we look for the maintenance of
law and order if not to the Premier? I
do not say that the Premier will cheek the
police. If a man transgresses, the police
w-ill have to Play their part. Unless suffi-
cient police are put on the wharf, what
will be the result?

The Minister for Works: How many do
you want?

Mr. BROWN: That depends on the natuire
of the strike.

The Premier: I will ask for an escort to
see you home.

Mir. BROWN: I can always defend my-
self against one man, but not against half
a9 dozen, or against a piece of wood aimed
ait mec around a corner, or against bombs.
I am glad to know that our waterside
workers have been orderly. That is a credit
to Western Australia. The position is a
delicate one, and my sympathies go out to
the Premier. If lie handles the matter tact-
fully and does not rush into it bald-headed,
by careful man agement he may be Able to
accomplish what he is aiming at quietly.
We never know when it will be necessary
to afford Protection. That is the whole
trouble. I hope the Premier will give -as
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an assurance that law and order will bo
maintained in Western Australia if the
occasion arises.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier-
Boulder) [8.10,1: Were it not that I know
the Leader of the Opposition so well, I
should he inclined to say that this motion
was moved for political measons, bus I know
that no such thought has entered his head.
I am, however, entitled to ask what is the
ojbject of the motion WVbat purpose has
this discussion served? Ini what way will it
help towards a solution of the difficulty? I
have never listened to a debate in this House
so entirely barren of any suggestions, of
Anything useful that might be done to meet
the situation. We have been treated merely
to a rehash of the things we have read in
the papers for days past, of things with
which we are acquainted. Not one member
who has addressed himself to the subject
has made the slightest suggestion of any-
thling the Government might do. There has
been no charge against the Government or
a suggestion of a dereliction of duty. What
good is this motion going to do? What is
the object of it; merely to waste an evening
in rambling round in a circle, as it were,
without any suggestions being offened that
might overcome the difficulty.

Mr. Stubbs: You will admait it is giving-
us a bad name.

Mr. Thomson: The member for Pingelly
Asked you a question.

The PREMIER: And the member for
INatanning asked an equally stupid ques-
tion. He was asking hypothetical questions,
such as if something should happen next
week or the week after, or someone should
refrain from doing something and someone
cOse should do soniething, what would be the
attitude of the Government? That brings
me to the telegram sent by the Prime Min-
ister, regarding which the member for Katt-
anning, is so much concerned because the
Government made no reply. I say at once
that had the Government replied to that
telegram we should have heen false to our
trust as the Government of a sovereign
State.

Mr. Thomson: The Prime Minister ap-
pealed to you.

The PREMIER: What right have the
Commonwealth Government to put any
rtate Government into the dock and ask
them what the yare going to do? It is an
impertinence.

Mr. Thomson: It was an appeal,
The PREMIER: If the Prime Minister

did ask the question and exzpected an
answer, it was an impertinence to ask any
St'ate Government whether they intended to
ebserve their own laws.

Mr. Thomson: He only appealed to you.
The PREMIER: This Government are

uot amenable to or uinder the discipline or
control of the Federal Government. Have
I any right to ask the Prime Minister
w-hether he will do a certain thing in the
event of something taking place? I have
no such right, and no member has a right.
The member for Katanning wantis the Gov-
ernment to go around rattling a sword. No
Governtnent has any right to threaten any
of its citizens, or to say to any of them,
law-abiding as they ]lave been in this State,
"If you do so andl so, I will do this with
you." We have no right to threaten the
people. The time for the aovernment to
act is when the law has heen broken. It is
tt ot for us to threaten the people, and to
&-o about the matter. a,- 4ie hon. member
would. I ean imagine him emulating the
Premier of South Australia, or going even
one better, as he always desires to do.
Strange to say, the State whose Premier
first -replied to the Prime Minister's tele-
gram, offering all kinds of things, such as
police, military and everything else, was the
one in which disorder first occurred. That
kind of thing, including threaitening of citi-
zens as to what the Government are likely
to do, is not conducive to the preservation
or order. it does not tend to make people
more law abiding-. People are not to be
threatened, and it is not the province of the
Governmeut--it would be highly improper
for them to do so-to threaten citizens so
long as they maintain peace. What more
do hon. members want? The member for
Pingelly (Mr. Brown) and the member for
Katanning (Mr. Thomson) want the Gov-
ermnent. to get up on the housetops and
issue proclamations and declarations as to
their intentions, and as; to what they will
Jo in circumstance:; that may never arise!

Mr. Brown: You ought to be prepared.
The PREMTER: Does praparation mean

threatening the people?
31r. Brown: But you are not prepared!
The PRFMIR: What (Io you know

,:bont it! The hon. member does not know
inythnr at all. B3eause I hare not climbed
to the top of the highest steeple, and waved]
my arms about and threatened citizens,
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what right has he to assume that the Gov-
ernment are unmindful of their obligations?
It is wrong and improper for anyone, par-
ticularly for any member of this House, to
adopt such an attitude. It is an imputation,
as you, Mlr. Speaker, said some time ago,
against the Government. It is an imputa-
tion that they are lacking in their duty, be-
cause they have not issued a deciaration as
to what they are about to do. I am not
going to make any such declaration, nor yet
to threaten any of our citizens. The Gov-
ernment 'will net as occasion demands, ac-
cording to the best judgment of the Govern-
itent for the time hejair. The Government
will be responsible to the people of this
State for every action they take. That is
all I am going to say in that regard. Now,
with reference to the strike or the trouble
itself, I say at once that I think the men
were wrong in not accepting the Beeby
award. I think they should have accepted
it and the men, after having been out
of work some time, have come to that con-
clusion themselves. On the other hand I
repeat what I said in the "West Australian"
this morning: The fact that no ships have
been unloaded this afternoon at Fremantle
hi, due to the action of the Federal Govern-
ment. We have a copy of the Federal Bill.'
Mfembers have talked about the law that
should be obeyed and have declared that
sit the law asks is that men shall register
tinder the law, but surely every man who is
asked to obey a law and who is asked to
regyister himself for employment, is entitled
to know, before he is asked to do that, what
the law actually is! Is there any hon.
member in the House tonight -who knows
what the Commonwealth law is? Is there
any lion. member who has read the Act?
Ts there any hon. member who knows one
line or wvord or letter of the regulations
under whieh men are asked to register them-
selves? Not one!

Ron. Sr James Mitchell: We have read
the Aet, of course.

The PREMTER: You have not!
Hon. Sir ,Tames Mitchell: Of course we

have not rot the Act itself.
Hlon. 0 Tiulr: The Bill is the Act.
The PREMIR: I have a copy. of the

Bill a,; it was. read the first time in the Fed-
eral Hows" of Parliament. The Act itself
has not rrpAhed here yet.

E7on. 04 Tivior: Assuming that the Act
is the sr-pe

The PRI-'flER: But we do not know.
We know only what we have read in the

Press. We have a copy of the Bill as it was
introduced the first time, and men are being
condemned to-day for not registering under
the regulations! I say it was a most im-
proper and wholly un-British thing for the
Federal Government to ask men to register
under n set of regulations, when the men
have not seen those regulations and no copy
of them is obtainable in the State, On many
occasions we have heard the member for
West Perth (Mrv. Davy) give us his views
regarding Acts of Parliament that provide
for the making of regulations. He has de-
dlared that it is the duty and responsibility
of Parliament to say in Acts of Parliament
what is required and what is meant, not to
leave it to a Government to carry out by
way nf regulations.

Air. Davy: I still say that, too.
The PREMTER:- I know the hon, mem-

ber does.
Mr. Davy:; I do not believe in this type

of legislation.
The PREMIER: Here is the BiU. Let

me read it to hon. members. I have no
doubt most hion. members have not read it
It says-

This Act may be cited as the Transport
Workers Act of 192$. In this Act unless the
contrary intention appears, "transport work-
ers"' means the persons effering for or en-
gaged in wo-rk in or in connection -with the
provision of services in the transport of per-
sons or goods in relation to trade or commerce
by sea with other countries or among the States.

The next clause says-

The Governor General may make regulations
which, notwithstanding any thing in any other
Act, shall have the force of law with respect to
the employment of transport workers in any
particular, for the regulation of the engage-
meat, service, discharge of transport workers
and the licensing of persons as transport work-
ers and for the regulation of or prohibiting the
employment of unlicensed persons as transport
workers and for the protection of transport
workers.

Hon. G. Taylor: Was that clause not
amended?

The PREMTIER: I do not know. We
have not a copy of the Act in the State.

Hon. G. Taylor: I am not wire, but I
think that clause was amended.

The PREIER: While it is important
that we have not a copy or the Act itself,
the most important fact is that we have
not a copy of the remulations. U~nder the
latter clause, the Government have full
power to set aciidc all or any Act of Par-
liamaent and to frame any kind of regula-
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Lion they may deem fit. The ltunpers were
asked to register under those regulations,
but those men do not know what the regu-
lations contain. They may provide for a
lations. contain. They may provide for a wage
of 5s. per day; they may provide for the
deportatLion of waterside workers tinder a
given set of circumstances; they may pro-
vide for their execution, for all they know 1
Surely men are entitled to see the regula-
tions, and read them, and know what they
are to sign.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They do not
sigi., of course,

The PREMIER: But they register un-
der those regulations.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Those regu-
lations may be varied every week.

