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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m. and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (2)—BULK WHEAT.
Railways Surcharge.

Mr. DONEY asked the Minister for Rail-
wivys: 1, Is it a fact that the Commissioner
for Railways has demanded or intends to
demand a surcharge, in respeet of the 19
niiles of Government line from Walkaway
to Cleraldton, on bulk wheat railed from
sidings on the Midland Railway Company’s
line to Geraldton which alveady earries a
surcharge of 1s. 6d.? 2, If the answer to
1 is in the affirmative, on what basis is
the eharge made or to be made?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS ro-
plied: 1, Yes. 2, On a proportional basis
which will work out between one penny
and twopence per ton.

Land Rent for Private Weighbridges.

AMr. DONEY asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Ts it a [aet that rent for land on
which weighbridges owned by Bulk Hand-
ling, Ltd., have been erected on Crown lands
adjacent to railway sidings has been in-
creased by 30 per cent.? 2, If so, what
reason is given for such inerense?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1, Yes, from £1 to £1 10s. per annum. 2.
The additional seecurity given fo the com-
pany by the extension of the leases from
five to ten years is conmsidered fo warraat
the small increases in rental,

BILL—MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS
ACT AMENDMENT.

Introduced by the Minister for Works
and read a first time.

2159

BILL-LOTTERIES (CONTROL) ACT
AMENDMENT.

Third Reading.
THE MINISTER FOR POLICE (Hon.
F. J. S. Wise—Gascoyne) [4.35]: I move-—
That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR. HUGHES (East Perth) [4.36]: I
must apologise to the Flouse for address-
ing myself again to this subject, but in
view of certain statements made by fhe
Minister for Police, I feel that I owe it to the
House to answer those statements. The
House will be in a particularly fortunate
position on this occasion, because there
will not be any need for a Royal Commis-
sion or a committee of incuiry to elarify
the Act te see the truth of what I shall say.
For there are certain members in the Cham-
ber who know from their own personal
knowledge that what I will say are absolutc
facts. Fortunately, they are not all on
one side of the House. On the Government
side there are the members for Middle Swan
{(Mr. Hegney}) and Guildford-Migland
{(Hon. W. D. Johnson), both of whom will
be able to tell the House whether or not
what I have to say is true. I am not tak-
ing any risks on this oceasion. Also we
have on the Government side the three Fre-
mantle members, each of whom will be able
to suppori something else I shall say. On
the Opposition side we have the members
for Toodyay (Mr. Thorn) and Nedlands
(Hou. N. Keenan) hoth of whom will be
in a position, from their own knowledge,
to verify what T have to say.

Mr. Withers: What a combination!

Mr. HUGHES: It is a jury that no man
eduld get by unless he had a eclean skin.
One thing I think is a very serious matter
in connection with the speech of the Min-
ister for Police. That gentleman made the
stutement that T bad conducted a sweep for
the Tea Room Qirls” Club, and that they
vereived £30 7=, 4d. When the hon. gentle-
man made that statement he knew that it
wis false.

The Minister for Police: I ask that the
hon, member withdraw that statement, for
it is quite incorrect.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has
heen asked to withdraw that statement.

Mr. HUGHES : Certainly. The statement,
of course, was previously made and broad-
east publiely, and was challenged in the
court, and after a lengthy trial, in \which
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the people who made that statement had
every opportunity to bring forward their
evidence, and had the services of the presi-
dent of the National Party, Sir Walter
James, to plead their cause, those statements
were found to be untrue and so those who
had made them had to pay damages. Of
course, they did net pay the damages; they
took it from somebody else. I propose to
deal with the statement at some length in
order to show the House the extent to which
misrepresentation ean go on. I am not per-
turbed at anybody making that statement
outside Dbeeause, having proved it wrong to
a jury on one occasion, at 8 cost of £700—
the cost to the workers—we can always do
it sgain. The statement was made by thq
Minister for Police. T heard it myself, if
appeared in the “West Anstralian” on the
following day and in other papers over the
week-end.  But now that “Hansard” is
printed, we find that the “Hiansard” report
has been interfered with and the statement
does not appear as it was made by the Min-
ister for Police, but this statement appears
in its place, “Several deductions were made,

and they received a eheque for £30 7s. 4d.”.

