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

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Some years
ago 1 approached the Forests Department
on the subject of some of the matters men-
tioned by Mr. Hzll. 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 distriet in comparison with
what was available on the Eastern gold-
fields. I was also told that the sandalwoed
growing on the Eastern goldfields was much
bhetter on acconnt 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 Vie-
toria distriet, and I am sure the Conserva-
tor will give every oonsideration 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 sandalweod regulations the royalty
imposed on sandalwood was £2 a ton. The
proposal is not only to take the inerease by
the regulations, but al-o the amount of
royalty existing before the inerease was im-
posed, three-fifths of which went into for-
estry revenue.

Result of division:—

Ayes . s s -
Noes

I=1EBR

Majority for .. ..
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ATIA,
Hon., J. Cornell Hon. J. Nigholson
Hen, E. H. H. Hall Hon, H. 8eddon
Hon, E. H. Harria Hon. H. Stewnrt
Hon, G, A. Kempton Hon, 8ir B. Wittenoom
Hon, 8ir W. Lathlain Hon. C. H. Wittenoom
Hon. A. Lovekin Hon. G. W, Miles
(Tsller.)
NoOES.
Hon. J, R. Brown Hon. E. Pose
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. H. A. Stephenson
Hon. J. Ewing Hon. C. B. Willlams
Hon. G. Fraser Hon, H. J. Yelland
Hon. E. H. Gray Hon. W. J. Mann
Hon. J. J. Holmes (Teiler.)

Amendment thns passed.
Bill reported with an amendment,

House adjourned at 9.26 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.50
».m., and read prayers.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. E. B. Johnston and Williams-Narrogin
Seat.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I desire to make
a personal explanation, As members ave
aware, I have heen selected by the politicai
organisation to which I helong to conlest
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 me to resign my
geat in this House as representative of Wil-
liams-Narrogin. To-morrow is the seven-
teenth anniversary of my first election to
this Parliament, and I therefore intend to
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plice wy resignation in vour howds, Mr.
Speaker, to-morrow. It iz a wrench for we
fo leave this Chamber, in which 1 have =al
as a representative of the people for the
pust 17 years. | desire to take this oppor-
tunity of thanking you, Mr. Speaker, for
the courtesy and guidance which, trom your
high office, you have always been remdy o
arcord to me, I desire ulso to thank the
wembers of the present and pazt Guier.-
ments Lor their assistance in regard to mat-
tevs afferting my constitueney.  Many -
portant railways and olher public  works
have been construeted in the Witliams-Nar-
rogin electorate during the period of sy
representation. 1 highly appreciate the
courtesy and econsideration which the mem-
bers of the House have always extended to
me. 1 thank aiso the Clerk of ihe ouse
{Mr, Grant), the ollicials of the House and
the “ITansard’” staff for a generous measarce
ol asgistanee which has done much to make
one's duties here a pleasure. Despite the
politieal difierences that exist in this Cham-
ber, 1 think the guiding principle of mewn-
bers of all parties is to secure the pros-
perous development of Western Australin
adl the happiness and welfare of our peo-
ple.  Whatever the future may bring forth,
I shall always retain the happiest inemories
of my past 17 years’ work in surroundings
that hare been made pleasant by the conr-
tesies 1 have so brielly acknowledged. o
uy opinivn the hest training ground for the
representation of the State in the national
1'arliament lies within the portals of thi-
“hamber, and perhaps 1 may, in conelusion,
be permitted to express the bope that the
knowledge and cxperience 1 have gained
licre of Western anstratin and its require-
ments may, in the future, prove of somu
service to my native Slate.

The PREMIER : May. T he permitted to
sry 1 o sure T voice the feelings of every
member of the Honse when T express regret
at the departure of the hon. member from
this Chamber. Apasrt from party and poel-
itical considerations, to he n member of this
House for 17 vears is a [airty lengthy span
in one’s life. During that time personsal
fricndships have heen made, while politieal
antagonisms, too, have been engendered, bnt
I am glad to say that, notwitlsianding
political  differences, we have always been
able to meet each other on the common
ground of personal friendship. Therefore
I regret that Mr. Johnston is leaving us,
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more particularly heennse T am sure it is his
departure from the politieal life of Western
Aunstralia,

My. Lindsay: I ecannot agree with yom
there,

The PREMIER : Being a young wman, of
course, he is not beyond the age when he
can come back, T wish the hon, member
just sueh good luek as one political op-
ponen| may wish to anothier. I am sure that
whntever fale may Un in store for him as a
public iman, he will emrry into his private
life happy memortes of the 17 years he has
spent in this Assembly.

Hon. SIR JAMES MITCHELL: I agree
with the Premior that no matter what our
political differences may be within this
Chamber, we do try to be friendly away
from politics, and I think we sueceed fairly
well. T suppose this is the most orderly
House in the British Empire, not exeluding
the Mother of Parliaments itself. I was
surprised at the speech of the Premier be-
cause he has said time and again that this
arliament onght to he a stepping stone to
the Federal Parliament. With that I en-
tively agree. We in this House did pass a
Bill thai gave a member the right to stand
for a lederal seat without resigning his
State =eat. The Federal Parlinment, how-
ever, retalinied by providing that one might
not stand for the Federal Parliament while
he was a member of this House, but must
vesign some days or weeks before the issue
of the writ. T know we were all greatly
inecensed and felt that we should like some of
our members to have a shot at the Federal
seats, if only to provide a safisfactory
answer to the Federal law. We ecan quite
appreciate that a Federal member does not
wish to he opposed by a State member.
Nuturally the opposition that would be put
up by a State member to a sitting Federal
member would be mueh stronger than the
opposition of a candidate strange to politics.
The PPremier and I have been in this House
for the last 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 saerifice public life demands, and what
it means to give up one’s private life to this
work of serving the country. Like the Pre-
mier, [ 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; T wish him suceess in
this venture.
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Mr. THOMSON: As one who has been
associated with the hon. member since my
appointment as s representative in this Par-
liament, and as one who has had the privi-
lege of his valuable assistance at my right
hand for the last six years, I express my
sincere personal regret that the hon, mem-
ber is leaving Western Australia to seek
advancement in the Federal arena. Unlike
the Premier, I heartily wish him every sue-
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
gained 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.
Waterside Workers® Sirike.

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

. Dear 8ir, I desire to give you notice that it
is my intention when the House mects this
afternoon to move ‘‘That the House do now
adjeurn’™ under Standing Orders 47 and 47a
in order that the serious position on the water-
front may be discussed. Yours faithfully,
James Mitehell,

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

in their places
Seven members having risen,

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [4.43]): We all regret that the occa-
sion has arisen for the moving of such a
motion. A very serious position now con-
fronts us, and the seriousness of it makes it
tmperative that this House should discuss
the situation. The stoppage at the water-
front, whieh has extended over three or fonr
weeks, will affect many people and be far-
reaching in its effects. TUnemployment, as
we know, is already bad enough in this
State, and trade already is suffering becanse
of the shipping stoppage. Of course, this
must aeeentuate unemployment and make the
position more difficulf, and so it is our duty
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to do 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
Bunbury while at Fremantle it has stopped.
On the water frout for years there has been
stoppage after stoppage, each one, of course,
helping to bring other peeple to their knees
nnd making it dillicult for many other workers
to earn 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 wa require, instead of im-
‘porting millions of pounds’ worth of goods
every year from the East as we do. The
people, ineluding the workers of Western
Australia, are being fed up with these ¢on-
tinual stoppages, Millions have been lost,
not by the employers alone, but by the
workers of Australia. The Federal Act
which has been diseussed is the Common-
wealth Government’s way, at any rate, of
mending the situation. The Act does not
interfere with arbitration or with unionism
in the slightest degree.  The arbitration
award ean be and will be given effect to in
every detnil whether the men go back under
the Aet or not.

The Minister for Works:
vou sav that?

Hor. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Fed-
eral Arbiiration Aet is one thing, and the
Transport Workers Aet is undoubtedly
nuite another thing. Neither will nnionism
or the legitimate worker be in the slightest
degree affected,

The Minister for Works: That law dis-
tinetly over-rides any other Aet of Parlia-
ment,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It does
nothing of the sort. Surely no hen. member
of this Chamber ean objeet to obedience to
an arbitration award. T said the other day
that arbitration has given the workers all
they have, and T say to-day that T 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 publie; but now it seems
to protect only the worker. Tt is our duty
to see that the arbitration law, so long as it
exists, shall be obeved. All who dis
obey it, whether emplovers or workers,

What wmakes
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shonld realise that they are not only
bringing ahout disvespect of the law,
but 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
were 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
nestion may, and I daresay will, weaken

e control 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 may be obeyed. The Aect to
which hon. members objeet is one that this
House is not called upon either to approve
or disapprove, it being net 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 Representatives, having 75
members, by 30 votes to 12. When the
measure reached the Senate, it was passed
by 14 vofes to three. Tn a new matter of
this kind, and of importance, one wonld
have thonght 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 away in their constit-
uencies.

Hen, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T 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 wusual
formalities were observed, and the usual
time was taken, for the passing of the Act.

The Premier : It was only one day’s
notiee.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 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 reading
on the next day. 1 repeat, members were
away in their constitnencies.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Perhaps
the Premier can explain where they were.
They may have puired, but, not having seen
the Federal! “Hansard,” T have to take the
Press reports for it. However, the duty of
members was {o be in Parliament, particu-
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intly at that time. On this question we are
not asked to take sides. This is no question
of the worker versux the employer, or the
employer versus the worker, It is simply a
sfrike ngainst the law of the land.

Member: 1t is on election matter.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
rorry to hear that interjection. It would be
a scandalous thing if the bread and butter
of thousands of people eould be made part
of any eleclion ery. Any party that songht
to gain advantage at the expense of the
people of this country, and partieularly at
the expense of the workers, would not get
much support {rom me. It cannot be made
a political issue by the Prime Minister, be-
eause he did not start the trouble, Neither
do I sce how the trouble will benefit either
one party or the other.  There are some
people on strike, but there are a great many
more workers who are ont of work because
of the strike; and there are many in work
notwithstanding the strike who object just
as strongly to disobedience to the Arbitra-
tion Court as we do. Arbitration being the
law of the land, the duty of everyone is to
ohey it. The Tremier has not seen the Fed-
eral Aet, hut he has seen the Federal Bill.
T have not seen the Aect, but the Bill has
been here for some days, and 1 understand
it passed withont amendment. We have not
<een the regulations under the Aect, but we
know from the discussions that the main ob-
jeetion raised to the regulations is the re-
murement of vegistration. As regards re-
gistration, the law now says that 2 man must
have a ticket issued to him by the Federal
Government hefore he ean work upon tha
water front. TUp to the present time the
union has said that a man must have a ticket
issued by the union before he ean work on
the water front.

The Promier: The union has not said that.
The Arbitration Court bas said it

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

The Premier: Yes; preference to union-
ists.

Mr. Davy: Preference to the lumpers?

The Premier: Yes.

The Minister for Mines: Yes; every Ax-
bitration Court has said it.

Hon, S8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The man
who wishes to be a wharf lumper pow has
fo take out a ticket. Formerly he had to
take out a tieket, 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
ure such as may encourage disobedience of
the law. The statement leaves the lumpers
more or less suspended in doubt as to the
attitnde of the House. T consider that that
sttitude ought to be made perfeetly piain.
Tn the sane issue there is a statement made
by the Disputes Committee which I think is
caleulated to do considerable harm. I do
not know whether any members of fhe Dis-
pttes Committee are in this House. How-
ever, the statement refers to the system of
vegistration, concerning which a long reso-
lution was passed. The coneluding words
of the resolution are—

Any gystem of indenturcd labour, by license

or otherwise, is totally opposed to the prin-
ciples of organiscd labeur, and is in direct
opposition to Australian sentiment.
T 'have already said that I have no objection
in the world to labour heing organised.
But, he it organised or otherwise, surely it
iust obey the law of the land. One is
~urprised to find the leaders of labour en-
couraging disobedienee to the lnw. T repeat,
if: the trouble had arisen between the em-
plovers and the employees, it would be a
different matter; but in this rase it is a
strike against the law. The secretary of the
Disputes Committee, Mr. Barker, iz re-
poried as saying—

- If it—the TFederal Act—were aceepted, it
would mean u revision to the conditions of
serfdom which existed in the Middle Ages,
and the constant struggle of the working

classes to shake off such restrictions of their
freedom would lhave heen in vain,

.. The Premier: Tt has never been at-

tempted in British industrial history before.
Mr. Davy: What about the Land Agents

Rillg

. The Premier:

with serfdom?®

Mr. Davy: T know what is proposed.

The Minister for Mines: Jf yom 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
ont and the man goes to work, he will do so
under the Arbitration award in every detail.
He will work just as he worked hefore un-
der any otbher award.

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

What has that got to do
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Me. #PEAKER: Order!

The Premier: You do not know what
conditions he goes to work under.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Ion. 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
hut the registration is questioned. The
unien =ay that the faet of registration will
mieiut @t reversion to the serfdom which ex-
isted in the Middle Ages. T should be found
standiug by the men if 1 thought anything
of the sort possible. But as a motter of
faet it does not mean anything of the sort,
They will be just as free as ever they were.

The Premier: You do not know anything
about it; neither do I, but I am not making
a definite statement. You are¢ mnking stale-
nments without any information.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
making a statement in answer to the state-
ment made by the disputes ecommitiee, who
are, I suppose, well informed.

The Premier: They ave not well informed.

My. Davy: Well, whg do they make that
statement?