The PREtMIER: Yes.
Mr. Davy: lDo yen know what the form~

of registration is?
The PREMIER-. I do not.
Mr. Davy: That could be easily ascer-

tained.
The PREMIER: r suppose so.
Mr. Davy: What do they actually do?
The PREMIER: I d4- not know.
lion. G. Taylor: A commissioner was

appointed locally.
The PREThR:. At eny rate the men

aire asked to register tinder the regulations.
Mr. Panton: They pay their bob and

take their chance!
The PREMIER: So far as the men are

concerned and as far as we know, they are
asked to sign a blank cheque.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: Their leaders
in the Eas;tern States who have seen the
regulations and know them, hare advised
the men to accept them.

The PREMIER: That does not matter;
would the hon. member sign a contract be-
cause John Smith signed a contract in some
other part of the State?

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: What is the
good of the union sending men to a con-
ference in ti- Eastt-rn States, if they do
not take notice of what is recommended?

The PREMIER: Would the bon. mem-
ber signr a blank chequie merely because
somebody else suggested he should do so?

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: But the water-
side workers sent their delegates across for
a certain purpose, and now they -will not
follow their advice.

The PREMIER: That is not the ques-
tion.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrrugh: It is; and you
are evading it,

The PREIER: The hon. member talks
shout evading the point! That may be
quite right according to thi, views of the
hion. member who prefers foreigners to
Britishers. Hfe would Dot have Britishers
if he could get foreigners.

'Mr. C. 1'. Wan abrough:. Yes, because
they do the work.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
The PREMIER: The hon. member would

prefer a foreigner every time to a Brit-
isher whether he was a unionist or not. He
is a good sample of a Western Australian!

Mr. Sleem an: He wants the Southern
Europeans on the wharf.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: That is merely
evading the question.

The PREMNIER: It is a very direct
answer to the question. No matter what
these mien may do, they would be wrong in
the mind of a man who prefers foreigners
to British ers.

Mr. Them son: Now you are imputing
motives I

The PREMIER: Nothing of the sort.
Mr. Thomson: Yes, you are,
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
The PREMIER: I am merely stating a

fact. The hon. member said in this House
that lie preferred foreigners to Britishers
and I hAre merely repeated his own state-
ment.

M)Lr. C. P. W1arisbi-ough: And I will say
so again.

The PREMIER: There is no imputation
of motives when X1 repeat what the hon.
member himse~lf has said!

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: At any rate
that sort of airgument will get you no-
where. Why not stick to the question?

The PREMIER:- I am sticking to it too
much to suit the hon. member. He would
deport British cr5 if he had his way.

Mr. C. P. Wanabrough: J would send
a shipload of them away.

The PREMIER: They would not be
foreigners who would be shipped away.
That is a strong point with the hon. mem-
ber.

Mr. Thomson: You know that is not
correct; you are imputing inotives your-
self now, and you have no right to do so.

The PREMIER: I emn not imputing
mnotives at all, btut merely repeating whet
the hon. member said.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: I said, for cer-
tain puirposes.

Mr. Thomson:- And it is not right for the
Premier to make such a statement.
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The PIREMI1ER: it is perfectly fair.
Mr. C. P. Wunsbrouigh: It is a weak

argument.
The PRE IIER: I hope it is a better

argument than the hon member put for-
wvard in favour of foreigners in preference
to Britishers.

M.C. P. Wainmbrough: You are evading
the question.

The PREMIIER : The men are asked to
register undler these regulations.

Mr. Thomson: Just the same as men arc
asked to register-

The PREMIE R: The member for Rat-
firming has gabbled long enough to-day!

Mr. Thomson: You don't.
The PREMIER: He wandered on for

hours, and kept going round in a circle all
the time. He gave us his usual dose of
reading from nusapers, from printed docu-
mnents and from what someone else said.

Mr. Thomson: 'You did not like it too
much!

The PREM1IER: The hon. member spok-'
at greater length than the Leader of the
opposition. r want to ask the Leader of
the Opposition to bear in mind the feelings
of hon. members generally. I ask him to try-A
to curtail the remarks he feels called upon
to make in this House, for no matter for
how long he may speak, the other leaders on
his side of the House will always speak for
a longer period. While we and others may
be pleased to hear the Leader of the Op-
position speak from time to time, we do
trust that he will bear in mind that we shall
be inflicted subsequently with a much
longer speech.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: With more sting-
In it, too.

Mr. Thomson: What about Standing
Order 132 now?

The PREMIER: I am not imputing-
motives.

Air. Thomson: No. it does not suit now.
Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The bon. mem-

ber must withdraw that statement.
Mr. Thomson: Why, Mr. Speaker? T

did not impute an 'y motives to you.
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member cast

a distinct reflection upon the Chair. He
said. "it did not suit now."

Mr. Thomson: No. I most respectfully
deny having cast any reflection upon the
Chair.

Mr. SPEAKER: Very well. The Premie-
mav proceed.

The PREMIER: It is wrong in principle
for a Government, to make regulations in
such circumstances, but it is a thousand
times more wvrong when people who repro-
sent a section of our citizens who will be
subject to those regulations, which represent
the law, have not been allowed an oppor-
tunity to even see them. They have not been
allowed to read them, and do not know what
those regulations containt.

iMr. Corboy: They have not had that
opportunity yet.

The PREMIER - What kind of an action
is it for the Commonwealth Government to
enforce the regulations in this State when
not a copy of those regulations has reached
the State? Farncy asking the citizens to
obey a law they have never seen ana know
nothing about, except what they have' read
in the newspapers! However jmistiflable the
action may have been on the parf of the
Federal Government with: regard t1 Mel-
bourne or Adelaide or aiiy of the other
States where no doubt they have seen the
Act and the regulations, no member'here
will say that it is a proper or right thing
for the Government to enforce a law against
the section of the citizens of the Common-
wealth before those citizens have ever seen
that law and do not know its contents. And
because those citizens have refused' to regis-
ter, the Commonwealth deprive them of the
right to work.

Mr. Lindsay: According to the "'Daily
News" the men were working this afternoori.

The PREMIER. Perhaps the Federal
Government discovered the error of their
ways, hut certainly the men were stopped
yesterday because they would not register
under a law about which they knew nothing.
Not one copy of the Act or the regulations
has found its way into Western Australia.

Mr. Angelo: Have ay steps been taken
to get copies?

The PREMIER: Yes. I searched the
town yesterday and to-day, without result.
What is to be said of a Government that
stops men from wor-king, that holds up the
trade of a port when men arc working un-
der the law of the land-the Commonwealth
Arbitration Act? Tnue, those men had
ceased work, but they were working yester-
day under an award of the Federal Arbi-
tration Court and the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment stopped them from continuing, de-
claring, "No, you must not work unless you
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comply with our Act." Then, as reasonable
citizens, they were entitled to say, "Where
is your Act?" If one of those lumpers con-
sulted the member for West Perth in his
professional capacity and said, "Before I
proceed to work and register under this Act
and its regulations, do you think that I shall
be in any way compromising my principles
or rights as a citizen if I do register?" The
hon. member would be quite unable to ad-
vise his client.

Mr. Davy: I would like to know just what
it is that these people are asking.

The PREMIER: The men are being
asked to register under an Act and its regul-
lationa. The regulations contain all kinds
of pains and penalties, so far as we know.
The member for West Perth would not be
able to offer any advice.

Mr. Davy: I am asking what it is they
would be asked to do.

The PREMIER: The lumper would sa 'y,
"I am asked to register under a Common-
wealth Act and its regulations; can you ad-
vise me as to whether I am in any way pre-
judicing my rights as a citizen in doing
that?" The hon. member would be unable
to offer any advice because lie would not
have seen the Act or its regulations. They
may contain anything at all. It is a blank
cheque these men are asked to sign. There
may be terms and conditions in those regii-
lations unheard of. That is the position in
Western Australia to-day, and it is a posi-
tion that has been brought about by tha
Commonwealth Government. However jus-
tified the Commonwcalth may have been in
the action they have taken in the Eastern
States, I say ithey have done a most im-
proper and monstrous thing so far as West-
ern Australia is concerned. It is outrag-
eous. Any Government ought to be chal-
lenged for endeavouring to enforce on the
citizens an Act and regulations that those
citizens have never seen.

Mr. Kenneally: And when the men were
peaceably working!

The PRtEMIER: Yes, peaceably working
under the law of the land, working in comn-
pliance with a Federal award. Why should
they be prevented from continuing their
work just because they had not registered
under an Act they had not seen?9

Mr. Lindsay: They did not know that Act
had been passed when they went back to
work.

The PREMIER: Nobody in this State
knew it until a wire was received in reply
to my telegram as to whether the Act was
to apply to Western Australia. We know
tbat there are ports of the Commonwealth
which are exempt. It does Dot apply to
Sydney, Albany, Bunbury, Newcastle and
some others.

Mr. Lindsay: How do we know it does
not apply?

The PREMIER: Because the Prime Min-
ister has said so, and he said also that it
would apply to Fremantle.

Mr. Lindsay: He did not say so until
yesterday.

The PREMIER: He said it applied to all
the ports where the men were on strike.
There was no strike yesterday at Fremantle;
the men had resumed work. I venture to
say that the majority of the citizens of
this State, certainly of the metropolitan
area, believed when the men returned to
work on Friday last that the Act was not
going to apply to Western Australia.
Ninety-nine per cent, of the people were
surprised when they learned yesterday that
the Act was to apply to Fremnantle.

Mr. Mann: The newspapers indicated last
week that there was a probability of trouble
on the following Monday.

The PREMIER: The newspapers know
no more than we know. Does the hon. mem-
ber expect us to accept everything that ap-
pears in the newspapers?

The Minister for Railways: The printed
word.