I say definitely that that is not the state-
ment made by the Minister, and that after
the Minister made the statement in the
House the “Hansard” records were altered.

The Minister for Police: I object to the
words used by the hon. member; they are
absolutely false.

Mr. HUGHES: Mr. Speaker, could not
yon settle this gquestion before T proceed hy
sending for the “Hansard” proofs that were
submitted to the Minister? If I am! proved
wrong I will not only apologise but I will
give £25 to charities. As the position'is so
serious, Sir, T should be glad if you could
send for those proofs.

Mr. SPEAKER: No, I eannot hold up
the debate for that. But it is a very serious
aceusation that a material matter has been
altered in “Hansard.™ It is distinetky
against the rules of the Honse and, indeed,
the Chief Hansard Reporter has a letter
over my name to the effect that no material
maifer must be altered withont my awth-
ority,

Mr. HUGHES: May I repeat: I allege
that the Minister made this statement, “They
received a cheque for £30 7s. 4d.” What
appears in “Hansard” is “Several deduc-
tions were made, and they received a cheque
for £30 7s. 4d.” My aceusation is a very
serions one. I say that those words “sev-

[ASSEMBLY.]

cral deductions were made” have been added.
Dealing with this question—and I hope, Sir,
you will pardon my going into these mat-
ters, hecause I am doing it in answer fo an
sttack that was made under parliamentary
privilege. I am prepared to go outside and
make the statement about the falsification of
“Hansard” that I have made here.

Mr, SPEAKER: Does the hon. member
allege that it was made by the Minister for
Police?

Mr. HUGHES: I do not know. The alle-
gation is that the Minister made a certain
statement and that the statement in “Han-
sard” is not the statement that he made,
certain words having been added to it. It
would be impossible for me {o say who made
the alteration, but I hope that, for the hon-
our of the House, we shall ascertain, if the
Minjster did not make it, who did. Ong
rther statement the Minister made was—

With the knowledge he (referring to me)
has of malpractice in the running of sweeps he
knew it would be possible for a great deal of
malnractiee and msappropriation to ceeur.
There is only one inference to he drawn
from that, namely that in running sweeps
I practised misappropriation and malprae-
tice. The bhon. gentleman then goes on fo
say this—

Expericnces recorded on the files also show,
in the words of an official, that one promoter
—Mr, Hughes it was—treated all inquiries re-
gurding returns and Dbalance sheets with pro-
found silence.

The Minister was in a position to verifiy
those statements before he made them, be
cause he has available to him the records
of the police and also the records of the
Supreme Court, He knows that as the re-
sult of having made that same statement
Mr. Gray, M.L.C,, had to receive a Royal
pardon. Members probably are tired of
hearing the reasons for that Royal pardon.

Mr. Wilson: We are.