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T sup-
pose we are to assume the disputes com-
mittee know what they ave doing in making
the statement they have made. 1 should
like to test the statement, for T think it was
allogether wrong. There is no suspieion of

“any attempt to take away any shred of

freedom, except that (he men must be regis-
tered hefore being allowed o work. Onee
registered, a man can work, so long as he
obeys the law of the land. That is his mat-
ter, not ows, As usual, polities come into
this position, which is to be regretied.

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

Hon. Rir JAMES MITCHELL: Oh no.
T am reading this statement,

The Premicer: Polities are ¢coming into it
now,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
statement goes on to say that the present
position on the waterfront was not caused
hy the refusal of the men to accept work,
hut hy the refusal of those in power, com-
hined with the emplovers, to allow the men
to work, and was nothing less than a lock-
out engineered by the Federal Government
for palitical purposes. I do not believe any-
thing of the sort. I suppose everything we
tonch is more or less political.  Still, T
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think it a pity that that statement should
bave 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 hand in this matter.

Hon, Sir JAMES 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
oveasiuns, and I know it is the usual fhing
to get an expert body to handle industrial
trouble when it arises,

Mr. Kenneally: The action of the Prime
Minister, tending as it does fo create and
intensify the dispute, inereases 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. Bverything
that can be done to bring about a resump-
tion of work ought to be done.

Mr. Kenneally: The hon. member would
be well advised to communicate with the
Prime Minister,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
much obliged to the hon. member. He has
a3 much right to eommunicate with the
Prime Minister as have I, and probably his
communication would have just as much re-
sult as mine. I am not responsible for any-
thing the Federal Guvernment do, or for
anything the Prime Minister may do. Bot
as a member of this House I, in eommon
with the rest of the members, am responsi-
ble to the people of this State, snd 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 io the Premier’s wire to the
Prime Minister suggesting that the widter-
side workers might be allowed to remain
under the old conditions, without having to
take ont licenses; and to the refusal of the
Prime Minister to grant that request be-
canse, I suppose, the regulations are in-
tended to apply to all the ports in Aunstra-
Jia. This is what the statement says:—

Mr. Bruce’s refusnl was a elear indication
that he did not wish to secure industrial peace,

I amn
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but preferred to have industrial vnrest and
turmoil,

That is entirely wrong. There is no re-
sponsible man in the Commonwealth who
does not want industrial peace. 1 am sure
the Prime Minister has a sincere desire to
see the people of this country happy and
comfortable, sod living peasceful, pros-
perous lives. The point is that sueh state-
ments as that made are only calenlated to
encourage the lumpers to persist in a con-
tinued breach of the law. It may be that
for them it is an objectionable law; still,
it is the law, and the sooner they realise
that, the better, We do not want the
things that have happened in Adelaide and
in Melbowrmne, 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: Ny, alil
the conditions are set out by the Arbitra-
tion Court in the first place, and hy the
law of the land in the second place. The
employers have had nothing to do with it.

Mr. Kenneallv: The men have offered
to work under the Arbitration Court’s
award,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do
not know what the employer thinks about
it or what he has had to do in ereating
the sitnation. It was created by the Fed-
eral law, and we ought to make that clear.
The hon, member, of course, could make it
clear amongst the lumpers with so much
better effect than counld I. He should make
it elear 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 againsi
the award of the court.

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

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Well,
the strike is now against the Act that the
Federal Parliament passed. At any rate,
I believe that when peaee reigns again
throughont the ports of Awustralia, if this
law be all that members opposite believe
it to be. there may be occasion to go fur-
ther into the question. 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 emplovers. If it should
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prove to do anything of the sort, then it
will be 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,
we ought to do il. It was suggested by
the member for East Perth (Mr. Ken-
neally) that I sbould communicate with
the Prime Minister. Neither the Prime
Minister nor any other Minister, nor any
member of the House has communicated
with me on the subject. What I have done,
T have done with a view to belping the
situation and with no other thought. It
will be a pity if such statements as that
made by the disputes committee are re-
peated, and it is a pity, too, if the faets
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 wili
become stagnant and trouble will pile up.
There does not seem 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 nof eonfuse this Aet with the Arbi-
tration Court award, which has nothing
whatever to do witih it. The men whe
work will work under the award of the
court.

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

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

Mr. Sleeman: The law overrides the
award.

Hon. Bir 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-
eepted. I know the strikers do not like
the gward. But that is no excuze at all.
It wonld be a very weak thing if any Gov-
ernment intended the laws to be disobeyed
without making seme attempt to enforee
them, whether it he an Arbitration Courr
award or any other law. I hope that in
this State of ours work will be resumed
and that the lawsg will be obeved. They
are not at all likely to work in the way
suggested by the dispntes committee. When
they do, it will be quite time for us teo
make a protest against them. T move--~

That the House do now adjourn.
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MR. THOMSON (Katanning) ([3.14]:
When I spoke on the Address-in-reply, I
said it was time we got back to sanity
amongst the workers and their leaders, The
present dispute, I am sure, has eaused mem-
hers of the (Government a 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
something that might make the position
worse. That is the way in which I approach
this question. The position is very grave;
Australia is facing a great erisis. 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
hoats will return. We are now facing
exactly that sort of position, which, unfor-
tunately, gives Australin such a bad name
elsewhere in the world, Because 1
dvew 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 which we were rezarded in other parts.
Lnst 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-
mier asking for his co-operation and as-
sistance. In effcet, 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 Gov-
ernment of Western Australia were pre-
pared to stand behind the Commonwealth
in the preservation of law and order.

The Premier: Neo Government in Aus-
tralia has the right to question this or any
other Government as to what they are going
to do.

Mr. THOMSON: Tt is in sorrow that T
have to draw attention to the attitude
adopted by the Premier in this erisis.

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

Mr. THOMSON: The Government of
thiz State did not consider the matter of
snfficient importance to reply to the tele-



[2 Ocroser, 1928.1

gram which the Prime Minister had sent to
every other Premier in Ausfralia.

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

Mr.
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 instrneted by them to do this or that
Do not misrepresent the position.

Mr. THOMSON: No one——

The Premier: I am not going to be a
fetch-and-carry for any Fedaral Govern-
ment.

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

The Premier: Be fair about it. Do not
misrepresent us. Never mind about the

THOMSON: The Premier was

matter being serious. Yon bhe exact
as to the faets.
Mr. THOMSON: I will be exaet.

The Premier: Dol

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! 1 trust there

will be no interruptions in a debate of this
character.

The Premier:
of faet.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 wish to draw the at-
tention of the House to the Standing Order
which says that no member shall interrupt
snother member whilst speaking unless at
his request that certain words be taken
down, or to eall attention to a point of
order, or to call attention to a quornm. 1
trust there will be no interruptions. There
is elways an opportunity afforded to those
who have not spoken to reply to anything
that has heen suid while the debate iz pro-
ceeding. I would say to the hon. member
whom T have interrnpted that when another
member denies a statement, or the acenracy
of a statement, the hon, member making
that statement must not repeat if, and must
accept the denial.

(38]

I ohject to mis-statements
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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
1 may rend 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 net reply to it. De yon
deny saying that?

Mr. THOMSON: The telegram from the
Prime Minister is as follows:—

Premier of Western Australia, Perth, The
action taken by the Waterside Workers’ Fed-
eration, hecausge of their objection to some of
the terms of an award given by Judge Beeby
of the Federal Arbitration Court, is already
resulting in holding up much of the shipping
of the Commonwealth, As a consequence of
this aetion Dby the federation, maritime trans-
port ia 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 Governpent feels that this unlawful and
reckless abuse of power by the Waterside
Workers’ Federation conatitutes a direct de-
fiance of the community which cannot he sub-
mitted te by any self-respecting people. I
have, on bebalf of my Government, communi-
cated with the represeatatives of the steam-
ship owners calling upon them to make the
necessary 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
utmest to maintain law and order by prose-
cuting those who unlawfully intertere with
the peaceful earrying on of the transport in-
dustry of the Commonwealth, If the inter-
fercnce with the legitimate trade and trans-
port of Australia continues, I propose to ad-
vise the Governor-Gemeral tn 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 States., I will take
this action in order i0 arm the Governument of
the Commonwealth with fullest power pos-
gible under the law and in order to protect
the interesty of the people, Recognising the
serious results that this disastrous atrike must
have upon the industries of your State and the
well-being of its citizens, I appeal for the 1ul
en-operation of yowr (Government, and especi-
ally ask that due protection be given to all
thase eitizens who are prepared to carry om
the work of the maritime trangport industry
under the terms of the award made by the
Arbitration Court—a court that has been
established by the free will of the peovle of
Australia, oxpressed through their Parlia-
ment, I am addressing the Premicrs of the
other States of the Commonwealth in similar
termg 8. M. Bruee, Prime Minister.

And yet the Premier statezs thnt the last
sentence alone does not demand a reply.
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The Premier: It does 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.

My, THOMSON: That is a matter of
opinion. The Premier is responsible for his
own aetions,

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

Mr. TEOMSON: The Prime Minister
says, “I appeal for the full co-operaiion of
your Government and especially ask that
due proteetion be given to all these 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-
erveign rights?

The Premier: Yes.

Mr. THOMSON: The “West Australian”
published the full text of the reply of the
Prime Minister {Mr. Bruee) to the sngges-
tion of the Premier (Mr. Collier) that the
operation of the Transport Workers Act
should be suspended at Fremantle, as ne
free labour had been employed. Mr. Bruee
replied :—

1 regret being unable to aceept 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
caze where exemption has been granted is
whero 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
T asked the Premier the question I did, bnt
the sitnation 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 desirouns of
carrying out the award,

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

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. 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
“TWest 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
Minister’s attitude most unfortunate——

Mr. Panton: And it was, too.

Mr. THOMSON: The “West Australign”
continued :—

As the suspension of the Transport Work-
ers’ Act at Fremantle 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. Kenneally: 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. THOMBSON: That was quite right
If the Commissioner was going outside the
award it was right that he should be taken
to eourt and made fo obey the laws of the
land.

Mr, Panton:
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 lving idle
for weeks. No attempt has been made to
supply free Iabour. I have no desire to sec
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 Arhi-
tration Court for several weeks, They re-
fused to go to work,

The waterside workers were
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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,

Mr. Lutey: The “Dimboelu”™ has been
working, too.

Mr. THOMSON: I amn 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-
wealih regulations being ecarried out, the
Government are going to provide adeguate
protection for those who are desirous of
carrying out their calling. The Premier says
it is an impertinence for the Prime Minister
to ask that question, but it is not an im-
pertinence for me or any other member of
this House to ask it.

The Premier: It is an impertinence.

Mr. THOMSON: The Premier says it is
an impertinence.

The Fremier: Of course it is.

My, 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 sssuming that something else might hap-
pen? We are in & position to judge as to
what would possibly happen.

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

Mr, THOMSON: I am not talking about
something that may have happened, but
concerning something that actually did hap-

en.

P The Premier: The Government will not
rattie the sabre before the eyes of the peo-
le!

P Mr. THOMSOXN: 1 do not want to impori
any hitterness into the consideration of this
snbject, for it is too serions. Here we have
men who, when they were desirous of oh-
taining employment, were told that the only
way to get the work they sought was to
belong to a certain uniown.

Members: No.

Mr, THOMSON : That is the attitude that
Government members have adopted.

The Minister for Works: That is the atti-
tode vou adopted.

Mr. THOMSON: It is the policy the
Minister and others have given effeet to.

The Minister for Works: Nonsense!

The Premier: You want us to go round
ratiling the sabrel
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Mr. THOMSON ; At any rate, that is the
policy that has been given effect to. Those
who objeet to men being registered as
workers under the provisions of the Com-
monwealth Transport Workers’ Aet thal
will enable them to obtain employment in
accordanece with the provisions of the Beeby
Award, have expressed their views, and in
the circumstunces we are justified in asking
whether the necessary protection will he
available if people desire to register undex
the provisions of that Aet, and to work on
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 during the time the strike
of ten-room girls was in progress, no pro-
vision was made for the proteetion of eiti-
zens and others.

The Minister for Justice: That is wrony.

Mr. THOMSON: It is not wrong.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The Premier: What you want is bayonets
to deal with a lot of tea-room girls!

Mr. THOMSON: Not at all.

Myr. Sleeman: I suppose you want the
field ambulance out as well,

Mr, THOMSON: We are entitled 1o
know, in these days, in the interests of the
people of Western Australia, including the
workers, their wives and their children,
whether steps will be taken to assure that
the ordinary activities of commierce in this
State shall be earried on satisfactorily. I
think we are entitled to have that informa-
tion, partienlarly in view of the fact that
there is a possibility of happenings sueh as
occurred in the past. We have the right
o know whether those who are desirous «f
doing their duty to the State in accordance
with the law, will have all necessary pro-
teeliom.

The Premier: That is a rotten attitude of
ming!

Mr. THOMSON: Not at all.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. THOMSON: I am sorry——

Mr. Marshall: So you ought to be.

Mr. TROMSON: I was sorry to hear the
Premier's interjection. It is surely a fajr
and legitimate request for information,
when I put my query to him. We have the
police foree to protect my property and the
properfy of other eilizens.

The Premier: And who says they will not
act should the need arise?
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Mr. THOMSON: That is what I am ask-
ing.

The Premier: You bhave no right to ask
such a question,

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

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

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. THOMSOXN: One can judge the posi-
tion only as it is. May I quote further
from the Premier’s own statement. Te
said—

We understund from the newspapers that the
Act was passed without amendment, and, from
the Bill before us, it appears to be a ong
elause Aet, giving the Commonweslth azuth-
ority to make regulations having the force of
law and cembodying the widest power, bhut

affording no sense of protection to the worker.