The PREMIER: This, too, should be re-
membered, that the Act was passed by a
dying Parliament, by a defunct House.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Oh, no!
The PREMIER: Oh, yes. It wag the

last day and the last sitting. It is three
years since the Parliament went to the
people, and before they appeal to the people
again the Government are enforcing their
will upon the citizens. Does the hon. menm-
ber say that the Federal Government have
the endorsement of the people at the pre-
sent time. just because they were elected
three years ago? Work was being carried
on at the wharves in Fremantle until the
Federal Government intervened yesterday.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Was there no
stoppnage at all at Fremantle?

The PREMIER: There was a stoppage
and it was wrong; but yesterday the men
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were back at work, and the Commonwealth
Government stopped them. It has to be re-
membered also that all hon. members in this
House object strongly to regulations.

Mr. Thomson: If the men registered, they
call all work.

The PREMIER: Of course. The hon.
member would have them sign a blank
cheque. Does the hon. member know under
what conditions the men have to register,
what conditions are likely to be imposed?

Mr. Thomson: No worse than the con-
ditions imposed on the men by their union
regulations.

Members: Ohl

The PREMIER: The hon. member always
raises his voice against government by regu-
lation. The position is intensified tenfold
when regulations axe passed and Parliament
is closed. There is no opportunity to lay
the regulations on the Table of the House
so that they might be disallowed. The
Tr-ansport Workers Bill was passed and
Parliament closed; it was the final sitting of
that Parliament and the regulations were
afterwards made by the Government and
there was consequently no opportunity for
the voice of the people to be heard through
their representatives in that Parliament.

Mr. Thomson: When you draft regula-
tions here you can carry them in this House
by force of the numbers behind you; it is
just the same thing.

The PREM'hIER: Is there no benefit to
the people even though the Government
mnight have the majority to enable them to
ear -y the regulations?

Mr. Thomson: The Federal Parliament
have only done what you have often done.

The PREMIER: Will the bon. membe-
at this late hour tell me just what he sug-
gests should be done. He failed to make
any suggestion while on his feet except that
we should make a declaration about the
poliee.

TMr. Thomson: I do knowv that the Prime
Minister made ani appeal to you for your
co-operation.

The PREMIER: Yes, and I have ex-
pressed my opinion about that too.

Mr. Thomson: You ienored that.
The PREMIER: I did. I would be re-

creant to my duity if I recognised the right
of the Prime Minister to question me about
the laws of this country.

Mr. Thomson: It was an appeal; not ai
demand.

The PREMIER: it was an impertinent
appeal, and it would have been an im-
pertinent question for any member of this
House to ask the Government what it was
intended to do in the eveut of something hap-
pening. What right has any member to as-
sume that there are going to be happenings
which will call for intervention? XWhat
right has anyone to assume that our citizens
are going to break the law and that the
Government will not do their duty? HEon.
members seem to be anxious to make po-
litical capital out of this, but they cannot
wait for the stage when action is called for.

Mr. Thomson: Now you are imputing
mot ives.

The PREMIER: They want to step in
and anticipate; they want to know what we
are going to do and why we are not going
around rattling the sword and the sabre.,

Air. Thomson: We do not suggest that.
We know what has happened in the Eastern
States.

The PREMIER: Ini the first 25 minutes
South Australia proclaimed to the world
what it was going to do. That is the State
where the most trouble occurred.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Victoria was
more troublesome.

The PREMIER: The trouble existed in
South Australia to a greater extent. In
Western Australia there has been no trouble
and no disorder.

Mr. Thomson:- No disorder!
The PREMIER: Does the hon. member

think it is no offence to organise labour to
take sides in a dispute?

Mr. Thomson: No, bunt one might almost
be pardoned for having certain doubts.

The PREMIER: Doubts about what?
Mr. Thomson: About the statement you

made just now.
Mr. Marshall: Do not waste time over

him.
The PREMIER: Having doubts! The

hon. member, of course, if he were here, 1
have no doubt would turn himself into an
employer and would rush down and engage
men and act the part of an employer of
private labour.

M r. Thomson: You are not imputing
motives now! Look at Standing Order 132
that was quoted so frequently to-night.

The PREMTER: I should like some
other section; I do not think 132 is drastic
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enough so far as the hon. member is con-
cerned.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
The PREMIER: What is the object of

the motion? What purpose has it served?
Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: To find out where

you stand.
The PREMIER: Well, the hon. member

has only succeeded in my making it muore
plain where he stands. I have merely em-
phasised the hon. member's attitude.

Mr. Thomson: By imputing motives.
Then PREMIER: If something had hasp-

pened and the Government had failed to
take : action, it would have been quite the
right thing for any member to move in this
House, but so far the Government have not
come into the dispute in any respect what-
ever. There has been no suggestion of the
Governmtent ihaving failed to do anything
that it was their duty to do; we have not
come into the dispute at all. It is not our
function to provide employment on the ships
or to enforce the Commonwealth Arbitration
Act. It has nothing to do with us. So I say
thei motion serves no purpose whatever, ex-
cept that it has enabled us, and I hope the
people of this State, to know that the Gov-
ernment have not taken the outrageous at-
titude of enforcing the law on the citizens
when they have never seen the law and do
not know what it contains.

Hon., Sir JTames Mitchell: I am afraid
that is usually the ease.

The PREMIER: No, it is not. No law
is ever proclaimed here unless it has beeni
printed and is available to the citizens.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No one ever
see it.

Mr. Sampson: People would have to
spend their lives in reading.

The PREMTER : During the discussion
someone suggested that the Act does not
Metsaide the Arbitration Court award.

Mon. Sir James Mitchell: It does not,
either.

The PREMIER: The bon. miember is not
in a position to say that because it will de-
pend upon the regulations.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No.
The PREMIER: This Act gives power-
Hen6. Sir James Mitchell: When it suits

you to call it an Act, you call it an Act,
but when it suits you to call it a Bill , you
call it a Bill..

The PREMIER: Well, this Bill.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Stick to one
thing or the other.

The PREMIER: It gives powver to make
regulations and set aside any other Act.
It says, "Notwithstanding anything in any
other Act," and that includes the Arbitra-
tion Act. It gives the Government power
to set aside the Arbitration Act and conse-
quently an award. I am not saying that the
Federal Government are doing that, but it
gives them the power by regulation to annul
the Arbitration Act.

Hon. Sir James Mlitchell: They cannot set
aside an award.

T he PREMIER: Of course they can.
The Minister for Justice: They can say

that all awards are set aside.
The PREMIER: It gives the Federal

Government supreme power to do anything.
MAr. C. P. Wansbrough: They wvould not

interfere with any award.
The PREMIER: They could include a

regulation to hang the hon. member without
it trial. A Government with a Parliament
expired and dead-

Mr. Lindsay: Why talk about hanging
a luau?

The PREMIER: I said the regulation
could give power to hang a man. That is
not to sayr I should like to have anyone dead.
What a stupid suggestion that is.

Mr. Panton: There are men starving at
present.

I-on. Sir James Mitchell: A lot are starv-
ing now.

Mir. Panton: The Federal Government
tire doing their best to starve them.

The PREMIER: There is nothing the
State Government can do or ought to do.
The only request made is that the Govern-
ment oughbt to issue a declaration as to what
they are going to do. That is an improper
request to come from anybody. There is
no justification for any member's assuming
that the Government will not do what they
believe to be the right tiling. That is what
the Government will do.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It is not a
question of what the Government believe to
lie the right thing; it is a question of what
the law requires.

The PREMIER: The Government will do
what they believe to be the right thing-

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: And what the
law requires.
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The PREMIER: I repeat, the Govern-
ment will do what they believe to be the
right thing.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:- Law or no law?
The PREMIER: The right thing within

the law. This is not the Federal Govern-
ment that has the right to make laws by
regulatin-

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We have that
right also.

The PREMIER: The right to make laws
by regulation any day and to alter or amend
such laws.

Mon. Sir' James Mitchell: So can we and
we do it.

The PREMIER: Yes, subject to the ap-
proval of Parliament when Parliament is
sitting.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Regulations are
made when Parliament is not sitting.

The PREMIER: No matter what the re-
gulations may be, I hold that the Common-
wealth Government were entirely wrong.
They had no justification for stopping yes-
terday work that was proceeding under the
law of the land, more especially when our
citizens did not know anything about the
Commonwealth law.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [8.52]: 1 feel
that the issue has been clouded as the
whole substance of the Premier's reply
dealt with the possible irregularities or un-
usual qualities of the Act empowering the
Commonwealth Government to gazette re-
gulations, but we are apt to forget the or-
iginal cause of the trouble. Had the award
of the Arbitration Court been accepted, I
take it the whole trouble would have ended.
Unfortunately, the men did not accept the
award, and it is this deeply engrained
habit of thp watersidle workers throughout
Australia to strike so frequently that has
caused the trouble. It is a fact that
throughout the world Australia has gained
an evil reputation because of the frequency
of industrial troubles.

Mr. Panton: Its workers have lost fewer
days per thousand of population than those
in other parts of the world.

Mr. SAMPSON: I amn sure the hon.
mnember is wrong.

Mr. Pan ton: I produced the figures to
prove it.

AMr. SAMPSOIN: I should like to see
the figures.

Mr. Panton: Yon -will find them in
"Hansard."

Mr. SAMPSON: The hon. member
might show figures relating to two or three
decades ago-

Hr. Panton: No, they dealt with the
likst Seven years.