Mr. HUGHES: I am sorry if the hon,
member is, but he will have to pardon me on
this oceasion. It is strange that when
a highly defamatory statement is made
outside the Hounse, one may go to the
gourt and get a jury to decide it, and
when the court holds that it is defamafory,
damages and cxpensive costs are awarded.
It iz a terrible thing that a Minister of the
Crown can come into Parliament and under
parliamentary privilege repeat that state-
ment, which he ought to know is false, and
so get it into 70,000 copies of the morning
newspaper without the slightest redress to
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the party concerned. That is not a proper
use of parliamentary privilege, bat is an
absolute abuse of it. And the Minister had
available the records of the Supreme Court.
He could have gone to the people who had
to pny the costs, Dealing with this gener-
ally, I propose to refer only to three or four
particular cases. There are members pre-
sent who were coneerned in that matter and
who can deny or approve of what I have to
say. In bygone years certain organisations
would get permission from the Commissioner
of Police to conduct sweeps for charitable
purposes or worthy objects. A worthy ob-
ject was extended cven to the payment of
members’ electioneering expenses. I never
ran a sweep of that nature, nor have I had
anything to do with one. T consider that
is beyond the pale, I did, however, run
sweeps for certain organisations. They were
apparently so successful that I was deluged
with applications fo rum sweeps. Every
sweep I ran was properly audited by a
chartered accountani—he had nothing to do
with me—and the balanee sheet and profit
and loss accounf were forwarded in each
ease to the Commissioner of Police. Those
were made available by the Commnissioner to
private individuals. T have here a handful
of them, if any member would like to look
at them. When an organisation ecame to me,
I told the officials that if they got permis-
sion, I would run the sweep, on eertain con-
ditions. They could either give me £8 a
week for 13 weeks, and travelling expenses,
or T would take 25 per cent. of the net pro-
fit.  No one ever put me on wages. KEven
when I worked for the Fremantle and Perth
Trades Halls, notwithstanding the day lab-
our prineiples, they put me on contract.

Hon. €. G. Latham: They huilt the Trades
Hall by econtraet.

Mr. HUGHES: Whether the coniract
worked out better for me, I do not know.
No one was prepared to give me wages plus
travelling expenses. They all preferred to
pay me on the basis of ““no profit, no pay.”
In addition, I had to finance the sweep. I
had to find all the money to run it, and pay
my own travelling expenses, and was allowed
25 per cent. of the net profit. They were
1s., not half-erown sweeps, and there was
no monopoly, as there is at present. Some-
times we had four or five sweeps ramming
together. I ran two myself at the same time,
thanks to the member for Guildford-Midland
{Hon. W. D. Johnson).
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Hon. C. G. Latham: He fixed it up for
you, did he?

Mr. HUGHES: He got the necessary
permission, and arranged everything, and
said, “Spring off your tail, alnd make it a
welter; make all the money you can” 8o
I had to get on with the job. The resnlt
surprized ns. The Minister said that to re-
ceive £94 for one sweep was real ralketeer-
ing. He reminds me of a eartoon T saw in
a New York magazine, of a gentleman who
looked back upon life from the age of T0.
After living his life to the age of 70,
he pot on paper his impressions at 17 and
those at 70. At 17 the word “life” con-
sisted of n very small “I” and a very small
“£, and a large “I"; but at 70, the “L” and
the “F* were large, and the “i” was very
small. That cartoon describes the Minister
to a “T.” I am not accusing him of being
only 17; T think that mentally he is only
about eight.

Mr. Lambert: No hites; go on.

Mr. HUGHES: When he says that to
receive £94 for running a sweep is rack-
cieering, what would he say if someone
paid me three times ai much? What sort
of employer would he think such a man
was to pay so much; would ke be good or
bad? It looks as if I would have to make
my speech alone. :

The Minister for Employment: Bad luek!

Mr. HUGHES: Everyone agreed that T
should have 25 per cent. of the net profils,
pay my own expenses, and find all the
money. I raised over £5,000 in three years
for the East Perth Progress Association,
and for this they paid me the magnificent
sum of £5 a week.

Mr. Thorn: No wonder you got inte
Parlinmens.