Neither have we yet seen the regulations under
which the waterside workers are sapposed to
register,

Surely this House is juslified in asking the
Government if they will afford the neces-
sary protection should men wish to work
on the wharf at Iremantle.  While the
Premier may say it is a piece of gross im
pertenance—

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

Mr. THOMSOXN: All T ask is that the
assurance of Ministers be given regarding
necessary protection. In his telegram, the
Prime Minister seid—

I appeal for the full co-operation of your
Government, and especially to ask that due
protection be given to those citizens who are

prepared to carry out the work of the marine
transport industry . . . ..

No reply was sent by the Premier to that
question. JIs it a matter for surprise that
many citizens of this State are wondering
Just where we arve, and what. action Par-
Hament will take?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I would point
out to the hon. member that his speeei.
particnlarly during the last few minutes,
has been in the nature of an imputation.
It is for every hon. member of this House
to respect every other hon. member. It is
the hon. member’s duty to place in other
hon. members, an honourable trust. Until
action arises when tiere is a possibility
of proving a charge nrainst some hon. mem-
ber, which must be done by way of a sub-
stantive motion, the hon. member must not
impute improper motives of any kind lo

[ASSEMBLY.]

any hon. member, or to any member of the
Ministry. Standing Order 132 clearly exz-
presses the position. Ii reads—

. ned all imputations of improper

i-m.th"es, and all personal reflections on mem-
bers, should be congidered highly disorderly.

1 take it that this debate can be conducted
withoul any imputations upon the hononr
of members or impugning the high charace-
ler of anyone in thig Chamber. Therefore,
especially nfter repeated denials, the hon.
member has placed a constroction upon
Press reports—which may not be used in
the debafes in this Chamber—that is dis-
orderly, and I trmst he will desist any
further from making imputations or ecast-
ing any reflection upon any hon. member
uf this Honse.

Mr. TIOMBON: I am pleased, M.
Speaker, that vou have quoted Standing
Order 132, T want fo assure you and the
Housze that 1 lave no desire to impute
motives, or to impuzn the honour of any
hon. members.

Mr. Panton:
vour failing!

Mr., THOMSOXN: I have been denling
with the fuestion having in view the ser-
iousness of the position confronting us. I
maintain respectfully that I am entitled fo
draw attention to the fnet that no reply
was sent to the Prime Minister’s telegram.

The Minister for Justice: How many
more times do you want to he answered on
that point?

Mr. SPEANER: T would point out that
ihe Premicr has stated more than onece that
the ecommunication read by the hon. mem-
ber was not in the form of a guestion or
a request. The Premier has repeatedly
stated, notwithstanding what the hou.
member has asserted—and in doing so the
hon. wmembsr has gone over the same
ground to sueh an extent as to make hinw
almost euilty of tedious repetition, and at
the same time has imputed something like
dishonourable motives—that the Prime
Minister’s telezram did not embody a gues-
tton but was purely a statement of the
case,

Mr. THOMSON:
respectfully—

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member mnsé
not dispute my ruling, or make any such
eomments as the hon. member was pro-
eeeding to do, unless he is prepared to take
the necessary steps!

It is not your faunlt: it is

I would point out
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Mr. THOMSON: 1T was pointing out
that the interpretation placed upon the
Prime AMinister's telegram and the state-
ment made by the Premier each represent
a matter of opinion, and I desire to say
respectfully, Mr. Speaker, that while the
Premier may, with justice to himself, enter
a denial, 1 consider I am justified in ex-
pressing my opinion, not offensively—

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member is
disputing my ruling!

Mr. THOMSON: T am not.

Mr. SPEAKER: By that denial, he is
doing so. The hon. member must obey the
rules and Standing Orders of this Chamber,
He mast aceept an hon. member’s denial
and he has no right to follow up the denial
by repeated imputations.

My, TIROMSON: Tf that is youwr vuling,
Myr. Speaker, I am hound, most respeet-
fully, to disagree.

Mr. SPEAKER:
do so.

The hon. membor can

Dissent from Ruling.

Mr. Thomson: 1 move—

That the House dissent from Mr. Speaker’s

raling.
If T did not take exception to your ruling,
Sir, it would debar any member from con-
tinuing a debate once a Minister had en-
tered a denial.

Mr. Richardson: That is so.

The Premier: That is the Standing
Order. When a member denies a question,
his denial must he aceepted.

Mr. Speaker:  Will the hon. member
put his motion to disagree in writing?

The Premier: Right or wrong, that is
the Standing Order.

Mr. Speaker: I understand that the
hon. member has moved that my ruling be
disagreed from.

Mr. Thomson: I have done so.

Me, Davy: T eather. Mr. Speaker, that
you have ruled that the hon. member was
out of order in referring to the telezram
that has been read.

The Speaker: The hon, member mis-
understands the position. My ruling was
that nnder Standing Order 132, the hon.
memher ecotld not impute impeoper motives
or relleet upon any hon. member. The im-
putation of motives would include neglect
of dutv. dishononrable conduet or anything
el not in aecordance with strict reeti-
tude on the part of members of Parliament
or Ministers of the Crown.
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Mr. Davy: Do I understund that in view
of the reading of that telegram and your
ruling that the hon. member has imputed
motives, that that is the attitude yon adopt?
Apart from the guestion of fact, the point
arises first that the Premier denied that the
telegram was in the form of a question.
The hon. wmember obtained the telegram and
read it to ns.  (Grammatically the meaning
Hf the telegram is not in question. It seems
to me that the hon. member is entitled to
express lis opinion on that point.

The Minister for Justice: Once.

Mr. Davy: The hon. member suggested
that the telegram was in a form to which an
answer ought to have heen sent. When he
contended aceordingly, you rtuled that he
war imputing iimproper motives. One may
differ from the views: of the Government
without imputing improper motives.

My, Speaker: After the introductory re-
marks of the hon. member that there was a
desive to know what the Government in-
fended to do, the Premier denied that the
lelegram from the Prime Minister required
an answer. The hon. member repeated his
desire to know what it was intended to do.
That was an imputation of motives and re-
peating it made the offence worse, On that
score T ruled that the han. member was out
of order. His repetition of the statement
was a non-aceceptance of the denial by the
Premier to begin with, and its repetition
wag an inference, or an innuendo that some-
thing that ought (o have heen done was not
done hy the (Fovernment,

Mr. Davy: 1 do not know whether T am
in order in awrain addressing myself to von,
M. Speaker, but T 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,
that then was the end of it. But the hon.
member read the teleovram and submitted
that atthough grammatieally it was not in
the form of a question, in his opinion the
Government should have sent an answer. 1
submit that it is not necessary for a lelter
or a telegram fo be couched in interrogatory
language to renuire an answer. It seems to
me we are going to he eramped serionsly if
we are not able to submit, without imputing
motives, that the Government ounght to have
rent an answer. T should like to know vour
ruling us to whether T shall be debarred
from submitting to the House that the Gov-
ernment ought fo have sent an answer to
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the telegram. I submif, in my judgment,
that an answer ought to have been sent.

Mr. Speaker: The motfion of the member
for Katarning reads—

I disagree with your ruling that T am im-.
puiing improper or personal motives lLecause
I expressed and copented my opinion that the
Fremier should huve replied to the Prime Min-
ister’s wire regarding the strike.

Mr. Lindsay: T have carefully listened to
your ruling and I also heard the inter-
jections that caused your ruling to be given.
1 have not had very much experience of
Parliamentary procedure, but if your ruling
is correct, Mr. Speaker, we might just as
well stop our debates. The raoling is thal
¢nee a member makes a statement and that
statement is denied, and another wmember
declares that the denial is wrong, we are
imputing motives. The member for Kat-
anning made certnin slatements 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 tfelegram
eatd “I ask for your co-operation.” If I
am asked by a member of this House to assist
in scme way or other, that surely is asking
a question; it is n request for eo-operation,
and T shonld be expected to say “yes”
or “no.” What is the use of asking someone
to do something unless that someone replies
“yes” or “no™? It appears to me that the
Prime Minister’s telegram did require an
answer. That is the point.  Now if we
stand up in this House and express a view
in opposition to lhat of the Government or
of any member, aceording to your ruling,
Myr. Speaker, that eonstitutes imputing mo-
tives.

Mr. Speaker: No: that is not eorreet.

Mr, Lindsay: That is my opinion of the
ruling vou have given. So far as I ean
understand the position, the member for
Katanning merely stated there should have
heen a reply.

Hon, W. J. George: That was his apinion
and he had a right to express it.

Mr. Lindsav: The sugoestion was that the
Premier should state whether he was pre-
pared fo protect those people who went to
work at the Fremantle wharf, and the mem-
ber for Katanning expressed the opinion
that the Premier should make a statement.
Surely it eannot be held that a member is
imputing motives when he expresses an
opinion. I oppose your ruling, Mr. Speaker,

[ASSEMBLY.]

for the reason that if it is given effect to and
is taken as a precedent, we might just as
well put a stop to the debates in this House.

Hon. W. J. George: I listened very closely
to what the member for Katanning had to
say and 1 must contess that I cannot see
where Standing Order 132 applies. I did
not gather, from the hon. member's speeeh,
that he imputed a motive, impyeper or other-
wise, He may have had something at the
back of his head, but if he had be kept it
concealed there, T do not think he made
any personal reflection on the Premier; I
shoutd he sorry if hie did. The Premier is
responsible for whatever action he takes and
I have not the slightest doubt that when the
time eomes he will make his explanation.
This is an occasion that is much too im-
portant to the State and to everyone of us,
no matter what onr views may he, to try fo
camouflage the question by imputing motives.
Tf the hon. member had put the matter in
this way, that seeing that those who were
taking the action which was being objected
to, were presomably of the same politieal
party as the Premier, and that tberefore the
Premier was likely to be influenced by that
fact, then I would say that improper
motives were being impunted. But the hon.

" member did not even suggest such a thing;

there was no neeessity for him to go so far,
T differ from the Premier in respect of many
things, but I know that in his high position
he has to play & man’s part. I cannot agree
with vour ruling, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Sampson: I think hon. members
generally will have a good deal of sympathy
for the Government

Mr. Speaker: Order!

Mr. Sampson: In respeet of the speech
of the Leader of the Country Partv, I re-
zard it as having been 2 model of restraint.

Oh!

The Premier: A model of a perverse in-
telleet.

Mr. Marshall: Don't make a seeand read-
ing speeeh; talk to the point of order.

Mr. Sampson: I realise the hon. mem-
bhar’s view in this matter where a difficult
dutvy must be performed. But on your rml-
ing. Mr, Speaker, an hon. member need only
w1y that a statement made was untrue or
improper, to be called to order.

The Premier: So it would be under the
Standing Orders; have yon ever read them?

Membhers:
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Mr, Sampson: I bave read them. The
Standing Oxder 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 know
how a note of interrogation has to be sent
by telegraph, but it seems to me that if one
receives a letter in a private eapacity, or in
any other capacity, and it is expressed in the
terms of the felegram that was read, one
would feel it ineumbent upen bim to send
a reply. The absence of an interrogation
mark is of no significance whatever. The
member for Katanning was most punetili-
ous in the selection of his language, and I
was surprised when the question was raised
about the manuner in which he expressed
himself. T intend to vote in support ofi the
motion that the Speaker's ruling be dis-
agreed with.

Mr. Latham: T am extremely sorry, Mr,
Speaker, that you have given this ruling. _I
will admit that you have been generons n
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 von have interpreted it, it will set
a precedent that will be diffieult to overcome
in all future discussions in this House. I
understand that vour ruling is to the effect
that the member for IKatanning imputed
motives.

Mr. Speaker: That he east a personal
reflection,

Mr. Latham: T cannot even see that there
was any personal reflection. To my mind it
is just a question of the interpretation of a
telegram. After all, I know that the Premier
would not object to our criticising his posi-
tion as Premier, and his conduet in this
House as Premier of the State. We would
not be fit to hold our positions in this House
if we did not watech carefully the conduet
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 dome. It is not so
much a matier that concerns the present
debate, but 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 donbt a divi-
sion will be called on the motion to dis-

lu4e

agree with your ruling and I shall be very
sorry to see the House divide on the matter,
Of course the weight of numbers will he
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-
fleeting on the House, but I have no desire
that the debate should be restricted in any
way. I am afraid we shal] he restricting
debate if we aceept your ruling.

The Premier: T desive 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
runaning through the whole of his Temarks
an imputation of motives.

Mr. Davy: Now you are imputing motives.

The Premier: If the hon. member will
allow me to proceed, I will tell him the
motives, T did not make that remark with-
out intending to justify it, and the hon.
member need not be too anxious to eross-
examine me before I have had an oppor-
tunity to express my views.

Mr. Davy: There is no need to get cross.

The Premier: [ am not in the witness
box to be cross-examined by the youthful
solicitor of this House who adepts 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
Jjustify them. I am not here to be eross-
examined before I have had an opportunity
te express my views. Let the hon. membep
bear that in mind. He has not in the box
at present a poor insignifieant witness whom
he can brow-beat.

Mr. 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, 1o
reply to interjeetions. It is the evil of in-
terjections that provokes disorder, and I
trust I shall not have occasion to eall either
the Premier or the hon. member tp order
over across-table conversations and rebukes
of each other.