Mr. SAMPSON: The strike weapon is
an obsolete weapon. in other parts of the
world there has been displayed by the em-
ployees an inclination to meet the employ-
ers, and consideration is shown an
both sides. In older countries it is real-
ised thiat to strike is to do something in-
imical to both sections of the community.

Mr. Marshal!: What did the Maltese
do when you w'ere over there? Did they
strikeI

Mr. SAMPSON: The hon. member is
concerned about the Maltese. Let me in-
form him that thiey are white people and
British people, and they mind their own
business. Everyone regrets this trouble on
the waterfront. Perhaps it is one of the
effects of the birth of a nation, one of the
early trouibles that a country must pass
through. My belief is that in a few years
strikes5 will be unknown,

Mr. Panton: You are optimistic,
Mr. SAMIIPSON: We have an Arbitra-

tion Act, and if the spirit of arbitration
and conciliation were acted upon as it is
in other parts of the world, the regrettable
position that obtains in certain parts of
Australia to-day would not be prevailing.

Mr. Panton: There are successful round
table conferences in Perth almost every
day in the week.

Mr, SAMPSON: I1 do not know about
successful round table conferences.

Mr. Pan ton: Well, 1 am telling you.
Mr. SAMPSON: On the water front

time after time the men refuge- to accept the
award and troubles occur. The trouble con-
tinues for a time, the country suffers, in-
dividuals suffer, and later on the mien are
prepared to return to work and the em-
ployers say. "Very well, go back an'! don't
be bad boys any more.'' It seems that the
consideration extended to the men has
caused the evil to grow to greater propor-
tions. I recall the occasion of my leaving
on my recent trip abroad; there was some
trifling trouble on the water front and be-
cause of that the passengers suffered some
inconvenience in that they did not have the
full opportunity they expected to vjst
Coloinbo. That is only a trifling matter,
but it is symptomatic of the trouble that so
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frequently occurs. In the printing indus5-
try a little while ago there was industrial
trouble for over 13 weeks. I do not know
what good anyone got out of it. I can
never discover any good; I can never dis-
cover that either employee or employer
benefits by such trouble.

Mr. Latham: What about the general
public?

'Mr. SAVMPSON: As a rule, employer,
employee and the general public stiffer
very badly. The position at the time of
the printing trouble was just the same as
at present, as I view it. There was a dis-
inclination to accept the award of a pro-
perly constituted court established after
very much effort on the part of the repre-
sentatives of labour. The employees re-
fused to continue work under that award,
and the final result after 13 weeks of next
door to idleness in the industry was that the
men resumed work on the old basis. No one
bliames the employees for trying to get more
wages and better conditions, but there is a
constitutional way in which wages and con-
ditions may be improved. At all events the
arguments can he put forward and no one
can reasonably object. to their being put for-
ward, As Australians we stand for consti-
tutional. Government and the Arbitration
Act must be observed. The Act must
be respected and the awards should
be carried out. It is surely in the best in-
terests of the worker that the Arbitration
Act should be defended. I hope the da 'y is
approaching when strikes will end and the
Arbitration Act will be given that oppor-
tunity for usefulness which I regret has;
been denied it for a long time past. I feel
that the present industrial trouble has the
support of very few workers. That is my
candid opinion. I believe that if it were
possible to obtain a. secret ballot of those
w~ho are concerned-I repeat my opinion
that the great majority of them arc victims
-- the trouble would end speedily. It is
futile to expect that Australia can progress
under the dreadful industrial conditions
which it has to face to-day. T hope that
tviqer counsels will prevail. I trust that
arbitration awards will be observed and re-
spected. Until that is done, the position
whereby Australia is a, by-word amongr the

ations of the world must continue.

MR. KENNEALLY (East Perth) (9.21:
Being one who, as the Leader of the Opposi-
tion has mentioned. ha- been and is likely
lo he engaged in endeavoarinig to secure a

settlement of the trouble, I wish to ask cer-
tain members of the Chamber whether they
think they arc assisting in the direction of
industrial peace by their outbursts on this
motion. We have heard from members of
the Opposition a direct appeal for industrial
Peace in this country. Yet those members,
by their actions and utterancei, are making
iiie matter very difficult indeed for those
who do not get on the housetops to preach
industrial peace. As mentioned by the
Leader of the Opposition, the Industrial
Disputes Committee of this State has been
giving attention to the question with a view
to obtaining a settlement. I do not wish
to say anything at all that is likely in any
way to prejudice the prospects of a settle-
ment. If the time comes--I hope it will not
-when it is found that a settlement cannot
h e effected, I shall not hesitate on the floor
of the House to let members of the Opposi-
tion know what I think of their utterances
this evening, We have before us the fact,
first of all, that the Beeby award. was given,
aind was not accepted by the workers. We
will not go into the question whether they
6hould have accepted it. Probably some
members of the Chamber are more conver-
sent with the conditions of the award than
others. Again, it might be argued that the
award should have been acceptoed as being
the law, whether the award was good, had,
or indifferent. However, I am mindful of
the fact that there eamie a time when the
vward was accepted, when the man, realis-
ing that they had done wrong by not ac-
cepting it, were prepared to accept it and
unreservedly offwed themselves for employ-
ment under the award, which was the law,
of the land. Subsequently to that, a num-
ber of men were picked up and actually
employed under the terms of the award, and
arrangements were mnade for the picking
up of others. Nor am I unmnindful of the
fact that- whilst the trouble was on and the
mnen were not offering for caiploymeat, we
wvere told that there were various shortages
of commodities, which comm-odities were on
ships ready to be unloaded, the action of the
lump~ers, however, preventing the unloading
of such commodities, which were rotting in
the holds of the vessels-. When the offer to
accept the Beeby award was made and cer-
tain vessels were brought to the wharf to
eoinnunce unloading, however, the very men
who said that the lumpers were the cause of
the shovtaze44 of certain commodities, gave
their attention not to the shirps containing
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those commodities, but to ships of a different
kind altogether. Right through the piece
I have encountered those difficulties, as have
thi various people who have been endee-
vouring to effect a settlement of the trouble.
When meeting those difficulties, one cannot
fail to observe that the people who are so
glib to-night in blaming the men for the
position which lasa been created, would be
prepared to say, if they had the responsi-

liiy of trying, to effect a settlement, "I can
bee some faults on the other side."

Hon. 0. Taylor: I do not think anybody
really blamed the men to-night, -you know.

Mr. Panton: Then I hope nobody starts
to blame them.

Air. KENNEALLY: 1 hope I shall not
be sitting here when hon. members opposite
commece to blamne themn.

Mr. Panton: Hear, hear!I
Mr. KENNEALLY: To blame the men

-would be very serious indeed. I shall
not enter into the merits of the dis-
poute to-night, because, with due respect to
members opposite, the motion is ill-limed.
At a juncture when it is quite possible, see-
ing- work ha3, been partially resumed on the
Wharf to-day, that a settlement may be
cffected, to brine forward a motion that may
tend in any way to prevent a complete
settlement-

The Premier: It cannot help towards a
settlement.

Mr. KENI{EALLY: I do not wish to
contribute to the debate for or against. If
one goes far that way, one has to say things
which at this juncture are better left un-
Maid. I hope the Rouse will adopt the
same attitude. With what is in progress at
present there is a possibility that we shall
see industrial peace ruling once more. But
we shall not help to bring that about by
creating divisions of opinion on the subject
in this Chamber. There are sufficient divi-
sions of opinion outside already. Members
who wish to assist the State by obtaining an
effectual settlement of the question, will he
well advised to refrain from debating the
motion at any length, and certainly to re-
train from debating it from aL party stand-
point. I shall vote against the motion,
-whirh I do not think can serve any good
purpose-

MR. DAVY (West Perth'i [9.8]: I have
understood that the particular form of
motion which has been moved to-nighbt is
practically never put to the vote.

Hon. G. Taylor: No.

Mr. DAVY: It does not take the form of

a vote of censure.

Mr, SPEAKER: It may; it can.

Mr. DAVY: I have been here only a short
timne, but T understand that as a general pro-
position this form of motion is not intended
ats an opportunity of shooting hostile criti-
cismn at the Government, censuring them, or
doing anything other than bring before the
House a matter of urgent public importance
for discussion. That being so, it seems to me
that provided the matter is urgent and of
public importance, it is a proper thing to
do. Surely no one can suggest that the situ-
ation which exists at Fremantle to-day, and
has existed for some time, which has existed
on previous occasions and, as far as we can
see, many possibly arise on future occasions,
is not a matter both urgent and of public
importance. I certainly did not come here
to-night with the idea of trying to frame
some criticismn on what the Government have
dlone or will do. As regards a piece of legis-
lation which we believe, according to Press
reports, has been passed by the Federal
Parliament, and as regards the regulations
framed under it, I -an. just as: strongly against
such a piece of legislation when passed by
the Federal Parliament as I am against
attempts to pass similar legislation here. I
will never cease to protest against the shirk-
ing of the responsibilities of Parliament,
against their being shelved on to the shoul-
ders of departmental officers and the Gov-
ernment themselves. It may be that
in certain emergencies the Government have
to take special and wide powers, which in
ordinary times would not be permitted to
them. The worst example, I suppose, thnt
we ever had was the War Precautions Act
and the regulations framed uinder it, the
ramifications of which were enormous.

The Minister for Works: This Federal
Act gives equal powers, does it not?

Mr. DAVY: I do not think it does. Per-
laps the Premier will say I am trying to
lecture the House, but T am not: I am try-
ing to suggest what my view is. It seems
to me that the power of this Federal Act
is limited by the latter part of the section
which says, "in particular for regulating"
and so on.