Mr. HUGHES: I raised a lot of money
far the Swan scttlers, too, and even showed
them how te run a grape show. I was
veceiving £8 m weck.  When T took the
ageney for fhose sweeps, although I ap-
peared as agent, the 25 per ecent. profit
went into the coffers of the East Perth
Progress Association. T never received one
penny out of the lot. The Minister knows
that, for it was broadeast in the Supreme
Court, and published in the Press. Of the
25 per cent. I did not get one penny, for
the whole of it went into the organisation
which was paying me £8 a week. The people
concerned were appavently so sadisfied that
it was noi long hefore I had another re-
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quest. I do not know what sinister sng-
gestion the member for Toodyay (Mr,
Thorn) wonld make. The people in the
Upper Swan Valley were baving finaneial
diffienlties with something in which they
were interested. They enlisted my services
to run a sweep, I ran that sweep, and then
ran another for them. I also ran a couple
of grape shows. 1 even organised the first
grape and dricd fruit show, and made a
handsome profit for them. I cannot say
how much money was handed over, but I
think that after two or three years they
paid off £600 or £700, representing a debt
on the hall. I left them with a first-class
sceond-rate country racc-track, amnd every-
thing clear of debt. There was aiso a sub-
stantial eash balance in the bank, and the
people concerned have been free of debt
ever since. So satisfied were they that after
I had cleaned up all the debt, and they
had paid me what the Minister eonsidered
was a raekeleering amount, they presenied
me with a gold medal, YWhen the price of
gold reached a eertain figure, I handed that
in to the Mint. When the country was
in need of gold, knowing as I did that my
reputation on the Swan would live without
the npecessity of a picce of gold to keep it
alive, I disposed of the medal, The member
for Irwin-Moore {Hon. P. D. Ferguson)
and the member for Toodyay (Mr. Thorn)
know that. They know that the people of
the Swan were not only satisfied to pay
me what is considered to be racketeering
wages, but were prepared to record their
appreeiation in gold. 1 wish all the people
of the Swan Valley that 1 worked for were
in the East Perth electorate. The only thing
I am sorry for is that they are not in that
clectorate. They made their contract. At
that time they had unot a peony, and eould
not themselves pay. They were financed
and the sweeps were run for them., My
contract was carried out, and they got theiv
audited halance sheet. I have copies here
for any member who doubis my word to see.
I had occasion to yun a sweep for the
Hamilton Hill people. These are the
balance sheels we have been so silent about.
I am sorry the member for Middle Swan
(Mr. Hegney) and the member for Guild-

ford-Midland (Hon, W, D. Johnsoun)
are not present. The member for
Guildford-Midland knew I was going

to deal with thizx nuestion. The 25 per
cent. the Upper Swan people paid me did
not. go inte ny poeket, bat into the coffers
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of the East Perth Progress Associafion.
The Minister says I ran a sweep for the
Hamilton Hill people, that they got so
mueh, that they asked me for a balanee
sheet, and that I was silent. I say that

is another false statement on the part of

the Minister. They got their balance sheet
in the ordinary way. They were so pleased
with the result that they came to me again,
The sweep referved to was the Hamilton
Hill Labour Day Handicap Sweep. It was
arranged that it should be run in connee-
tion with the F¥remantle Labour Day
sports. The people concerned were s0
Pleased with the result that they came to
me again in 1930 to run another sweep. I
had to disappoint them because of a cer-
fain denouement which oceurred in the
meantime. The secretary of the Trades
Hall (Mr. Burgess) was talking to one of
the committee of the Hamilton Hill organ-
isation, and asecertained what I had doue
for them. Mr. Burgess approached me and
gaid, ‘‘Cannot you do for the Fremantle
Trades Hall what you did for Hamilton
Hill?*" The Minister says these people
could not get a balance sheet, and yet the
Minister in charge of these things authaor-
ised the Fremantle Trades Hall to run a
sweep on Labour Day in 1930. Here was
the extracrdinary position. The member
for Murchison (Mr. Marshall) talked about
vengeance. I will convinece him on that
point. The Fremantle Trades Hall were
happy to engage me. They had plenty of
money and conld have put me on wawes,
hut they were prepared to pay me on the
hasis of ‘“no profit, no pay.’”” Here was
the extraordinary specfacle of a man, my-
self, who had been expelled from the La-
hour movement, or had resigned from it,
with an office in the Fremantle Trades Hail,
running a sweep by permission of a La-
bour Minister to augment the funds of tha
Trades Hall.

Mr. Thorn: They will he happy to do
something else with you now.