The Premier: My remarks were due {o
the fact that before I bad 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
imputation against the Government. Ile
proceeded to deal with the {earooms strike
which oceurred 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 Governmént would be lack-
ing in their duty and wonld fail to provide
police protection if it were necessary to-
morrow in the present dispute. There waus
an absolute imputation against the Govern-
ment of improper motives, 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 cheek, Members know
that the vein running right through his
specch was an imputation of impropar
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 frouble? Why did he
infer, as he did, that the (fovernment would
act again as he considered they acted on
that occasion¥ I deny his statement that
the Government did so aet on that occasion,
but the hon. member imputed metives 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 bad not re-
plied because we were not prepared or will-
ing to provide police proteetion if it was
necessary. That was the imputation lev-
elled against the Government, and running
right through his remarks. I think your rul-
ing is sbsolutely right, Mr. Speaker, and
every member who followed the trend
of the hon. member's remarks knows thsre
was an imputation of motives right throush
his speech.

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

The Premier: A motive of dereliction of
duty.

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

Mr. Davy: I submit that dereliction of
duty is nol an improper motive. An im-
proper motive surely must mean dishonesty,
not negleet, not weakness, not discourtesy,
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or anything of that sort. As I understand
it, there were three points in the remarks
of the member for Katanning to which you,
Mr. 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-
ing 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
felegram required an answer and that
an answer should have been sent.

The Premier: Why did ke link up the
tearooms strike except to Impute a motive
for the Government’s not replying ¢

Mr. Davy: That has not heen raised by
me. It appears that if the ruline is cor-
rect, and if T 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 Katanning persisted that in
his opinion such an assurance should be
given, Surely if your ruling is as I have in-
dicated, when other members at a later
stage desire to eriticise the (Government for
not giving the assurance—TI am not expres-
sing an opinion whether they should do se
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 o0, we shall be in a serious
position, and we might as well be out of the
House.

Mr, Speaker: I do not think the hon.
member who has last spoken, and some
others, can have gathered the scope of my
ruline. T referred to the words of this par-
ticular Standing Order 122, The hon. mem-
ber has included another Standing Order,
and reference has been made to it by the
Premier—the Standing Order relating to
the seccepting of a statement of another
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member Iad 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 thir ease is not on all fours
with that of stopping a free expression of
opinion. If ever the Government were
guilty of dishonest or dishenourable eon-
duet, it would clearly be the duty of the
hon. member or members complaining to
table a motton under which such eonduet
conld be fully and completely debated and
dealt with by the House. But in ordinary
circumstances it is the commonest rule of
all that you are to extend to all members
due and proper respeet, and to eredit them
with honour and honesty in their speeches
and motives in this Chamber. That can
scarcely be the case that gave rize to my

ruling.
Mr. 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-
mpt the Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member would
almost make it appear that one is quite
right in stopping him, and that he cannot
restrain his own tongmne. The hon. member
as the House will be aware, by implying that
his previous questions had not been properiy
or fairly answered, by a reference to the con-
dnet of previous Governments on the oe-
casion of n previons strike, and the almost
direct statement that the telegram of the
Prime Minicter required an answer as to
the attitude of the (Government in the event
of a strike ocenrring, asking whether thev
would or wonld not do their duty in up-
helding law and order, surely was beyond
nll the limits and latitude of our Standing
Orders. T allowed the reading of the tele-
gram but after repeated denials the mem-
bher for Katanning required an assurance,
and it was then, and then only, T gave my
roling that he was out of order. T trnst that
while T am in the Chair I shall always rule
in similar cases. With all due deference
to the House members ecannot east
personal reflections or innuendoes un-
less they are prepared to do it by
specific motion in which the charges are
clearly stated and every member has an op-
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portunity to speak to those partienlar
charges. By innuendo, insinuation aand in-
ference, imputations and reflections cannof
be 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. Npeaker, and other mem-
hers, I should like to have a few words to
say.

Hon. G. Taylor:
Liave some fen first.

Mr. Thomson: Perhaps so.

The Premier: Yon have ne right to sug-
west that. You arve not in the Chair; you
iwre not Speaker.

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

The Premier: (o on till the time is called!
Tt is not your provinee to eall it.

Mr. Thomson: I moved to disagree with
your ruling, but when I 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 time from making a statement
of fact.

I think we had better

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. Thomson: With regard to your rul-
ing, Mr. Spenker, that T was imputing im-
personal or improper motives, I wish to say
clearly that I have no such intention. I
regret very much that such an interpreta-
tion could be put on my remarks. I also
peint out, most vespectfully, that if we per-
mit the ruling to go on the lines you have
-uggested, there would never be an oppor-
{nnity of debating any subjcct-matter if the
Minister who wmight be in charge of it did
not reply. After all, however, the motion
moved by the Lender of the Oppesition is
that whick is most important: and T shall
now, Sir, allow your ruling to go to the
House.

Mr. Speaker: It is somewhat out of the
ordinary for the Speaker to rise in
defence of his ruling. more than once
at all events: but T deem this a ques-
tion of some importance, by reason of the
fact that hon. members are under the
impression that if my ruling were up-
held by the House, the liberty of speech of
kon. members would be curtailed, restricted,
or abolished. T am not alone in taking the
view T do, and T expect hon. members will
have noticed that the Standing order in
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question does not ouly allude to improper
motives, but alse to all personal reflections
.on members, T want that interpretation {v
Le placed in the mind of every hon. member
as he is giving a vote. TIn the British House
of Commons matters of a similar kind have
Leen treated as out of order. In the debates
of 1904, on page 748, hon. members will see
a similar case of personal refleetion or im-
putation that had been made by Mr. Lloyd
Cieorge. The Speaker drew the attention
of the House to those words, and said—
The hon. member will see that the words
suggest that the right hon. gentleman is actu-
ated, in prosecuting for crime, by the un-
worthy motive of punishing persons who are
of different polities from his own. That is

@ suggestion which the hon. member ought to
withdraw.

In other words, it was ont of order. There
are a number of instances of this kind. T
submit that what caused me to eall the hon.
member to order was the imputation of pos-
sible miseonduct, of dereliction of duty, of
failure to face responsibility if an occasion
srose. The very fact that the Government
are sworn to do their duty should be recog-
nised by every member of this House. That
iz to say, it should be recogmised fhat the
Government will perform the duties that
are committed to them wnnder their oath
of office. But the hon. member did 1mpute
that there was a donbt. He suggested that
there was a possibility of the Government
not performing their duties. The member
for Katanning said—

I am not talking ahout something that may
have hanpened, but eoncerning something that
actually did bappen . . . . I do not want to
import any hitterness into the congideration
of this suhjeet, for it is too serions. Here we
have men whe, when they were desirous of
obtaining employment, have heen told that the
only way to get the positions they sought was
to helong to & certain union.

And sn on. The reference to something
that had happened was repeated. I al-
lowed a ennsiderable amonnt of latitude
again and again. Moreover, the hon, mem-
her distinetly stated that the Goverrment
had been asked whether they would pro-
teet the citizens, and that no answer had
been given to the question asked. This was
tepeatedly denied by the Premier. The
Premier informed the hon. member :ud the
House that the communieation was of a
character not demanding a reply; in other
words, that it was a ecirenlar issued from
headquarters to every Government and did
not demand a reply. Notwithstanding
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that. there was a reiteration that the ques-
tion had never been answered, a statement
that the question had been answered
avasivelv. All these were more than sug-
wostive of failure on the pari of the Gov-
ernment to perform their duty, of
nnworthy reticence, ai least, on the part
of the Government sworn to perform their
duty. Tt is clear that if we allowed this
aceusation by innmendo to prevail. we
would very soon have an exceedingly dis-
orderly House, and that instead of having
free speech we should bave absolute licence
of utterance. which is quite different from
{reedom of utterance. I want hon. mem-
bers to bear that distinetion in mind, and
to remember that if one hon. member
wishes to aceuse another hon. member of
an offence, of dereliction of duty, of failure
to meet his obligations, or of any other
offence which ean be recognised by this
House, it is his duty, not to introduce that
matter npon a general debate, but to give
notice of motion of a substantive charae-
ter, a motion, in this instance, that would
put the Government properly on their de-
fence and confine the matter to the subjeet
of the innuendo or aceusation. For that
reason T 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 wmembers, when it is a
matter of fact, as this was, whether a ques-
tion had or had not been asked of ihe
Government demanding a reply, an aeccu-
sation having been made of a charaeter
denied by the person responsible, the de-
nial ought honourably to be aceepted. The
reply was not satisfaetory, but had to be
accepted in accordanee with the rules of
the House. If it was not deemed to be
in aceordanee with the facts, the hon, mem-
ber aggrieved would at all times have the
course open to him of tabling a motion and
baving 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 pub, and a division taken with

the following result:——
Aves
Noes

Majority against

|l ss
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AYES.
Mr. Angelo Sir Jomes Mitchell
Mr. Barpard Mr, Richardsoca
Mr, Brown Mr. Sampson
Mr. Davy Mr, J. H. Smith
Mr. George Mr. Taylor
Mr. Griffiths Mr. Thomson
Mr. E. B. Johnston Mr. C. P. Wansbrough
Mr. Latham Mr, North
Mr, Lindeay (Teller)
Mt. Maon
Noea.
Mr. Chesson Mr. Marshall
Mr. Clydesdale Mr. MeCallum
Mr. Collier Mr. Millington
Mr. Corboy Mr. Munsis
Mr. Coverley Mr. Rowe
Mr. Cunningham Mr. Sloeman
Mr. Heron Mr. J. M. Smith
Miss Holman Mr. A, Wansbrough
Mr, Kenneally Mr. Willcoek
Mr, Kennedy Mr. Witbers
Nr. Lamond Mr. Panton
Mr. Lutey (Teller.)
. Pams,

ATES, Noss.
Mr. Maley Mr. Wllson
Mr. Stubba Mr. W. D. Jobnson

Motion thus negatived.

Debate resumed.

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

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

Al 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 resolution. I want to make a compari-
gson between the indignation that has bheen
expressed by that committee and the atti-
tude of the Prime Minister in not imme-
diately agreeing to suspend the Transport
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Workers Act at Fremantle. For severa
weeks the transpori of this State was held
up. Quite a large number of people suf
fered serious losses, but I did pot notice
any evidence of the indignation, any keen
anxiety in those gentlemen to see that the
men whose case they have now taken up
returned to work. Comparisons do not re-
fleet very great credit on the attitnde of
those gentlemen who elaim that they desire
to see the laws of the land obeyed. I am
not going to weary the House, I have made
my remarks with the sincere desire to do
what is best for the people of Western Aus-
tralia. After all, that is what our duty is.
While we may have different viewpoints,
nevertheless, if T were to break the law of
the land I feel sure that very quickly the
Police Department would take charge of me,
or that at all events a charge would be laid
against me.

Mr. Lutey: You wonld not remain silent
under it.

Mr. THOMSOXN: The hon. member whe
made that interjection has remained silent
for three weeks while the law of the land
wag 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 deing.

Mr. THOMSON: There agein we get the
different viewpoint. We bave a duty to
perform to every section of the State, to
see that the ordinary channels of commeree
are kept open to all. No section has any
right to infliet injustice on any other section
of the community. T believe there are hun-
dreds and thousands of men and women in
Australian who are looking to an Aet that
will give every man an opportunity to earn
his living. That is the erux of the question
with which we are faced to-day. I hope
that when the Premier iy 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 for 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
privileges of the people, privileges fought
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for by our forefathers. Surely we are en-
titled to ask the Government their inten-
tion, as to whetber Jaw and order or éhao-
1s to prevail.

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

Mr. THOMSON: T hope when the Pre-
mier does reply he will clearly indieate what
the intentions of his Government are. Cer-
tainly it will serve to satisfy very many
people. For I am voieing, not only my own
views, but those of hundreds outside the
Housze 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. T will support the
motion.

HON, W. J. GEORGE (Murray-Welline-
ton} [7.53]: I am sorry we should have
had a little disturbance, but probably it will
clear the air. The object of the T.eader of
the Opposition in bringing this matter he-
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, Tle
Premier has given us to understand that
when the occasion came for a declaration of
the policy of his Government, he would be
vrepared to give it. Buot 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 deplove
ihe oceasion that has arisen. 1 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
heing dene for political purposes, but that
is not going to the root of the question.
‘What the eountry is anxious about is that
whatever ig done shall be done to preserve
obedience to the laws of the country. No
wan that disobeys those laws has a right to
Tremain in the country. Possibly some would
attempt to draw a distinction hetween the
laws of the Commonwealth and those of the
State. But that is not a matter upon which
any distinetion ean be made. Rightly or
wrongly, the Commonwealth Governmeant
have taken a decided stand. Some of nus
may think it should have been taken long
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ago, while others may think it is premature.
However, this debate will serve the purpose
nf showing the people of the State that
Parliament js alive te the importance and
urgency of the position. Whether we can
justly expeet the Premier at this juncture
to deliver himself as to what he is going
to do under hypothetical cir¢umstances, is
a question that each member ean ask him-
self. I do not propose to put any such
quesltion 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 conniry. Until the Premier
fails to do that, it is premature to attempt
to force an opinion from him. Another
thing: while, without doubt, there iz great
anviety amongst the people of the State,
there has not yet been awy outspoken de-
claration of that anxiety. The position i
‘Western Anstralia, indeed all through Aus-
iralia, in regard to the dispute, is compli-
cated ; because quite a Jarge body of men are
agreeing to carry on Lccording to the law,
while another large body of men are refus-
ing to work. 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 bonrs, before some
decision will have to be arrived at, and that
decision may be foreed by the placing of
free labour on the ships. The anxziety in
the mind of the hon. member probably is
as to whether, if that free lnbour 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 Governmeni 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 deelaration on that point. The posi-
tion is very awkward for him. I do not
think we have any right to prejudge him.
becaunse his political opinions may he nn
the same lines as those held by the men who
are not working. If the oceasion arises
when he does not do his duty, I hope all
members of the House will eonsider 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 ean discuss the eonditions of the
dispute. That may come later. Tt secns
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 anxiety in the
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country by stating what his Government are
prepared to do. That is entirely a maiter
for the freewill of the Premier himself. We
have no right to force him in the matier.
If he ehnoszes to tell us, well and good, but
if he does not do so, he is within his rights,

" MR. BROWN (Pingelly) [82]: I look
upon this as rather a serious matter. The
effects of the strike are already seen in the
country. In some of the small towng it is
impossible to get more than a couple of
pounds of sugar.