Mr. Pauton: Transport itself is so very
wide.
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Mr. DAVY: Yes. Un'der the definition
of transport workers the thing, however, is
limited in relation to trade or commerce by
sea with other eountries- If this is the
Act, it can only deal with sea transport and
the work connected therewith.

The Premier: That seems to he the case,
but within that sphere there is unlimited
power.

Air. DAVY: Yes. I admit there is power
under the Act to enable the Federal Gov-
erment to deal with maritime workers.

Mr. Panton: The interpretation was that
maritime workers were waterside workers.

Mr. DAVY: The hon. member interject-
ing seems to have more knowledge than the
Premier has of what is in the regulations.
I admit I am completely in doubt, because
all I know is what has appeared in the
Press. As regards that question I do not
withdraw from my position of hostility to
such phraseology, but at the same time I
do say that Australia cannot go on as
in the past with constant recurrences of
strikes by waterside workers. There is no
question that almost every award brought
out is disputed. by some section of the mari-
time workers of Australia. In Queensland
there has actually been the spectacle of peo-
ple coming down to the wharves and threat-
ening to do the work themselves. It seems
to me that we have never known in the past
10 years, since the beginning of 19.10,
how long the most essential service of the
country would he allowed to run smQothly.
The member for East Perth (Mr. Ken-
neelly) put up a very sane and moderate
plea for industrial peace. I do not con-
sider that the securing of a possible settle-
mnent of this particular dispute will carrtyo
us much further if six months or a year
hence we are to have a recurrence of the
samne trouble. Surely, when we come to
the House and ask that the whole situation
be discussed, we must not be blamed for
raising the discussion merely because we
may prejudice the immediate settlement of
this particular portion of the running fight
that is always going on.

Mr. Kenneally: What is the object? To
grind the men down so that they will not
rise again?

Mr. DAVY: If I had any object, and
could put it into force, it would be to say
that a body of people who, in common with
the other workers and the employers of
Australia, have a piece of machinery spec-

jelly designed to make striking unnecessary,
should be compelled to abide by that piece
of machinery and by its legally given dic-
tates. But at present, unlike a great nuni-
her of unions in Australia, this particular
unioni, wherever it goes, wants the thing to
be, "Heads I win, tails you lose."

M~r. Kenneally: Which particular union?
Mr. DA~\7: The union covering water-

side workers. Surely no honourable man
will deny that they have over and over
again gob an award and imimediately re-
fused to accept it.

The Premier: Most of the waterside
trouble has been due to the seamen.

Mr. Panton: The waterside workers have
not given any trouble for years past.

Mr. Kenneally: How long since was the
previous award that they would not obey?

Mr. DAVY: I cannot answer that, but
they have had three important strikes
since the war.

The Premier: Those later strikes were
by the seamen.

Mr. DAVY: WeDl, thiere. have been two
important strikes by the waterside work-
ers. Admittedly, until this machinery was
created for the settlement of industrial
trouble by arbitration courts, and the re-
gulation by a subordinate legislature-
which is what the Arbitration Court is-
of the conditions of employment, the
strike was the only weapon whereby the
worker could enforce his demands. Neces-
sarily, in order that that strike weapon
should be effective, the worker had to pre-
vent anybody else from doing the work he
refused to do. If a body of workers going-
on strike could he supplanted by some-
body else, that would be the end of the
strike. So the unions had to build up a
common public opinion that when a body
(of men were out on strike, their job was
sacrosanct. Then we brought in the arbi-
tration law, and for the first time made
strikes ilegal. But we have also left by
tacit consent that public opinion, that sort
of accepted doctrine that even if a hodyv
of men did go out on strike illegally and
against the law and in defiance of the de-
cisions of the tribunal erected to give them
Justice, nevertheloss their job still remained
sacrosanct. The member for East Perth
(Mr. Kenneally) asked wvhat my object is.
I say wve have to face the situation
that when people go on strike they are
doing an illegal act, and there s9hall be no
pressure brought to bear on others pre-
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pared to do the work the strikers refuse
to do. The Premier to-night has made one
or two remarks that I cannot accept as
representing my view of the correct atti-
tude of a Government. He says it is not
proper for the Government to assume that
the law will be broken; that it is not pro-
per to do anything until the law is broken;
that the time to threaten is when the law
is broken.

NMr. Panton: I think he said the time
to act.

Mr. DAVY: 'Yes, perha~ps he said the
time to act was when the law had been
broken. I say the whole strength of the
arm of the State is and must be a constant
threat to evil-doers; that is what the police
are for. They stead there as a threat. The
law is a threat Lsi impose a penalty.

The Premier: That being so, is not that
stifficient I The police are there.

Mr. DAVY: I agree that it should be
sufficient. But we have one branch of the
law that everybody must agree has been
broken over and over again, and we may
well assume that it wilt be broken again in
future: that is the forcible interference by
strikers with people who propose to do the
work those strikers refuse to do.

Mr. Kenneally: Where did that hap-
peat

Mr. DAVY: As far as I can gather
f rom :thc newspaper, it happened to one
man, I think yesterday; a 'nan who, fool-
ishly perhaps, from the point of view of
the Premier, decided to register. He was
at least man-handled.

The Premier: He "-as a bit mental, and
they were only having a joke wvith him.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: He should
not have been knocked about.

The Premier:. He was not knocked
about.

Mr. DAVY: In any event, if 500 men
standing outside an office in which one re-
gisters-

Mr. Bleeman: Who said there were 500
men there?

Mr. DAVY7: I was not there; the news-
paper said so.

Mr. Sleeman: You 'would be nearer the
the mark with 200 men.

Mr. DAVY: Well, if 190 fierce-looking
men, each pretty hard and strong,
are standing outside the door, they do not
need actually to engage in physical violence
if one poor little rman, or even one poor big
men, decides to !rO in and register.

Mr. Panton: That man would he mental
i F he did such a thing.

Mr. DAVY: The lion, member rather
Kupports the view I am taking, that the mere
standing there of 190 men-

Mr. Panton: Waiting to be picked up.
Mr. DAVY: Outside the registration

office! That is a little too much to ask us
to believe. Every time there has been a
strike, there have been not only moral
ziuasion, but almost physical interference
with people who desire to exercise what they
deem to be their rights. I am not saying
the Government ought to arrive with
at platoon of soldiers with bayonets, or of
police with batons drawn, although I remind
m~embers that i t was not so long ago when
thle police were called out to keep in order
it demonstration of strikers. There were
police stationed at the front door leading
to the Premier's office.

Mr. Lindsay: It was unemployed, not
strikers, who were demonstrating.

Mr. DAVY: Those men 'had in fact done
n~o wrong when the police were called out.
Certainly they, or some of them, had talked
a lot of hot air on the Esplanade; but the
police were called out in considerable force.
Why? Because it was assumed that those
people might do some wrong.

The Premier: The police were not called
n~ut by ine or by the Government.

Mr. DAVY: The police simply did their
duty in the ordinary way. I am not sug-
gesting that the Premier called for them.
But they were there and they did their duty;
kind the duty of the police, their policy being
controlled by the Government, is where there
is reasonable assumption of riot or of inter-
ference by one set of people with another
set in the exercise of their lawful avocations.
It is the duty of the Government to mnake
some preparation to see that the law is not
bsroken. Every time there has ever been a
s-trike, there is a distinct risk that those on
strike will endeavour to interfere with those
who propose to do the work the strikers re-
fuse to do. If we are to make arbitration a
s-uccess, we have to decide that the old doc-
trine that the strikers' job is sacroscant is
out of date. rUntil we have the courage to
insist that thel arbitration system as a
method of adjusting grievances and the
striking system as a method of adjusting
g-rievances arc mutually exclusive, the mere
patchingr up of this trouble for the time
being with uinfortunately very nearly a cer-
tainty that the same thing is going to hap-
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pen again, will not restore the confidence of
the people of Australia in the sanity of
those men engaged in the maritime trans-
port business of Australia.

The Minister for Justice: There is no
patching up about this. It is the absolute
acceptance of the wholc of the Arbitration
Court's award.

Mr. J. H. Smith: About three weeks
belated.

Mr. DAVY: And what assurance have
we that when the time arrives and the
strength of the workers has been restored
by regular employment, they will not decide
again to try to have the law altered by a
show of violence. The Minister for Justice
says this is a complete acceptance of the Ar-
bitration Court's award. What reason have
we to believe that this acceptance would
have been made if pretty rigorous action
had not been taken by the Commonwealth
Government? It is true that to this,
minute we do not know the exact terms
of the Act or of the regulations. But it
is also true that we have known for a con-
siderable time that, the Commonwealth
Government had passed drastic legislation
and made some drastic regulations,
and I suggest that if the drastic ac-
tion taken had not been taken, or if the
workers at Fremantle had not known of it,
they might well have been out still. The
Premier has told us that no one in Western
Australia knew that this Act was going to
be applied to Frenmantle. But there must
have been some threat that it was going to
be applied. If not, why did the Premier
wire to the Prime Minister asking him not.
to apply the Act to Fremantle? HL
did not wire to the Prime Minister asking-
that it be niot applied to Albany or to Bun-
hury. There was an assumption that it was
going to he applied to F'remantle. And
the knowledge of that assumption was not
confined to a few people, but was common
kvowledge to be gathered from reading the
Press. The Premier therefore anticipated
that this Act was going to be applied when
bie wired asking that it he not so applied.
Whatever he the justice in asking people to
register or not to register without knowing
the terms, if the Commonwealth Government
had not taken the drastic action they did, 11
verily believe the strike would still he on in
Fremantle. Nobody on this side desires to
make an attack on the worker. I am nob
prepared to even inquire as to whether the

Beeby award is lust or unjust. That is
matter of absolute irrelevance. Once w
accept the arbitration system, the awar
must be observed, and the whole of th
force of the State and the whole of publi
opinion ought to stand behind the stric
observance of it. We have not wasted tim
this afternoon, and there was nothing im
pro per in the Leader of the Opposition'
r.ringing forward this motion to enable th
House to discuass this matter of urgent pub
lie importance.