Mr. HUGHES: Here was the hypoeriti-
cal part of it. The Fremantle sweep went
on in the same way and made about the
same profit. Trades Hall received a
cheque in the same way. When they pub-
lished a pamphlet showing that I embez-
zled thousands of pounds from different
people, they left out the sweep for the
Fremantle Trades Hall. They put in the
tearcom givls and the Upper Swan peoplo,
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but were strangely silent in respect fo the
Fremantle Trades Hall. The result was
about the same. The profits on the 1s. sweep
ran out at about £500 or £600. In 1930 the
Hamilton Hill peeple came toc me. The
Minister, by inference, suggests that they
were dissatisfied and could not get any
balance sheet. When they returned to me,
) had enteved into a contract for the May
sweep for the Fremantle Trades Hall. If
the conduet of the sweeps for the Hamil-
tor Hill people had been so unsatisfactory,
as the Minister alleges, surely the Fre-
mantle Trades Hall would not have entered
into a contract with me for a similar thing.
The member for Toodyay ov someone else
in the Swan districk did not have enough
discretion to realise that they were on a
good thing. Someone talked about the mat-
ter at Midland Junction and told the people
there of the profits I had made for them out
of the shilling sweep. What was the vesult?
I was approached by the then Secretary of
the Midland Junciion Trades Hall, Mr.
Ulrieh, who said to me, “The position is
this: We have got to the end of our tether.
We owe £900 on the building and £126 for
arrears of interest, and the morteagees sre
pressing us. We have not got a twopenny
stamp. Will you come to our assistanee and
run a sweep?’ I said, “You have plenty
of people who can run a sweep.” MHe re-
plicd, “No. We had the permission of the
Government to run a sweep hefore and they
insisted upon its heing run by someone from
the Perth Trades Hall. When the sweep
was over we got the magnificent sum of £25.
We are in this position now, so will you run
the sweep for us on the samne conditions as
you ran the others?’ I said, “All right.”
In due course I reccived an interesting let-
ter from the sceretary of the Midland June-
tion Distriet Council of the AL P. The let-
ter shows that while a few heads at the
Perth Trades Hall conld expel me from the
Labour Party, or thought they conld, they
had not succceded in destroying the faith
in me possessed by their own industrial
workers. T am prepared to go before any
audience in any indusfrial centre with either
the Minister for Employment (Hon. A. R.
G. Hawke) or the Minister for Police (Hon.
F. J. 8. Wise), and I will get a hearing,
no matter what they may say. What do
they know about the Labour Party? They
came into the movement only when we could
give them strawberries and cream. Whai do
they know of the days when yon and I, Mr.
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Speaker, walked our hoots off in going reund
endeavouring to improve the conditions of
the worker?

Mr. SPEAKER: OQrdex! I think the hon.
member is getting away from the subject.

Mr. ITUGHES: I treasure this letter, be-
ennse I do not think anyone else in Aus-
tralin in such ecircumstances has ever re-
coived such a communication. Here was I,
expelled from the A.LP. for about three
vears, and yet I could get this letter from
the secretary of one of the largest hranches
of the AL.P. in Western Australia, The
letter read:—

Australian Labour Party (A.LP.),
Midlann District Couneil,
Trades Hall, Midlund Junetion,
15th August, 1928.
Mr. T, J. Hughes,
347 Hay-street, TPerth.
Dear Sir,
At the last meeting of the ubove AL.P.
Couneil hield on the 13th inst.,

That was nat lucky.

——T was directed to write and ask if you
would consent to conduct n sweep for and in
aid of the Midland Junction Trades Hall Asso-
ciation {Incorporated).

Tf vou would consider coming to our aid in
the manner suggested, would you he good
enough to let me know your terms and condi-
tions at your earliest convenience?

Yours faithfully,
(Sgd.) T. Ulrieh,
Seeretary.

That is a wonderful letter to be received by
# man who had- been expelled from the
Party. Here he got an 3.0.8. to come fo
the Party’s assigtance. I would not sell that
letter for £100.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: You know the cir-

cumstances.