Mr. Sleeman: Whose fanlt is thai?

Mr. BROWN: T 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 away. The
warehouses are full, and the railways are
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-
ing. I understand that at Fremantle no
such labour is as: yet offering. There is
something peculiar about that. One is forceil
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 reinforeed, they
were placed on the wharves, and all further
trouble eeased. In Vietoria, Mr. Hogan, the
Labour Premier, is maintaining law and
order. He is not afraid to say that Jaw and
order must be maintained. The police are
being reinforeed from the conntry, and are
trying to stop disorders in Melbourne. Un-
less the Premier will give an assurance that
law and order will he mainfained here, no
man will want to work at Fremantle for
fear hig head will be knocked off. It is pos-
sible that in some dark corner a 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 ecommodity in order
to maintain their wives and families. Our
farmers want to et rid of their wheat and
pay their debts. What is going to happen
to Western Australig if this strike continnes?
All we want is an assurance from the Pre-
mier that he will uphold law and order.
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1t any trouble occurs, we want to know that
se will see that the law is obeyed.

Mr. Corhboy: What did you do to the free
workers when you were on strikef

Mr. BROWN: We have a certain amount
at stale in this country, and we want to see
that our trade and commerce are not dis-
organised,  We have not asked for any-
thing unjust. 1 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
te work the ships. I am glad to know therg
is no disorder in Fremantle. We have
enough waterside workers there for the
joading 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, '

My, BROWN: It may be if one big union
takes a hand we shall all have to go ont on
strike, and that other unions will follow.
That is not a very nice prospeet to con-
template. The question is a simple one,
The Premier has only to give an assurance
that law and order will be muintained. To
whom shall we look for the maintenance of
law and order if not to the Premiert I
do not say that the Premier will echeck the
police.  Tf a man transgresses, the police
will have fo play their part. TUnless 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 naturs
of the strike,

The Premier: T will ask for an eseort to
see von home.

Mr. BROWN: I can always defend my-
self against one man, but not agninst half
a dozen, or against a piece of wood aimed
at me 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 he handles the matter tact-
fully and does not rush into it hald-headed
by eareful management he may he able tr;
accomplish what he is aiming at quietly.
We never know when it will he necessary
to afford protection. That ia the whole
trouble. T hope the Premier will give ms
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an assurance that law and order will be
mmainiained in Western Australis if the
occasion arises.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [8.10]: Were it not that I know
the Leader of the Opposition so well, I
should be inclined to say that this motion
was moved for political reasons, but I know
that no such thought bas entered his head.
1 am, however, entitled to ask what is the
object of the motion¥ What purpose has
this discussion served? In what way will it
help towards a solution of the diffienlty? I
have never listened to a debate in this House
50 entirely barren of any suggestions, of
anything useful that might be done to meet
the situation. We have been treated merely
to o rehash of the things we have read in
the papers for days past, of things with
which we are aequainted. Not one member
who has addressed himself to the subjeet
kas made the slightest suggestion of any-
thing 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, a5 it were,
without any suggestions being offered that
might overcome the diffienlty.

Mr. Stubbs: Yon will admit it is giving
us a bad name.

Mr. Thomson: The member for Pingelly
nsked yon a question.

The PREMIER: And the member for
Katanning asked an equally stupid ques-
tion. He was asking hypothetieal questions,
such as if something should happen next
week or the weck after, or zomeone should
refrain from doing something and someone
clse should do something, 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 Kat-
snning 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 {o our
{rust as the Qovernment of a sovereign
State.

Mr. Thomson:
pealed to you.

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

The Prime Minister ap-

[ASSEMBLY.]

My, Thomson; it was an appeal.

The PREMIER: If the Prime Minister
did ask the question and expected an
unswer, it was an impertinence to ask any,
State Government whether they intended to
chserve their own laws.

My, Thomson: He only appealed to you.

The PREMIER: This Government are
wot amenable to or under the discipline or
control of the Federal Government. Have
1 any right to ask the Prime Minister
whether 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 wants the Gov-
erpment to go around rattling a sword. No
Government has any right to threaten any
of its ecitizens, or to say (o any of ther,
Jaw-abiding as they have heen in this State,
“If you do so and so, I will do this with
you” We have no right to threaten the
people. The time for the Government to
zet is when the law has been broken. It is
not for us to threaten the weople, and to
go about the malter s ifiec hon. member
would. T can 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 repliecd 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 oceurred. That
kind of thing, including threatening of citi-
zens as to what the Government are likely
to do, is not eonduecive to the preservation
or order. It does not tend 1o make people
more law sbiding.  People are not to be
threatened, and it is not the province of the
(lovernment—it would be highly improper
for them to do so—to threaten ecitizens 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-
ernment to et up on the housetops and
issue proclamations and declarations as to
their intentions, and as te what they will
Jdo in cirenmstances that may never arise!

Mr. Brown: You onght to be prepared.

The PREMIER: Does praparation mesn
threatenine the people?

Mr. Brown: But yon are not prepared!

The PREMIER: What do you know
zbont it! The hon. member does not know
snythine at ail. Beeause I have not elimbed
to the top of the highest steeple, and waver
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, Mr. Speaker, sald some time ago,
against the Government. It is an imputa-
tion that they are lacking in their duty, be-
caunse they have not issued a declaration 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 act as occasion demands, ac-
cording to the best judgment of the Govern-
ment for the time being. The Government
will be responsible to the people of this
State for every action they take. That is
all T am going to say in that regard. Now,
with reference to the strike or the trouble
itself, I say at onec 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-
(Insion themselves. On the other hand I
repeat what I said in the “West Australian”
this morning: The faet thai no ships have
been unloaded this afternoon at Fremantle
is due to the action of the Federal Govern-
ment. We have a copy of the Federal Bill.
Members have talked about the law that
should be obeved and have declared that
all the law asks is that men shall register
under the law, but surely every man who is
asked to obey a law and who is asked fo
register himself for employnent, is entitled
to know, before he is asked to do that, what
the law actnally is!  TIs there any hon.
member in the House tonight who knows
what the Commonwealth Jaw is¥ Is there
any hon. member who has read the Act?
Is there anv hon. member who knows one
line or word or letter of the reculations
under which men are asked to register them-
selves? Not one!

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We have read
the Aet. nf conrse,

The PREMTER: You have not!

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Of course we
have not ot the Act itself.

Fon. & Tavlnr: The Bill is the Aet.

The PRFMIER: T have a copy of the
Bill as it was read the first time in the Fed-
eral Honse of Parliament. The Act itself
has not reached here vet.

Hon. 6. Tavlor: Assuming that the Aect
is the same——

The PRFAMTITR: But we do nnt know,
We know only what we have read in the
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Press. We have a copy of the Bill as it was
mtroduced the first time, and wen 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
Federa] Government to ask men to register
under a set of regulations, when the men
have not scen those regulations and no copy
of them is obtainable in the State, On many
occasions we have heard the member for
West Perth (Mr. Davy) give us his views
regarding Acts of Parliament that provide
for the making of regulations. He has de-
clared 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 (lovernment to carry out by
way of regulations.

Mr. Davy: T still say that, too.

The PREMIER: T know the hon, mem-
ber does,

Mr. Davy:
of legislation.

The PREMIER: Here is the Bill. Let
me read it to hon. members. I have no
doubt most hon. members have not read it.
1t says—

This Aet may be cited as the Transport
Workers Act of 1928, In this Act unless the
contrary intention appears, ‘‘transport work-
ers’’ means the persons offering for or en-
gaged in work in or in comnection with the
provision of services in the teansport of per-

sons or goods in relation to trade or commerce
by sea with other countries or among the States.

T do not believe in this type

The next clause says—

The Governor General may make regulations
which, notwithstanding any thing in any other
Act, shall have the foree of law with respect to
the employment of transport workers in any
particular, for the regulation of the engage-
ment, service, discharge of tramaport 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. &. Taylor:
amended ¥

The PREMIER: I do not know. We
have not a ecopy of the Act in the State.

Hon. G. Taylor: T am not mare, hut T
thinlk that clanse was amended.

The PREMIER: While it is important
that we have nof a copy of the Act itself,
the most important fact is that we have
net & copy of the regulations, Under the
Intter clause, the Government have full
power to set aside all or any Aet of Par-
liament and to frame any kind of regula-

Was that clanse not
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lion they may deem fit. The lumpers were
asked to register under theose 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
deportalion of waterside workers under a
given set of circumstances; they may pro-
vide for their execution, for all they know!
Surely men are entitled to see the regula-
tions, and read them, and know what they
are to sign.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
sign, of course!

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

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

The PREMIER: Yes.

Mr. Davy: Do yon know whai the form
of registration is?

The PREMIER:

Mr. Davy:
tained.

The PREMIER: I suppose so.

Mr. Davy: What do they actually do?

The PREMIEK: I do not know,

Hon. G. Taylor: A commissioner was
appointed loeally.

The PREMIER: Ai sny rate the men
are asked to register under the regulations.

Mr. Panton: They pay their bob and
take thetr 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 Eastern States who have seen the
regulations and know them, have advised
the men to accept them.

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

Mr. C. P. Wanshrongh: What is the
good of the union sending men to a eon-
ferenee in the Eastern States, if they do
not take notice of what is recommended?

The PREMIER: Would the hon. mem-
ber sigr. a bhlank chegue merely because
gomehody else snggested 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 adviee.

The PREMIER: That is not the ques-
tion.

Me. C. P. Wansbreugh:
are evading if.

They do not

1 do not.
That could be easily aseer-

It is; and you

[ASSEMBLY.]

The PREMIEL : The hon. member talks
about evading the point! That may be
quite right according to the views of the
hon. member who prefers [oreigners to
Britishers. He would not have Britishers
if he conld get foreigners.

Mr. C. . Wansbrough:
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 n good sample of 3 Western Australian!

My, Sleeman: He wants the Southern
Europeans on the wharf.

My, C. P. Wansbrough:
evading the question,

The PREMIER: 1t iz a very direct
answer to the yuestion. No matter what
these men may do, they would be wrong in
the mind of a man who prefers foreigners
to Britishers.

Mr. Thomson:
motives!

The PREMIER: Nothing of the sort.

My, Thormson: Yes, you are, .

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The PREMIER: T am merely stating n
fact. The hon. member said in this House
that he preferred foreigners to Britishers
and T have merely repeated his own state-
ment.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough:
so again,

The PREMIER: There is no imputation
of motives when I repeat what the hon.
meamber himself has said!

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

The PREMIER: I am sticking to it too
much to suit the hon. member. He woulid
deport Britishers if he had his way.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: T 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 motives your-
self now, and you have no right to do so.

The PREMIER: I am neot imputing
motives at all, bot merely repeating what
the hon. member said.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough:
tain purposes.

Mr. Thomson: And it is not right for the
Premier to make such a statement.

Yes, because

That is merely

Now you are imputing

And I will say

I said, for cer-
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The PREMIER: 1t is perfectly fair.

Mr. C. . Wunsbrough: It is a weak
argument.

The PREMIER: I hope it is a better
argument than the hon member put for-
ward in favour of foreigners in preference
to Britishers,

Mr. C. P. Wunshrough: You are cvading
the questiol.

The PREMIER: The men are asked to
register under thesc regulations.

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

The PREMIER: The member for Kat-
anning 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 newsapers, from printed doeu-
ments and from what someone else said.

Mr. Thomson: Yon did not like it too
much !

The PREMIER: The hon. member spoke
at preater length than the Leader of the
Opposition. [ want to ask the Leader of
the Opposition to bear iu mind the feelings
of hon. members generally. I ask him to try
to curtai! the reinarks he feels called npon
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-
positton speak from time to time, we do
trust that he will bear in mind that we shall
be inflieted subsequently with a much
longer speech.

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

Mr. Thomson:
Order 132 now?

The PREMIER:
motives.

My, Thomson: No, it does not suit now.

Mr. SPEARKER: Order! The hon. mem-
her must withdraw that statement.

Mr. Thomson: Why, Mr. Speaker? T
did not impute anv motives to you.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member east
a distinet reflection npon the Chair. He
gaid. “it did not snit now.”

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

Mr. SPEAEKER: Very well. The Premier
may proceed,

What about Standing

T am not imputing
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The PREMIER: [t is wrong in prineiple
for a Governmeni to make regulatons in
such circumstances, but it is & thousand
times more wrong when people who repre-
sent a section of our eitizens 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
atlowed to read them, and do not know what
thnse regulations eoutain.

Mr. Corboy: They have not had that
opportunity yet, o

The PREMIER - What kind of an action
is it for the Commonwealth Government to
enforce the regulaticns in this State when
not a copy of those regulations has reached
the State? Tancy asking the citizens to
obey a law they have never seen and know
nothing about, exeept what they have read
in the newspapers! However justifiable the
action may have been on the part of the
Federal Government witli regard 4/ Mel-
bourne or Adelaide or any 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 contenls. And
becaunse those citizens have refused’ to regis-
ter, the Commonwealth deprive them of the
right to work.