MR. SLEEMAR (Fremnantle) [9.29]
One would think by the remarks of th
hon. member, when he says this is not thi
only time the trouble is likely to arise, tha
he intends to crush those men until the
wvill never raise their heads, again.

Mr. Davy: Do you think they ought V

be permitted to strike?
Mr. SLEEMAN: They arc not striking

T do not think the employer should be en
titled to lock them out when they are read3
and willing to work. There are other mem.
bets in this House who want the Govern.
mneat to assume that something is likely tc
happen;- some big riot. And they want ii
to be as it was on a previouls oc-
asion when we had barbed-wire entange-

mnents, and the police and the ambulance,
Some of the speeches that have been de-
livered to-night are more likely to cause
something to happen than anything else. It
was a pity the mnatter was ever brought up.
The other night the member for Mount
Margaret (Rion. G. Taytor) showed his good
sense when he advised people to keep away
from the place. No one ia this State knows
anything about the Act or the regulations
governing the situation. Neither the em-
ployers nor the workers know anything
about them. They are all at sixes and
sevens.

Mr. Thomson: Do they not know in the
Eastern States?

Mr. SLEEMAN: If they do, they keep
it to themselves. I will explain the attitude
that, has been taken up by the employers in
Fremantle. On Friday the lumpers decided
to go back to work, and loyally abide by
the Beeby award.

Mr. Lindsay: How kind of them!
Mr. SLEEMAN: The men were picked

uip on Saturday morning, but before lunch
time they were told they must go off, and
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they could not come back again unless they
were licensed.

Mr. Davy; The employers did not do
that.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Some of the men 'were
ordered back to work on Monday morning,
and wert told they could work without
a license. On that morning, however, the
men 'were again stood oft, just as they were
on the Saturday morning. They worked
from Monday morning until lunch time, and
Oere then told they could not come back
unless they bad a license.

Mr. Davy: Did not the registrar under
the Act take them away from their work?

The Minister for Works: No, he sent
word to the company to that effect.

Mr. Davy: It comes to the same thing.
Mr. SLEEMAN: On Saturday at din-

ner time they were told to stop work, arnd
on Monday at lunch time they were again
told to stop, and not to come back with-
out licenses. This morning they were again
started at work. On one boat there were
two men short. One was away sick, and
the other did not turn up because he did not
know there was any work forthcoming. It
was ruled that no new men could start on
that vessel, with the result that the whole
gang was put off because of the absenice of
two men. The organiser of the union offered
to make good the two men who -were away,
but the shipping company said that no new
-men could, under the award, he allowed to
do the work, the whole gang werc therefore
put off.

H1on. G. Taylor: Was the gang regis-
teredf

Mr. SLEEMAN: No one was registered.
It was said that on one but those who had
been working on the boats before Monday
could continue to work on it, On the gunney
boat, two men were absent, but no new men
were picked up in their places. Later in
the day the comp~anies went back upon that.
In the case of the sandalwood host two men
were picked uip. because it was convenient
for the employers to emnloy them. Two
men were awayv, and two others were picked
-up although they had not Treolteed. Ae-
cordinir to regulations they should not have
started because they were not previously en-
rmeedl on the boats. In the case of the
"'Mindlerno" one man was picked up. Where
it ple.ased the employers to pick up men,
this was done and no harm was seen in it.
In the ease of the "Napura"l also two men

were picked up this morning. When the
boat was unloaded they applied to the ham-
pers to go on to coaling. Lumpers who
follow cargo do not work coal. The coal
men follow coal and nothing else. It was a
distinct breach of custom to ask cargo
men to go on to coal. The result is that
the men will not handle the coal, because
they do not follow that line. Now it 'will he
said that the men have refused work.
Tbcse are only irritation tactics. The em-
ployers are only picking up men when it,
pleases them to do so. The member for
West Perth quoted the "Dimboola" and an-
other vessel that is in port. The member
for Pingelly also referred to the shortage
of sugar and butter in the country. He
should tell the people that the shortage is
not the fault of the wharf lumpers at Fra-
mantle. If the shipping companies had
brought in the vessels containing the sugar
and buitter, just as they did the gunmey boat
for the sake of the farmers, the people in
the country would have had sugar and butter.
They are blaming the lumpers for a pur-
pose. They want the people in the country
to believe that the wharf labourers wil
not unload these essential commodities.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Do not talk
nonsense.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Let the Leader of the
Opposition say why the ships were not
brought in. They could have been worked
up to Saturday at midnight, and they could
be worked now. There is an object in this.
It is designed to tell the people in the coun-
try that the wharf labourers are starving
them. That would be a lie.

Mr. Lindsay: What have they dlone for
the past few weeks?

Mr. SLEEMAIN: The people will be told
that all those things that were needed by
them have been purposely left in the
steamers.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Who is going
to the country, the people who imported the
butter?

Mr. SLEEIMAN: Sugar and butter
just now are more important than wheat
bags and should have been unloaded as it
is perishable cargo. The result of the
action of the shipping companies is that
onions and potatoes also are practically un-
procurable. All these charges have been laid
at the door of the lumpers. The people are
to be told that they cannot get these things
because the waterside workers will not
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handle the ships. The member for West
Perth said that 500 men were waiting out-
side the registration office yesterday to see
if some unfortunate labourer would re-
gister. The hon. member did not know any-
thing about the matter.

Ron. Sir James Mitchell: This is a free
country; men can register if they want to.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Who is to stop them!
Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T should not

think anyone would.
M1r. SLEEM'NAN: No one did stop them.

The hon. member made out that people were
prevented from registering. There were a
few men there for part of the day. The
Beeby award was responsible for that. They
have to stay there from a quarter to 8 to
a quarter to 10, and a, quarter to one un-
til a quarter to three. Some of them moved
away a few yards to see how many regis-
trations were being effected. No one was
man-handled. I cannot believe that any
fair minded man would in the circumstances
endeavout to take work away from the lum-
pers. Whilst the men themselves were ready
to work under the Beeby awvard, the Federal
Government have locked them out. The
speecthes; that have been made to-night will
dio irreparable harm. They are calculated
to create trouble. Reference has been made
to the equipment of a hospital and the pro-
vision of nurses to attend the wounded. I
hope nothing will happen to cause either
a hospital or nurses to be brought into 'use.

MR. J. H. SMITH (Nelson) [9.A01 : I
think perhaps the motion has served its pur-
poses. We all owe a duty to the country to
see whether we cannot do something in this
time of trouble. It is unnecessary to go
into the merits or demerits of the Beeby
award. I know it is pretty bad. Noth-
ing could be more degrading than for
men to have to go along for a pick-up, and
after seeing .90 or 40 of the number chosen,
then to go away. While some men may earn
£8 or £10 a week others less favoured will
not earn £2. The award says there must be
two pick-ups, which is absolutely unneces-
sary. Had it not been that the member for
Fremantle endeavoured to hoodwink the
House, I would not have spoken.

Mr. Sleeman:- I take exception to that
remark. I made no attempt to hoodwink
the House.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: I withdraw the re-
mark. I should have said that was my
opinion. 7

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member is
qualifying his withdrawal.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: I withdraw absolutely.
We were led to believe by the member for
Fremantle that this dispute has only just
arisen. He said the men were working con-
tentedly.

Mr. Sleeman: Did I not say they decided
to go to work on Friday?

Mr. J. H. SMITH: We were led to be-
lieve that the trouble only arose on Friday.
Reference has been made to machine guns
and nurse girls and to barbed wire entangle-
ments. The Premier said that if such an
occasion arose he would not stand on the
highest steeple in the town, and declare
what the Government would do to maintain
law and order. The Fremantle lumpers only
went back when they knew that the Registra-
tion Act would he enforced. There was no
guarantee if they went back without regis-
tration that within a fortnight the same
trouble would not occur again. The ship
owners said they would insist on registra-
tion as some assurance of continuity -of
work. What harm is there in registration?
go one would be breaking any union rules
if he registered. This is the law of the land.

Mr. Withers : He is already registered
under the Arbitration Act.

Mr. J. H, SMITH: And he is breaking
the arbitration laws every day when they
do not suit him. The lunipers. at Fremantle
have beenu holding up the industries of West-
ern Australia, and have' sent delegates to
Daunbury and Albany.

Mr. Withers: They did not do anything
of the kind.

Mr. Sleeman: They did not send anyone
to Albany. Stick to the facts.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: They sent delegates
to Bunbury, without success, and they are
said to have sent delegates to Albany, where
the people would not meet them.

Mr. Sleeman: They sent none to Albany.
Mr. J. H. SMITH: They tried to bring in

Albany end Bunbury, where the lumpers are
sticking to the Melbourne executive. Had
they been successful, their purpose would
have been served, but they were not success-
ful. To-day, instead of the principal port
of the State getting the trade, it is being
diverted to Bunbury and Albany. There
seems to be disunity in unity. These men
all belong to the one organisation. If it is
wrong to work at Fremantle, it must be
wrong to work at other ports.