Mr. Lindsay: According to the *Daily
News"” the moen were working this afternoor.

The PREMIER. Perhaps the Federal
Government discovercd the error of their
ways, but certainly the men were stopped
yesterday because they would not register
under & Jaw about which they kmew nothing,
Not one copy of the Aet or the regulations
has found its way into Waestern Australia,

Mr. Angelo: Have any sleps been taken
to get copies?

The PREMIER: Yes. I searched the
town yesterday and to-day, without resuit.
What is to be said of s Government that
stops men from working, that holds up the
trade of a port when men are working un-
der the law of the land—the Commonwealth
Arbitration Aet? True, those men had
censed work, but they were working yester-
day under an award of the Federal Arbi-
tration Court and the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment stopped them from eontinuing, de-
claring, “No, you must not work unless you
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comply with our Act.” Then, as reasonably
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 1
proceed to work and register under this Act
and iis regulations, do you think that I shall
be in any way compromising my prineiples
or rights as a citizen if I do register?” The
hon. member would be quite wnable to ad-
vise hia client,

Mr. Davy: I would like to know just whal
it is that these peopls are usking.

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

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

The PREMIER: The lumper would say,
“T am asked to register under s 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 ecitizen in doing
that?” The hon. member would be unable
to offer any advice becanse he 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 regu-
lations unheard of. That is the position in
Western Australia to-day, and it is a posi-
tion that has been brought about by thu
Commonwealth Government. However jus-
tified the Commonwealth may have been in
the action they have taken in the Kastern
States, I say they have done a most im-
proper and monstrous thing so far as West-
ern Australia is concerned. It is outrag-
eons, Any QGovernment ought to be chal-
lenged for endeavouring to enforee on the
citizens an Act and regulations that those
citizens have never seen.

Mr, Koaneally: And when the men were
peaceably working!

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

Mr. Lindsay: They did nol know that Act
had been passed when they went back to
work,

[ASSEMBLY.]

The PREMIER: Nobody in this State
knew it until a wire was received in reply
to my telegram as to whether the Aci was
to apply lo Western Australia, We know
that there are ports of the Commonwealth
which are exempt. It does not 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 Fremnntle.

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

The PREMIER : He said it applied to sl]
the ports where the men were on strike.
"There wag no strike yesterday at Fremantle;
the men had resumed work. I venture to
say that the majority of the eitizens of
this State, eerininly 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 ceni. of the people were
surprised when they learned yesterday that

"the Act was to apply to Fremantle.

Mr, Mann: The newspapers indieated 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 aseept everything that ap-
pears in the newspapers?

The Minister for Railways: The printed
word. :

The PREMIER: This, too, shonld be re-
membered, that the Aet was passed by a
dying Parliament, by a defancet House.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Oh, no!

The PREMIER: Oh, yes. It was 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. mem-
ber say that the Federal Government have
the endorsement of the people at the pre-
sent time. just because they were elected
three vears azo? Work was being carried
on at the wharves in Fremantle until the
Federal Government intervened yesterday.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Was there no
stoppage 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 objeet strongly to regulations.

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

The PREMIER: Of course. The hon.
member wonld 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?

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

Members: Oh!

The PREMIER : The hon, member always
raises his voice against government by regu-
lation. The position is intensified tenfold
when regulations are passed and Parliament
is closed. There is no opportanity to lay
the regulations on the Table of the House
90 that they might be disallowed. The
‘[ransport 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.

Mz, Thomson: When you draft regula-
tions here yon can carry them in this House
hy foree of the numbers bebind you; it is
just the same thing.

The PREMIER: Is there no benefit to
the people even though the Government
might have the majority to enable them to
earry the regulations?

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

The PREMIER: Wil] the hon. member
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 showld make a deeclaration about the
police.

Mr. Thomson: T do know that the Prime
Minister made an appeal to vou for wyour
co-operation.

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

My, Thomson: Youn ignored that.

The PREMIER: T did. I would be re-
creant to my dnty if T recognised the right
of the Prime Minister to question me abont
the laws of this country.
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Mz, Thomson: It was an appeal; not a
demand.

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

Mr. Thomson: Now you are imputing
motives.

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

Myx. Thomson: We do not suggest that.
We know what bas happened in the Easte.rn
States,

The PREMTER: In the first 25 minutes
South Australin proclaimed to the world
what it was going to do. That is the State
where the most tronble ovenrred.

Hon. Sir Jawes Mitchell: Vietoria was
nlove troublesome.

The PREMIER: The trouble existed in
South Australin to a greater extent, In
Western Australia there has been no tromble
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, but one might almost
be pardened for having certain doubts.

The PREMIER: Doubts abont what?

Mr. Thomson: About the statement you
made just now,

Mr. Marshall: Do
him.

The PREMIER: Having doubts! The
hon, member, of course, if he were here, I
have no doubt would turn himself into an
employer and would rush down and engage
men and aet the part of an employer of
private labour,

Mr. Thomson: You are wot imputing
motives now! Look at Standing Order 132
that was quoted so frequently to-might.

The PREMTER: 1T should like some
other section; I do net think 132 is drastie

not waste time over
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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 more
plain where he stands. I have merely em-
phasised the hon. member’s attitude.

Mr. Thomszon: By imputing metives.

The PREMIER: If something had hap-
poned 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
coma into the dispute in any respect what-
ever. .There has been no suggestion of the
Qovernment shaving failed to do anything
that it was their duty to do; we bhave not
come into the dispute at all. Tt is not our
funetion Lo provide employment on the ships
or to enfores the Commonwealth Arbitration
Act. It has nothing to do with us. So I say
the motion serves no purpose whatever, ex-
cept that it has enahled us, and I hope the
people of this State, to know that the Gov-

ernment have not taken the outrageous at-’

titude of enforeing the law on the citizens
when they bave never seen the law and do
not know what it contains.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
that is usually the case.

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

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: No one ever
sees it.

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

The PREMIER: During the discussion
someone suggested that the Aect does not
set ‘aside the Arbitration Court award,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Tt does not,
either.

The PREMIER: The hon. member is not
in & position to say that because it will de-
pend upon the regmlations.

Hon. ' 8ir James Mitckell: No.

The PREMIER: This Act gives power—

Hen. Sir James Mitchell: When it suits
you to call it an Act, you call it an Aect,
but when it suits you to call it a Bill, you
call it a Bill.

The PREMIER: Well, this Bill,

I am afraid
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Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Stick to one
thing or the other.

The PREMIER: It gives power to make
regulations and set aside any other Aet.
It says, “Notwithstanding anything in any
other Aet,” and that includes the Arbitra-
tion Aet. Tt gives the Government power
to set aside the Arbitration Aet 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 Aet.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell : They cannot set
agide an award.

The PREMIER: Of course they can.

The Minister for Justice: They ecan say
that all awards are set aside.

The PREMIER: It gives the Federal
Government supreme power to do anything.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: They would not
interfere with any award.

The PREMIER: They could include a
regulation to hang the hon, member without

a trial. A Government with a Parliament
expired and dead——

Myr. Lindsay: Why talk about hanging
a man?
The PREMIER: I said the regulation

could give power to hang a man. That is
not to say I should like to have anyone dead.
What a stupid suggestion that is.

Mr, Panton: There are men starving at
present,

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: A lot are starv-
ing now.

Mr. Panton: The Federal Government
are doing their best to starve them.

The PREMIER: There is nothing the
State Government ean do or cught to do.
The only request made is that the Govern-
ment ought to issne a declaration as fo 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 he the right thing. That is what
the Government will do.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Tt i3 not a
question of what the Government believe lo
he 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 renquires.
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The PREMIER: I repeat, the Govern-
ment will do what they believe to be the
right thing.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: 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
regulation:

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.

"Hon. Sir James Mitehell: 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 mafter 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 rot know anything about the
Commonwealth law,

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [8.52]: I 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 fo pgazette re-
gulations, but we are apt to forget the or-
iginal cause of the trouble. Had the award
of the Arbitration Court been acecepted, I
take it the whole tronble would have ended.
Unfortunately, the men did not aceept the
award, and it is this deeply engrained
habit of the waterside workers throughout
Australia to strike so frequenily that has
caused the trouble. Tt is a fact that
throughout the world Australia has gained
an evil reputation becanse 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: T am sure the hon,
member is wrone.

Mr. Panton: T produeed the figures to
prove 1t.

Mr. SAMPSON: I should like to see
the figures.
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Mr. Panton: Yon will find them in
“Hangard."’

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

Mr. Panton: No, they dealt with the

last seven years.

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

Mr. Marshall: What did the Maltese
do when you were ¢ver there? Did they
strike 7

Mr. SAMPSON: The hon. member is
concerned about the Maltese. Let tne in-
form him that they 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 troubles that a country must pass
through. My belief is that in a few years
strikes will be unknown,

Mr. Panton: Yoo are optimistic,

Mr., SAMPSON: We have an Arbitra-
tion Aet, 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 he prevailing.

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

Mr. SAMPSON: I do not know about
suceessful round table conferences.

Mr. Panton: Well, 1 am telling you.

Mr. SAMPSON: On the water front
time after time rhe men refuse to accept the
award and troubles oeccur. The trouble con-
tinnes for o time, the country suffers, in-
dividuals suffer, and later on the men are
prepared to return to work and the em-
ployers say. “Very well, go back and don’t
be bad boys any more.!’ It seems that the
consideration extended to the men has
cansed the evil to grow to greater propor-
tions. I reeall the occasion of my leaving
on my recent trip abroad: there was some
trifling trouble on the water front and be-
eause of that ithe passengers suffered some
ineonvenience in that they did not bave the
full apportunity they expected fo wisit
Colombo. That is only a trifling matter,
but it is symptomatie of the trouble that so
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frequently occurs. In the printing indus-
try a little while age there was industrial
trouble for over 13 weeks. I do not know
what good anyone got out of jt. I ecan
never discover any good; I ean never dis-
cover that either employee or employer
benefits by such trouble.

Mr. Latham: Whkat about the general
publie?

Ar, SAMPSON: As a rule, employer,
emplovee and the general public suffer
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-
inelination 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 thai award,
and the finol result after 13 weeks of next
door to idleness in the industry was that the
men resumed work on the old basis. No one
Llames the employees for trying to get more
wages and better conditions, but there is a
constitutional way in which wages and eon-
ditions may he improved. At all events the
arguments can be put forward and no ome
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 earrted out. It is snrely in the best in-
terests of the worker that the Arbitration
Act should be defended. T hope the day is
approaching when sirikes will end and the
Arbitration Act will be given that oppor-
{unity for wsefnlness which I regret has
Leen denied it for a long time past. T feel
that the present industrial trouble has the
support of very few workers. That is my
¢andid opinion. I believe that if it were
possible to obtain a secret ballot of those
whe are concerned—I repeat my opinion
that the great majority of them are victims
—-the trouble would end speedily. It is
futile to expeet that Awustralia can progress

nnder the dreadful industrial conditions
whirh it has to face to-day. T hope that
wiger counsels will prevail. I trust that

arhitration awards will be observed and re-
spected. Until that is done, the position
whereby Anstralia is a by-word among the
1 ations of the world must continne.

MR. EENNEALLY (East Perth) [9.2]:
Being one who, as the Leader of the Opposi-
tion has mentioned. has been and is likely
to he engaged in endeavouring to secure &

[ASSEMBLY.]

settlement of the trouble, I wish to ask cer-
tain members of the Chamber whether they
think they arc assisting in the direction of
ndustrial peace by their ountbursis on this
motion. We have heard from members of
the Opposition a direet appeal for industrial
peace in this conntry. Yet those members,
by their aetions and utterances, are making
the matter very difficult indeed for those
who do not get on the housetops to preach
industrial peace.  As mentioned by the
Teader of the Opposition, the TIndustrial
Disputes Committec of this State has been
giving attention to the question with a view
{o 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
e effected, I shall not hesitate on the floor
of the House to let members of the Opposi-
tion know what T think of their utterances
this evening, We have before us the fact,
first of all, that the Beeby award was given,
and was not accepted by the workers. We
will not go into the question whether they
should have nocepted it.  Probably some
members of the Chamber are more conver-
sant with the conditions of the award than
others. Again, it might be argued that the
award should have been accepted as being
the law, whether the award was good, bad,
or indifferent. However, I am mindful of
the fact that there came a time when the
sward was accepled, when the men, realis-
ing that they had done wrong by not ac-
cepting it, were prepared to accept it and
vnreservedly offured 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 acinally
employed under the terms of the award, and
arrangements were made for the picking
up of others. Nor am I unmindful of the
faet that whilst the tronble was on and the
men were not offering for employment, we
were told that there were various shortages
of commodities, which eommodities were on
ships ready to be unloaded, the action of the
humpers, however. preventing the unloading
of such commodities, which were robting in
the holds of the vessels. When the offer o
aceept the Beeby award was made and cer-
tain vessels were brought to the wharf to
commenee unloading, however, the very men
who said that the lumpers were the cause of
the shortages of certain commodities, gave
their attention not to the ships containing
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{hose commodities, but to ships of a different
kind aliogether, Right through the piece
I have encountered those difficulties, as have
the varions people who have been endea-
vouring to effect a seitlement of the trouble.
When meeting those difficulties, one eannot
fail to observe that the people who are so
izlib to-night in blaming the men for the
position which has been created, would be
prepared to say, if they had the vesponsi-
Lility of trying to effect a settlement, “1 can
see some faults on the other side.”

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

Mr. Panton: Then I hope nobedy starts
to blame them.

Mr. KENNEALLY: 1 bope I shall not
le sitting here when hon, members opposite
vommence to blame them.

Mr. Panton: Hear, hear!

Mr. KENNEALLY: To blame the men
would be very serious indeed. I ghall
not enter into the merits of the dis-
pute to-night, because, with due respect to
members opposite, the motion is ill-timed.
At a juncture when it is quite possible, see-
ing work has been partially resumed on the
wharf to-day, that a seitlement may be
cffected, to brine forward a motion that may
tend in any way to prevent a complete
sottlement:

The Premier: Tt cannot help towards a
settlement,

Mr. KENNEALLY: I do not wish to
contribuie to the debate for or against. If
one zoes far that way, one has to say things
which at this juncture are better left un-
gaid. T hope the House 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
oreating divisions of opinion on the suhjeet
jn 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 gumestion, will be
well advised to refrain from debating the
motion at any length, and eertainly to re-
frain from debating it from a party stand-
point. I shall vote against the motion,
which I do not think ean serve any good
purpose.

MR. DAVY (West Perth} [9.8]: T have
understood that the partienlar form of
motion which has been moved to-night is
practically never put to the vote,
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Hon. G. Taylox: No.

Mr. DAVY : It does not take the form of
a vote of censure.

My, SPEAKER: It may; it can.

Mr. DAVY : I have been here only a short
time, but T understand that as a general pro-
position this form of motion is not intended
as an opportunity of shooting hostile eriti-
cism at the Government, censuring them, or
doing anything other than bring before the
House a matter of urgent public importance
for diseussion, That being so, it seems to me
that provided the matter is urgent and of
publie importanee, it is a proper thing to
do. Sorely no one can suggest that the situ-
ation which exists at Fremantle to-day, and
has existed for some time, which has existed
on previcus oecasions and, as far as we can
see, may possibly arise on future oceasions,
is not a matier both urgent and of public
importance. I certainly did not come here
to-night with the idea of trying to frame
some criticism on what the Government have
done or will do. As regards a piece of legis-
iation which we believe, according to Press
reports, bas been passed by the Federal
Parliament, and as regards the regulations
framed under it, I am 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 wounld not be permitted to
them. The worst example, I suppose, that
we ever had was the War Precautions Aet
and the regulations framed under it, the
remifications 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-
haps the Premier will say I am trying to
lecture the House, but T am not: I am try-
ing to snggest what my view is. Tt seems
to me that the power of this Federal Act
is limited by the latier part of the section
which says, “in particular for regulating”
and so on.

Mr. Panton: Transport itself is so very
wide.
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Mr. DAVY: Yes. Under the definition
of transport workers the thing, however, is
limited in relation to trade or commerce Ly
sea with other eountries. If this is the
Act, it can only deal with sea transport and
the work conneeted therewith.

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

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

Mr. Panfon: 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-
fime workers of Anstralia. In Queensland
there has aetually been the spectacle of peo-
ple coming down to the wharves and threat-
ening to do the work themselves. If seems
to me that we have never known in the past
10 years, since the beginning of 1919,
how long the most essential service of the
conntry would be allowed to run smgothly.
The member for Bast Perth (Mr. Ken-
neally) put uwp a very sane and moderate
plea for industrial peace. 1 do not con-
sider that the securing of a possible settle-
ment of this particular dispute will carry
us much further if six months or a year
henee we are to have a recurrence of the
same trouble. Surely, when we come to
the House and ask that the whole sifuation
be discussed, we must not be blamed for
raising the diseussion merely because we
may prejudice the immediate settlement of
this particular portion of the running fight
that is always going on.

Mr, Xenneally: What is the objeet? To
grind the men down so that they will not
rise againf

Mr. DAVY: If I had any ohject, and
eould put it into force, it would be to say
that a body of people who, in common wilh
the other workers and the employers of
Ausiralia, have a piece of machinery spec-
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ially designed {o make siriking unneecessary,
should be ecompelled to abide by that piece
of machinery and by its legally given die-
tates. But at present, unlike a great num-
ber of unions in Anustralia, this partieular
union, wherever it goes, wants the thing fo
be, “Heads I win, tails you lose.”

Mr. Kenneally: Which particular union?

Mr. DAVY: The upion covering water-
side workers. Surely no lionourable man
will deny that they have over and over
ugain got an award and immediately re-
fused to accept it.

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

Mr. P’anton: The wnterside workers have
not given any trouble for years past.

Mr. Kenneally: How long since was the
previous award that they would mot obey?

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

The Premier:
by the seamen,

Mr. DAVY; Well, there have been two
unportant 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 bad to pre-
vent anybody else from doing the work he
refused to do. If a body of workers going
on strike eould be supplanted by some-
body else, that woold be the end of the
strike, So the unions had to build up a
common pablie opinion that when a bedy
of men were out on strike, their job was
saerosanct. Then wa brought in the arbi-
tration law, and for the first time made
strikes illegal. But we have also left by
tacit consent that public opinion, that sort
of acecepted doctrine that even if a hody
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, nevertheless their job still remained
sacrosanct. The member for East Perth
{Mr, Kennezlly) asked what my object is.
I say we have to face the situation
that when people go on strike they are
doing an illexal act, and there shall be no
pressure hrought to bear on others pre-

Those later strikes were
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pared to do the work the strikers refuse
to do. The Premier to-night has made one
ot two remarks that I cannot accept as
repregenting my view of the correet 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,

Mr, Panton:
to act.

Mr. DAVY: Yes, perhaps he said the
time to aet was when the law had been
broken, I say the whole strength of the
arm of the State is and mnst be a constant
threat to evil-doers; that is what the police
are for. They strad there as a threat. The
law is a threat iv impose a penalty.

The Premier: That being so, is not that
sufficient? The police are there.

Mr. DAVY: I agree that it should be
suflicient. 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 will 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-
pent

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

The Premier: He was a bit mental, and
they were only having a joke with him.

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

The Premier: He was nof knocked
about.

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

Mr. Sleeman:
men there?

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

Mr. Sleeman: Yon 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 sectually fo engage in physical violence
if one poor little man, or even one poor big
man, decides to =o in and register.

I think he said the time

Who said there were 500
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My. Panton: That man would be mental
if he did such a thing.

My. DAVY: The hon. member rather
zupports the view I am taking, that the mere
standing there of 190 men

Mr. Panton: Waiting to be picked up.

Mr. DAVY: Ouiside 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
suasion, but almost physical interference
with people who desirve to exercise what they
deem to be their rights. I am not saying
the Government ought to arrive with
« platoon of soldiers with bayonets, or of
police with batons drawn, nlthough I remind
members that it was not so long ago when
the police were called ont to keep in order
1 demonstration of strikers.  There were
police stationed at the front door leading
o the Premier’s office.

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

Mr. DAVY: Those men had in fact done
no 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 eonsiderable foree.
Why? Because it was assumed that those
people might do some wrong.

The Premier: The police were not ealled
out by me or by the Government.

Mr. DAVY: The police simply did their
daty in the ordinary way. T am not sug-
gesting that the Premier called for them.
But they were there and they did their duty;
and the duty of the police, their poliey 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 make
some preparation to see that the law is not
broken, Kvery time there has ever heen a
strike, there is a distinet risk that those en
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
suceess, we have to decide that the old doe-
trine that the strikers’ job is sacroscant is
out of date. TUntil we have the courage to
insist that the arbitration system as a
method of adjusting grievances and the
striking system as a method of adjusting
grievances are mutually exclusive, the mere
patehing up of this tronble for the time
being with unfortunately very nearly a cer-
tainty that the same thing is going to bap-
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pen again, will pot 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
patehing up about this. It is the absolute
acceptanee of the whole of the Arbitration
Court’s award.

Mr. J. H. Smith:
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 drastie legislation
and made some drastie regnlations,
and T suggest that if the drastic ae-
tion taken had noi bheen taken, or if the
workers at Fremantle had nnt known of it,
they might well have been out still. The
Premier has told us that no one in Western
Australin knew that this Act was going to
he applied to Fremantle. But there must
lave heen 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 Aect to Fremantle? e
did not wire to the Prime Minister asking
that it be not applied to Albany or to Bun-
bury. There was an assumption thal it was
going to he applied to Fremantle.  And
the knowledge of that assumption was not
confined to a few people, but was common
knowledge to he gathered from reading the
Press. The Premier therefore anticipated
that this Act was going te be applied when
he wired asking that it be not so applied.
Whatever he the justice in asking people to
register or not to register without knowing
the terms, if the Commonwealth Government
kad not taken the drastic action they did, T
verily believe the strike wonld still be 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

About three weeks
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Beeby award is just or unjust. That is
matter of absolute irrelevance. Once w
aceept the arbitration system, the awar
inust be observed, and the whole of th
{orce of the State and the whole of publi
opinion ouglt to stand behind the stric
chservance of it. We have not wasted tim
this afternoon, and there was nothing im
proper in the Leader of the Opposition’
rringing forward this motion to enable th
House to discuss this matter of nrgent pub
lic imporiance,

MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [9.20]
One would think by the remarks of th
hon. member, when he says this is not th
only time the trouble is likely to arise, tha
he intends to erush those men until they
will never raise their heads again.

Mr. Davy: Do you think they ought t«
be permitted to strike?

Mr. SLEEMAN: They are not striking
T do not think the employer should be en
titled to lock them ouf when they are read;
and willing to work, There are other mem
bers in this House who want the Govern.
ment to assume that something is likely tc
happen; some big riot. And they want i
to be as it was on a previous oe
casion when we had hbarbed-wire entangie-
ments, 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 o pity the matter was ever brought up.
The other night the member for Mount
Margaret (Hon. G. Taylor) showed his good
sense when he advised people to keep away
from the place. No one in this State knows
anything about the Act or the regulations
woverning the situation. Neither the em-
plovers 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. 1 will explain the attitaude
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
up on Saturday morning, but before luneh
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:
that.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Some of the men were
ordered back to work on Monday morning,
and were told they could work without
a license. On that morning, however, the
men were again stood off, just as they were
on the Saturday morning. They worked
from Monday morning until lunch time, and
were then told they could not come back
nnless 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 seni
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 lo stop work, and
on Monday at Junch time they were again
told to stop, and not to ecome 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 fortheoming. It
wag ruled that no new men conld start on
that vessel, with the result that the whole
gang was put off becanse of the absence 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, be allowed to
do the work, the whole gang were therefore
put off.

Hon. G. Taylor:
tered ¥

Mr. SLEEMAN: No one was registered.
Tt was said that on one but those who had
been working on the boafs before Monday
conld continue to work on it, On the punney
boat, two men were absent, but no new men
were picked np in their places. Later in
the dav the companies went back upon that.
Yn the case of the sandalwood hoat two men
were picked up, becnuse it was convenient
for the employers to emnloy them. Two
men were away, and two cthers were picked
up althongh thev had not reeistered. Ac-
cordine to regulations they shounld not have
started becanse thev were not previonsly en-
gazed on the boats. Yn the case of the
#Minderon” one man was picked up., Where
it pleased the employvers to pick up men,
this was done and no harm was seen in it.
In the case of the “Napura” also two men

The employers did not do

Was the gang regis-
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were picked up this morning. When the
boat was unloaded they applied to the lum-
pers to go on to coaling. Lumpers whe
follow cargo do mot work c¢oal, The coal
men follow coal and nothing else. It was a
distinet breach of custom to ask cargo
men to go on to coal. The result is that
the men will not handle the coal, beeanse
they do not follow that line. Now it will be
said that the men have refused work.
These are only irritation tacties. The em-
ployers are ouly 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 referved to the shortage
of sugar and butter in the country. He
should tell the people that the shortage is
not the fanlt of the wharf Jumpers at Fre-
mantle. If the shipping companies had
brought in the vessels containing the sugar
and butter, just as they did the gunney hoat
for the sake of the farmers, the people in
the eonutry would have had sugar and butter.
They are blaming the lampers for a par-
pose. They want the people in the country
to believe that the wharf labourers will
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. Tkey 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 done for
the past few weeks®

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

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

Mr. SLEEMAN: Sugar and hutter
just now are more important than wheat
bags, and should have been unloaded as it
is perishable cargo. The Tesult of the
action of the shipping companies is that
onions and potatoes also are practically un-
procurable. All ihese charges have been laid
at the door of the lumpers. The people are
to be told that they cannot get these things
hecause the watersile 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.

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

Mr. SLEEMAN: Who js to stop them?

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: T should not
think anyone would.

Mr. SLEEMAN: No one did stop them.
The hon. member made out that people were
prevented frem 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-
tit 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. 1 cannot believe that any
fair minded man would in the circumstances
endeavour to take work away from the lum-
pers. Whilst the men themselves were ready
to work under tbhe Beeby award, the Federal
Government have locked them out, The
speeches that have been made to-night will
do irreparable harm. They are calenlated
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 ecause either
a hospital or nurses to be brought into use.

MR. J. H SMITH (Nelson) [940]: 1
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 mere degrading than for
men to have to go along for a pick-up, and
after seeing 30 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 ahsolutely unneces-
sary. Had it not been that the member for
Fremantle endeavoured ito 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. TAd

[ASSEMBLY.]

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 dectded
to go to work on Friday?