The Premier: There has been disunity in
the United Party.
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Mr. J. H1. SMITH: And in the Premier's
party. We want to do the best we can for
Western Australia.

Mr. A. Wansbrough: How are you going
to do it?

Mr. J. H. SMITH: I would not like to
say. I would not do it with free labour.

'Mr. A. Wansbrough: Put up a concrete
proposition.

MNir. J. H. SMI1TH : We must show a
united front in Parliament and see if we
cannot 'keep our industries going. I do not
want to be a pessimist; I am usually an
optimist even to my own discomfort. 'We
want to prevent this trouble from spreading.
What I am afraid of is that it will go right
through Australia and cause at stoppage of
industry everywhere. If we can do somne-
thing, to prevent that, it is our duty to do
so. The Premier, the Leader of the Opposi-
tion and the ILeader of the Country Party
should get together and confer with a view
to seeing if it is not possible to meet the
men, talk the matter over with them, and get
industry going again. If that is not done
the trouble is sure to spread. The member
for Frema~ntle (Mr. Sleenian) was not right
in tAlking- about inflaming speeches hemng
made by nmembers on this side of the House.
He said such speeches would probably lead
to bloodshed.

Mr. Sleemian: I did not use such a word.
'Mr. J. HI. SMITH: Well, it amounted to

that.
Mr. Sleemnan: I ask that that remnark be

withdrawn. I shall not allow the hon. mem-
ber to mis-quote me.

Mr. J. HI. SMITH: I withdraw, the re-
mark but I do not withdraw the reference
of the hon. member to what he described as
inflaming speeches delivered from this side
of the House.

Nfn SPEAKER: The hon. member must
hiot reflect on another hon. member.

Mr. J, H. SMfITH: I would not do that
for the world. Instead of the member for
Fremantle pouring oil on the troubled
waters, he accused us of endeavouring to
squeeze the men out of existence.

Mr. Sleeman: There is no doubt about
that either---some of them.

Mr. J. H. SMITH:- Then it is either the
system or the award that is wrong. The
hon. member probably knows men at Fre-
mantle, Bunbury and Albany who are earn-
ing £0, £8 or £C10 a week, while other less
favoured men are lucky to earn a couple of
ponuds a week

Mr. Sleeman: 'This will make it worse

Mr. J. HI. SMITHi: The motion, I take it,
will not be put to the vote but will be with-
drawn by the Leader of the Opposition. I
hope when that is done the leaders of the-
three parties will confer to see whether they
can devise maeans to prevent the trouble
from spreading. That is our chief interest
to-day.

HON. G. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret)-
rY9.47]: One does not like to enter upon a
debate of this kind in view of the trouble
existing not only at Fremantle but right
along the water front of the Commonwealth.
Some of the remarks made to-night may
tend rather to inflame the passions of the
men than to appeal to their better judg-
mnent. I hope that what has been said to-
night will appeal to the better judgment of
the work-ers, but I amn afraid some things
have been said that would have been just
as well left unsaid.. It is idle for us to shut
our eyes to the recal facts. We know that
the moment the Beeby award was made it
was objected to by those to whom it applied.
They naturally resented it, and that resent-
ineut lasted until the men, thoroughly dis-
gusted I suppose, found they eould no
long-er defend their attitude and were com-
pelled to accept the award. Unfortunately,
in the last moments of the Federal perlis-
mnentary session, the little Bill, a copy of
which I hold in my hand, was passed, and
it has been generally -accep~ted as; the Act
that has been placed on the Federal statute-
Look. A few datys ago I -remember reading
that the objectionable feature of Clause 3
41 this little meas3ure-it contains only three
clauses-was amended after a debate ex-
tending over 18 or 20 bonn. It was
amended. in the early hours of the morning
and, speaking from memory, the amendment
was suggested by that highlly respected blind
barrister, Mr. Maxwell, of Melbourne- That
ki, the reason I remember it; references of
that kind were made to Mr. Maxwell in the
report. Having met Mr. Maxwell, and hav-
ing been impressed with his wonderful
ability, I remember those few lines that I
read in the paper. .The objectionable part
4f the clause wvas amended by bringing the
clause under Section 17 of the Common-
wealth Interpretation Act.

Mr. Panton: I think you are mixing it ump
with the amending Arbitration Bill.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I do not think so.
Mr. Panton: That is the one Mr. Maruuil

got amended.
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Hon. G. TAYLOR4: No, I think it was
this one, though T may be wrong.

Mr. Fenton: I think you are wrong.
Hon. 0. TAYLOR: If this Bill has become

law as it stands, I do not blame any water-
side worker, or any other worker, for re-
fusing to register for employment in view
cf the fact that he does not know what regu-
lations are framed under the Act Power
is given to the Federal Government to frame
regulations to cover every sort of work in
which maritime people engage, and I say
they are bound to resent it. I do not think
that we in this State are justified in con-
demning the workers for resenting it. I
would not condemn them because I would
Lot accept it myself. I hope what has been
said here to-night will be regarded by the
men as something helpful to them.

The Premier: At least they should see
the regulations.

Hon. 0. TAYLOR; They should see them
and thoroughly understand them before they
sign on. What will the regulations be?
Have they been drawn up by the authorities
to give the waterside workers greater free-
dom than they have had in the past? We
miust assume that they are going to curtail
the workers' powers and give the employers,
through the agency of the Federal Govern-
ment, power to carry on their industry in
a lawful maniner. That is something the
unployers have not in every instance en-
joyed in the past. Let us be fair and say
we must see the regulations and decide
whether the men are justified in objecting
to them. Although we cannot tolerate the
action of the men in refusing to abide by
the laws of the country, I shall not utterly
condemn them because it is not fair to ask
the men to comply with a law about which
they know nothing. There is the position in
a nutslhell.

Mr. Panton: That is all they object to.
Hon. 0. TAYLOR: They are justified in

doing so. The men will not be compelled
te abide by the regulations through the em-
ployment of free labour and especially free
labour such as. is now offering for work,
ramely, the unemployed. - Thoie men should
Lot be compelled, by straitened circum-
stances, to accept conditions that the other
men have rejected. Had the waterside
workers accepted the conditions the unem-
ployed of to-day would still be out of work.
It is berauqe of the lumpers' resentment of
the conditions that it is possible for men
from the ranks of the unemployed to take

work under the new conditions about whichi
they know nothing. I have some knowledge
of what occurs during- industrial upheavals
and I have a p~retty good idea what the
mgaulations under the Federal Act will be.
I could almost type them out to-night andi
guarantee that they would not be very wide
of the mark. That is why I am not going
to express any opinion against the men who
zre not accepting the conditions because I
a~ave a fairly good idea of what they will be.
Unless they are pretty stringent they will
riot prove as effective as was desired by the
members who passed the Federal legislation.

The Premier: That i4 surely a monstrous
thing--to enforce an Act and not a copy
_.f it obtainable in the State.

Hon. 0. TAYLOR: There is no doubt
about that. In my opinion it is unconstitu-
tional for the Federal Government to force
r,n the people laws of which they are wholly
ignorant. We must assume, however, that
time regulations are not as bad as we thought
they might be, or as the wharf lumpers
thought they might be. In Adelaide, where
they are known, the men have signed on.

Mr. Panton: The circumstances are very
dlifferent; over there.

Hon. 0. TAYLOR:- I do not think the
Ileeby award will he affected by the Federal
Act. The two pick-ups will not come under
ihe Act. I regard that as a different pro-
position.

Mr. Panton: There arc two pick-ups in
Adelaide,

Hon. 0. TAYLOR: And the men there
heve accepted the conditions.

Mr. Panton: A lot of them.
The Minister for Works: The two pick-

ups are provided for under the new award.
Ron. 0, TAYLOR: I do not think the

Federal Act will interfere with that; I think
iwill lay down conditions for employing

Ihbe men and carrying on the work. If the
iegulations are known in Adelaide, it is
significant that the men have accepted work
i-rder them.

Mr. Panton: Some of them,
Hon. 0. TAYLOR: Therefore the regm-

lations cannot be as bad as has been antici-
pated. I hope copies of the regulations will
arrive here soon, so that the men may dis-
Cuss them and so that we can discuss them
and endeavour to bring about at better nit-
derstanding between the employers and em-
ployees. It is about time the State Parlis-
menit. apart from party feeling of any de-
Acription, understood what the conditions of
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registration are. That is only a fair state-
ment.

The Premier: They apply even to our
State ships. We cannot work our own ships
except by the consent of the Federal Gov-
ernment.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I do not intend to
touch that question, but it is as welt that
the Premier made that remark. The officials.
administering the Shipping Department
have not complied with the Beeby award
but have carried on operations under the old
award, which is not now in existence.

The Premier: No, the phase of the award
to which the men objected did not affect
our ships.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: If it did, then the
Government broke the award, the same as
the wharf lumrpers have done.

Mr. Kenneally: The bon. member forgets
for the moment that the arbitration award
fixes only a minimum, and any employer
can pay above the minimum and obserw±
conditions above the minimum.

Ron. 0. TAYLOR: I thought I bad made
mny point abundantly clear, that if the State
ships are working under the old award and
not under the Beeby award, the Government
hove broken the law.

The Premier: It is not contrary to the
arbitration laws to give better conditions
than are set out in the award. The arbitra-
tion laws says an employer may not do less,
but he may do better.

Hon. 0. TAYLOR: As to how the Glov-
ernment are carrying on the State ships, 1
am in the dark. The Press has repeatedly
said that the State ships are being worked
without a hitch under the old award. That
is a'l I know.