Mr. J. H. SMITH: We were led to be-
lieve that the trouble only srose on Friday.
Reference has been made to machine guns
and nurse girls and to barbed wire entangle-
ments. The Premier said that if sueh an
oceasion arose he would not stand on the
highest steeple in the town, and declare
what the Government wonld do to maintain
law and order. The Fremantle lumpers only
went back when they knew that the Registra-
tion Act would be enforced. There was no
guarantee if they went back withont regis-
tration that within & fortnight the same
trouble would not ocecur again. The ship
owners said they would insist on registra-
tion as some assurance of continuity -of
work. What harm is there in registration?
No one wonld be breaking any union rules
if be registered. This is the law of the land.

Mr, Withers : He is already registered
under the Arbitration Aect.

Mr. J. H, SMITH: And he js breaking
the arbitration laws every day when they
do not swit him. The lumpers at Fremantle
have been holding up the industries of West-
ern Anstralin, and bave sent delegates to
Bunbury 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 sueccess, and they are
said to have sent delegates to Alhany, where
the people would not meet them.

Mr, Sleeman: They sent none to Albany.

Mr. J. H. SMITH : They tried to bring in
Albany and Bunbury, where the lurapers are
sticking to the Melbourne executive. Had
they been successful, their purpose would
have been served, but they were not suceess-
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. H. SMITH: And in the Premier’s
party. We want to do the best we can for
Western Australia.

Mr. A. Wansbrough: How are yon 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 conerete
proposition.

Mr. J. H. SMITH : We must show a
united front in Parliament and see if we
cannot keep our industries going. I do net
want to be a pessimist; I am usually an
optimist even {o 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 eause a stoppage of
industry cverywhere. If we can do some-
thing to prevent that, it is our duty to do
so. The Premier, the Leader of the Opposi-
tion and the T.eader 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 Fremantle (Mr. Sleeman) was not right
in talking sbout inHaming speeches being
made by members on this side of the House.
He said such speeches would probably Jead
to bloodshed.

Mr. Sleeman: T did not nse such a word.

Mr. J. . SMITH: Well, it amounted to
that.

Mr. Sleeman: 1 ask thaf that remark be
withdrawn. T shall not allow the hon. mem-
ber to mis-quote me.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: I withdraw. the re-
mark but 1 do not withdraw the reference
of the hon. member to what he described as
inflaming speeches delivered from this side
of the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
not reflect on another hon, member.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: I would not do that
for the world. Instead of the member for
Fremantle pouring oil on the troubled
waters, he accnsed 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-
mantie, Bunbury and Albany who are earn.
ing £0, £8 or £10 a week, while other less
favoured men are lucky to earn a couple of
ponnds a week,

Mr. Sleeman: This will make it worse
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Mr, J. H. SMITH: The motion, 1 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 means to prevent the trouble
from spreading. That is our chief interesi
to-day.

HON. G. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret)
19.47]: One does not like to enter upon a
Jdebate of this kind in view of the trouble
existing not only at Fremantle but right
ulong the water front of the Commonwealth.
fome of the remarks made to-night may
lend rather to inflame the passions of the
men than to appeal to their better jndg-
ment. I bope that what has been said to-
night will appeal to the better judgment of
the workers, tut I am afraid some things
liave been said that would have been just
ns well left unsaid. It is idle for us to shut
our eyes to the real facls. We know that
the moment the Beeby award was made it
was objected to hy those to whaom it applied.
They natorally rezenled it, and that resent-
ment lasted unti! the men, thoroughly dis-
gusted I suppose, found they eould no
longer defend their atiitude and were eom-
pelled to accept the award. Unfortunately,
in the last moments of the Wederal parlia-
mentary session, the little Bill, a copy of
which I held in my hand, was passed, and
it has been generally -accepted as the Aet
that has been placed on the Federal statnte-
Look. A few days ago I remember reading
that the objectionable feature of Clause 3
of this little measure—it containg only three
clanses—was amended after a debate ex-
tending over 18 or 20 hours. It was
amended in the early hours of the morning
ond, speaking from memory, the amendment
was suggested by that highly respected blied
Larrister, Mr. Maxwell, of Meclbourne. That
is the reason I remember it; referemces of
tkat kind were made to Mr. Maxwell in the
report. Having met Mr. Maxwell, and hav-
ing been impressed with his wonderful
ability, ¥ remember those few lines that 1
read in the paper, The objectionable part
of the elause was amended by bringing the
clavse under Seetion 17 of the Common-
wealth Interpretation Act.

Mr. Panton: I thiok you are mixing it wp
with the amending Arbitration Bill,

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I do not think sc.

Mr. Panton: That is the one Mr. Maxwell
ot amended.
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Hon. G. TAYLOR: No, I think it was
this one, though I may Le wrong.

Mr. Panton: I think you are wrong.

Hon. G. 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
of 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 eover 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 ave justified in con-
demning the workers for resenting it. I
weuld not econdemn them becanse I would
not accept it myself. I hope what has been
said here to-night will be regarded by the
men as something kelpful to them.

The Premier: At least they shounld sec
the regulations,

Hen. G. TAYTLOR: They should see them
and thoroughly understand them before they
sign on. What will the regulations bet
Have they been drawn up by the authorities
to give the waterside workers greater free-
dom than they have had in the past?! We
must 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 manner. That is something the
employers have not in every instance en-
joved in the past. Lef us be fair and say
we must see the regulations and decide
whether the men are justified in objecting
to them. Althouzh we cannot tolerate the
tetion 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
8 nutshell.

Mr. Panton: That is all they object to.

Hon. @. TAYLOR: They are justified in
doing so. The men will not be compeiled
tc abide by the regulations through the em-
jloyment of free labour and especially free
luhour such gps is now offering for work,
ramely, the nnemployed, - Those men should
ot be compelled, by straitened eircum-
stances, to accept conditions that the other
men have rejected. Had the waterside
workers nceented the conditions the unem-
ploved of to-dav would still be out of work,
It is beeause of the lumpers’ resentment of
the conditions: that it is possible for men
from the ranks of the unemployed to take

{ASSEMBLY.]

work under the new conditions abount which
they kmow nothing. 1 have some knowledyge
of what occurs during industrial npheavals
and I have a pretty good ides what the
1egulations under the Federal Act will be.
T could almost type them out to-uight and
guarantee that they would not be very wide
of the mark. That is why I am not going
o express any opinion against the men who
tre not accepting the eonditions because I
nave a fairly good idea of what they will be.
Unless they are pretty stringent they will
not prove as effective as was desired by the
members who passed the Federal legislation.

The Premier: That is surely a monsirous
thing—to enforce an Aect and not & copy
«f it obtainable in the Stale.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: There is no doubt
sbout that. In my opinion it is unconstitu-
tional for the Federa]l Government to force
oo the people laws of which they are wholly
ignorant. We must assume, however, that
the 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
different over there.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I do not think the
Beeby award will be affected by the Federal
Aet. The two piek-ups will not come under
the Act. I regard that as a different pro-
prosition.

Mr. Panton: There are two pick-ups in
Adelaide.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: And the men there
bave accepted the conditions.

Mr. Panton: A lot of them.

The Minister for Works: The two pick-
ups are provided for under the new award.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I do not think the
Pederal Act will interfere with that; I think
it will lay down conditions for employing
{he men and earrying on the work. If the
rvegulations are known in Adelaide, it is
signifieant that the men have aceepted work
urder them.

Mr. Panton: Some of them.

Hon. G, TAYLOR: Therefore the remu-
lations eannot he as bad as has been antici-
pated. T hope copies of the regulations will
arrive here soon, so that the men may dis-
cuss them and so that we can diseuss them
and endeavour to bring about s better un-
derstanding between the emplovers and em-
plovees. It is about time the State Parlia-
ment. apart from party feeling of any de-
seription, 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 eannot work our own ships
except by the consent of the Federal Gov-
ernment.

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

The Prewier: 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 lumpers have done.

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

Hon, G. TAYLOR: I thought I had made
my point abundantly clear, that if the State
ships are working under the old award and
not under the Beeby award, the Government
have 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-
fion laws says an employer may not do less,
but he may do better.

Hon. @. TAYLOR: As to how the Qov-
ernment gre 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 all I know,

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

Hon. @& TAYLOR: That is what I say.
This e¢ame into foree on the 1st of the
month.

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

Hon, G, TAYLOR: Then the Govern-
ment will be breaking the law, like the men.

The Premier: I om afraid we shall.

Hon. @ TAYLOR: I sincerely trust the
Government will not set such an example fo
the people of this State, Wharf lumpers
and maritime men are defying the law. If
the Government also defy the law, it will
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he called to mind that there are omly six

.Cabinet Ministers, and a mere total of 27

on the other side of the Chamber, whereas
there are 600 or 700 lumpers at Fremantle.
Then those lumpers 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
inconsisteney 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 men seeking work in this State
to man the ships, But that should not he
done. What we want is n permanent set-
tlement of the indusiry, a. settlement for
some years at least; and that can omly he
attained by straight-forward, honourable
discussion, Get to the men and talk fo
them. Many of the men in the union are
as sensible and as ecapable of analysing the
situation as we are, more particularly with
reference o their own ealling.. 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. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham—in reply) [10.8]: Naturally, I have
listened to the diseussion provoked by the
motion I moved. I om surprised at the
Premier’s attitude. If I wanted to get rid
of the Government—and Heaven knows I
do—1I should not set about it in this way.
We on this side are perfectly justified in
asking the House to diseuss gquestions 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 Aect
is. They know as much about that Act as
about any other Aet of either this or the
Commonwealth Parliament. I venture to
say not many members of this Chamber
know much about the laws we pass. When
it comes to regulations, T do not know that
we can plead, as we have pleaded, 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
House there are numerous regulations
_.passed by our friends opposite this session.

Mr. Panton: But we have opportunities
of seecing those regulations, and that is not
g0 in this ease. The Federal Parliament
is closed.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: LEvery
yoar we have regulations made during the
six monthe that Parliament is not in ses-
sion, 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 faet, this Federal
Act conld have done everyihing that is re-
quired without the power to make regula-
tions. HKegulations are intended merely to
give effect to the working of the Aect, 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 Fremantle (Mr. Sleeman)
talked of happenings at the Esplanade, and
wanted ifo know whether we again de-
sired to see doctors and nurses and police
with bayonets. I think it would have been
wise to let that ineident alone. What really
happened was that notice was given of an
intention to raid the Esplanade Hotel. A
week’s notice was given.

Mr, Sleeman: Who gave the noticel

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Some of
the hon, member’'s friends, who were going
to do the raiding. They kindly and con-
siderately gave notice.
tion was made. We do not want that again,
and we hope fhe occasion will not arise.
But I am sure that the Premier, if 1o
power when the happening in question oe-
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. Thas
iz all that was done on the day the Esplan-
ade Hotel was to be raided, and as a re-

Adequate prepara-\
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sult 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, whiech I
think we all desire to avoid., I have never,
as Premier, threatened anyone, either em-
ployer or employee.

The Premier: I did not have the hon.
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 [ consider there is never any need
to threaten. All we have to do is to do our
duty as we see it. The subjeet of the
motion has been discussed, I hope with
some advantage to the situation. It is no
use disguising the faet that for weeks there
has been no work on the waterfront, Thera
is no disguising the fact that great loss has
occurred to the men and to the country,
and that mueech unemployment has been oe-
casioned—temporarily 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. S8ir JAMES MITCHELL: It is no
use for the hon. member fo talk like that.

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

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

Mr. Panton: No; on the Beeby award.
We will gnarantee o thousand men under
the Beeby award to be there to-morrow.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, on
their own conditions. When introduting
the motion I said that we are not respon-
sible for the Federal legislation, with which
we may agree or disagree. We have not
been consulted about it. We are, of eourse,
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
be wrone and hard, it can be amended.

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

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I un-
derstand that, but T 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 uo-
derstand that the old award and lhe new
award contain almost identical provisions,
and so the boats were worked between
8 am. and 5 p.m. [t is not necessary that
we should know every clanse in every
award. I am afyaid that 1f we were ex-
pected to do that, and to be familiar with
every clause of every award, we would
have little time Ffor anything else. It is
useless saying that men could be employed
on their own conditions; they should re-
{urn teo work in accordance with the law.

My, I'anton: That is what they have
offered to do.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They
would be wise to return under the con-
ditions that obtain.

Mr. Panton: TUnder the Beeby award.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
laws are harsh and unjust, they can be
altered,

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

Mr. Latham: They would not have been
passed if the men had continued at work!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I want
to help the situation on the waterfront,
and to help the men there as well as the
men thronghout the State who are also af-
fected. We must remember that the strike
itself was a harsh thing. T agree with the
Premier that we de not want that sort of
thing, but rather we want to avoid trouble
of that description. Let us realise it is
our job to leep the wheels of industry
going. I hope the Premier will realise
that we ean and shonld diseuss matters of
importance in this House as we have dealt
with this motion. Tt has not been our de-
sire to eriticise the Government. I am not
desirous of wronefully attaching the blame
to anyone. We have not attempted to do
that. We have tried to put the ecase fairly
aceording to our standpoint. We were per-
feetly justified in drawing attention to the
reports in the “West Auvstralian?’ thig
morning, particalavly the report of the dis-
putes committee. [ do not think such a
report will tend te help to make thingy
better. As is usual with motions of this
deseription. T am satisfied that discussion
will make only for good, and, therefore,
I beg leave to withdvaw the motion.

Aotion, by leave withdrawn.
roagy

BILL—EULJA EASTWARD
RAILWAY,

Returned without amendment.

QUESTION—WOOROLOO SBANA-
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
Wooroloo 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
are available. It is impossible, at the
moment, to indicate when that will be.

QUESTION—F00D 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 ares, 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, Albany?

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

House adjourned at 10.16 p.m.