The Premier: Utnder this Act we cannot
work our ships except as stipulated by the
Act.

Hon. 0. TAYLOR: That is what I say.
This came into force on the 1st of the
month.

The Premier: Under it we cannot work
the ships except by registered men.

Eon. 0. TAYLOR: Then the Govern-
ment will be breaking the law, like the men.

The Premier:- I am afraid we shall.
Hon. 0. TAYLOR: I sincerely trust tho

Government will not set such an example to
the people of this State. Wharf lurapers
and maritime men are defying the law. If
the Government also defy the law, it wil

lbe celled to mind that there are only six
Cabinet Ministers, and a were total of 27
on the other side of the Chamber, 'whereas
there are 600 or 700 lumpers at Fremantle.
Then those tumpers would also consider
themselves justified in defying the law. I
hope, therefore, that the Premier will en-
deavour to point out to those concerned the
inconsistency of the law and get it held
back. I ask the Government not to stand
by and let men who are looking for work,
some of them pretty hungry, perhaps, and
with wives and families wanting food, to go
down to Fremantle and as a result be looked
upon for the rest of their lives as inferior
specimens of humanity by a large section
of the people of Western Australia. There
are enough mnen seeking work in this State
to man the ships. But that should not be
done. What we want is a permanent set-
tlement of the industry, a. settlement for
some years at least; and that can only he-
attained by straight-forward, honourable
discussion. Get to the men and talk to
them. Many of the men in the union are
as sensible and as capable of analysing the
situation as we axe, more particularly With
reference to their own caling.- If the Pre-
mier could talk to them, if members on both
sides of the House could talk to them, and
get them to look upon us as their friends
instead of their enemies, I am sure that the
men would be guided by us and that the
trouble would be at an end.

HON. SIM JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham-in reply) [10.8]: Naturally, I have
listened to the discussion provoked by the,
motion I moved. I uam surprised at the
Premier's attitude. If I wanted to get rid
of the Government-and Heaven knows I
do-I should not set about it in this way.
We on this side are perfectly justified in
asking the House to discuss questions of
the first: importance to this country when-
ever they arise. I have listened with a good
deal of amusement to the discussion on
the Federal Act, That is not the point at
all. Everybody knows there is such an
Act, and knows fairly well what the Act
isa. They know as much about that Act as
about any other Act of either this or the
Commonwealth Parliament. I venture to
say not many members of this Chamber
know murk about the laws we pass. When
it comes to regulations, T do not know that
wre can plead, as we have pleadea, that
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Under an Act we pass a set of regulations
never to be altered. They can be altered
from day to day. I venture to say that
among the papers now on the Table of the
Rouse there are numerous regulations
passed by our friends opposite this session.

Mr. Panton: But we have opportunities
of seeing those regulations, and that is not
so in this ease. The Federal Parliament
is closed.

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Every
year we have regulations made during the
six months that Parliament is not in sea-
ston. Does the hon. member contend that
the Federal Government could go into re-
cess without having provided for some way
of meeting the situation which had arisen
on the waterfront! The Premier, I think,
said that the law had been passed in the
dying hours of a dying Parliament. But
there was no option. The trouble did not
arise until just before the closing days of
the session. I agree with the member for
West Perth (Mr. Davy) that legislation
by regulation ought to be avoided as far
as possible. In point of fact, this Federal
Act could have done everything that is re-
quired without the power to make regula-
tions. Riegulations are intended merely to
give effect to the working of the Act, for
the more convenient working of the Act,
and cannot legislate beyond the scope of
the Act, whatever that scope may be. The
member for Fremxantle (Mr. Sleernan)
talked of happenings at the Esplanade, and
wanted to know whether we again de-
aired to see doctors and nurses and police
with bayonets. I think it would have been
wise to let that incident alone. What realiy
bappened was that notice was given of an
intention to raid the Esplanade Hotel. A
week's notice was given.

Mr. Sleeman: Who gave the notie!
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Some of

the bion. member's friends, who were going
to do the raiding. They kindly and con-
siderately gave notice. Adequate prepara- \
tion was made. We do not want that again,
and we hope the occasion will not arise.
But I am sure that the Premier, if in
power when the happening in question oc-
eurred, would have allowed the police to
provide in their own way for meeting the
situation. When there is going to be
trouble, the only way to avoid bloodshed
is by the display of adequate force. That
is all that was done on the day the Esplan-
ade Hotel was to be raided, and as a re-

suit no one was hurt. If 20 police had
gone down there with batons, somebody
might have been hurt. A very wise pre-
caution did prevent bloodshed, which I
think we all desire to avoid. I have never,
as Premier, threatened anyone, either em-
ployer or employee.

Thle Premier: I did not have the hen.
member in mind when I said that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: When
in office, one has to be ready for any and
every emergency, and one must be ready
in one 's own way. I am glad the Premier
did not apply that remark generally, be-
cause I consider there is never any need
to threaten. All we have to do is to do our
duty as we see it. The subject of the
motion has been discussed, I hope with
some advantage to the situation. It is no
use disguising the fact that for weeks there
has been no work on the waterfront. There
is no disguising the fact that great loss has
occurred to the men and to the country,
and that mnuch unemployment has been ye-
casioned-tenporarily only, I hope-as a
result of the strike.

Mr. Panton: They can have a thousand
men to go to work to-morrow morning.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is no
use for the hon. member to talk like that,

Mr. Penton: And it is no use to talk
about no work going on when the men are
there.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
bon. member says, in effect, that the men
will take work if the employer will take
them back on the old conditions.

Mr. Pan ton: No; on the Beehy award.
We will guarantee a thousand men under
the Beeby award to he there to-morrow.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCH:ELL: Yes, on
their own conditions. When introducing
the motion I said thiat we are not respon-
s;ib Ic for the Federal legislation, with which
we may agree or disagree. We have not
been consulted about it. We are, of course,
responsible for the maintenance of law
and order. It is not for us to say to men,
"Now don't obey the law, but come back
under your own conditions." If the law
he wroncr and hard, it can be amended.

Mr. Sleeman: Men can be got under
the same conditions as they were picked
up to-day.

Hon. Sir JAMFXS MITCHELL: I un-
derstand that, blit I think there were
special conditions attached to that employ-
ment.
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Mr. Sleeman:- The special conditions
were that they wanted the men badly.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I un-
derstand that the old award and the new
award contain almost identical provisions,
and so the boats were worked between
8 a.m. and 5 p.m. Lt is not necessary that
we showild know every clauise in every
award. I am afraid that if we were ex-
pected to do that, and to be familiar with
every claiuse of every award, we would
have little time for anything else. It is
useless saying that men could he employed
on their own conditions; they should re-
turn to work in accordance with the law.

Lfr, Paiuton: 'flit is what they have
offered to do.

lon. Sir JAMES 31ITOIELL: They
would lie wise to return tinder the con-
ditions that obtain.

Mr. Pauton: Under the Beeby award.
Hon. Sir JAM1ES IULTCHBLL: If the

laws are harshk and unjust, they can be
altered.

Mr. Heron: The laws would not have
heen passed if they were not harsh!

Mr. Tsathami: They w~ould not have been
passed if the men had continued at work!

H1on. Sir JAMES 'MITCHiELL: I want
to help the situation on the waterfront,
and to help the men there as well as the
mien throughout the State who are also af-
fected. We must remember that the strike
itself was a harsh thin. T agree with the
Premier that we do not want that sort of
thing, hut rather we want to avoid trouble
of that description- Let us realise it is
our job to keep the wheels of industry
going. I hope the Premier 'will realise
that we can and should discuss matters of
importance in this House as we have dealt
with this motion. Tt has ikot; been our de-
sire to criticise the Covernment. I am not
desirous of wrongfully attaching the blame
to anyone. We have not attemopted to d3
that. We hanve tried to put the ease fairly
according to our standpoint. We were per-
fectly justified in drawing- attention to the
reports in the "WVrst. Australian" thisa
morning, partietularty the report of the dis-
putes committee. I do not think such ak
report will tend to help to make things
better. As is usutal with motions of this
description. T am satisfied that discussion
will mahe only for good. and, therefore,
I beg leave to withdraw the motion.

Motion, by leave with~drawn.
rQol

BIL-KUL3TA EASTWARD
RAILWAY.

Returned without amendment.

QUESTION-WOOROLOO SANA-
TORIUM, X-RAY PLANT.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Health: Will he advise whether it has been
decided to instal an X-ray plant at the
Wooroloc Sanatorium and, if so, when?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH replied:
The Minister recognises, the need for an
X-ray plant at the Wooroloo Sanatorium,
and will take steps to secure one when funds
arc available. It is impossible, at the
moment, to indicate when that will be.

QUESTION-FOOD SUPPLIES
DIVERTED TO ALBANY.

Mr. MANN asked the Minister for Rail-
ways: In order to make better provision
for the necessary food supplies for the peo-
ple in the metropolitan area, will he apply
the through bill of lading rate, namely, 22s.
per ton, for goods consigned to Fremantle
on ships that may be diverted to, and un-
loaded at, Aibany

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: Tho Rates Book provides that goods
on a through bill of lading to Or from ports
beyond the Commonwealth 'will be carried
between Fremantle, North Fremantle, or
Perth, and Albany at rates as under, viz.:-
Commissioner's risk, 22s. per ton; owner's
risk, 17s. per ton. Consignments comply-
ing with the conditions laid down will be
carred at the rates specified.

House adjourned at 10.16 0.m.
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