Mr. HUGHES: You can have the whole
lot.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Then we will clean
it up.

Mr, HUGTES: Yes, we will clean up the
whole business. The lion. member will re-
member that letter. It is marked, “ Exhibit
I’; it has been before the court. I will
admit that the member for Guildford-Mid-
tand (Hon. W. D. Johnson) was sick af the
time.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: You got well and
truly into it

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. HUGHES: From the letter T had
read, it would not appear that I forced my-
self on these people.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: You engineered it.
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Mr. HUGHES: I did not engineer it,

Mr, SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber will address the Chair,

Mr. HUGHES: Mr. Ulrich said that the
Midland A.L.P. had not a twopenny stamp
1o go on with. The result was that we started
off with the sweep. The first thing we found
out was that Mr. Darcey, of the State Insnr-
ance Office, went to a meeting of the State
Exceutive of the A.L.P. in Perth and moved
that the workers be asked to boyeott the
sweep that was being run for the Midland
Junction Trades Hall. There is an indica-
tion of vindietiveness for the member for
Murchison (Mr. Marshall)! That motion is
on record. They tried to boyeott the sweep
and Mr. Bolinsky, the President of the Mid-
land AL.P., had to go to Fremantle and
appeal for the eo-operation of the industrial-
ists there. Notwithstanding the opposition
of the A.L.P. in Perth, the Midland Trades
Hall sweep was a snceess. On the night the
sweep was drawn I handed the representa-
tives of the Midland Trades Hall a cheque
Tor £500. I ask the member for Midland-
Guildford and the member for Middle Swan
(Mr. Hegney) if it is not corrveet that I
stipulated that, as the sweep had been run in
order to pay olf the debt T have referred to,
the money should be used exclusively for
that purpose? T am happy to say that it
was used aceordingly.

Hon, W, D). Johnson: How else could we
have used it? 'We had plenty of money?

Mr,. HUGHES: You had not a twopenny
stamp,

Hon, W. D. Johnson: We had plenty in
the A.L.P. funds.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. HUGHES: We should have had the
balance sheet of the Midland A.L.P., if the
hon. member intended to raise that question.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: You ean have it.

Mr, HUGHES: Then we will get it later
on. My judgment was at fault on the night
the sweep was drawn. The Midland Trades
Hall people wera not entitled exactly to
£500, and later on they had to refund a per-
centage. 1 stipulated that, in order to keep
faith with the publie, the whole of the money
that they made out of the sweep shounld go
towards paying off the debt on the building.
That was quite ali right, and lafer on I re-
ceived another letter from the Midland
ALP. In the meantime a new seeretary
had been appointed hy the A.L.P. at Mid-
land Junetion, and his letter to me was dated
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the 12th September, 1929, and read as
follows :—
Australian Labour Party (AL.P.),
Midland Distriet Couneil,
Trades Hgll, Midland Junction,
12th September, 1929,
Mr. T. J. Hughes,
Moana Chambers, Perth.
Dear Sir,

At a meeting of the Trades Hall Association
held on the 9th September I was instructed to
convey to you and your staff the Association's
appreciation for the very creditable sum that
hits beer handed to them as 2 resuit of the
sweep on Boulder Cup, and also for the very
able and capabic manner the sweep was cou-
ducted.

I have to advise that at the same meeting a
resolution was carried thanking the publie for
their support, the resolution to be put through
the Presa,

Yours faithfully,

(8gd) J. Brady,
Secretary.
That is another doeument 1 value. Of
course, I had run other sweeps. The hon.
member knows—he will he able to say if
these facts are true or otherwise—that in
1930 the Tea Room Girls’ Club was in diffi-
culties, and being pressed with a writ. Miss
Shelley came to me and asked if T would run
a sweep for her if she could get the permis-
sion of the then Minister (Mr., John Scad-
dan}.

Houn. W. D, Johnson: Have you finished
with me now?

Mr. HUGHES: No, not yet.

Hon. G. &. Latham: No, you sit in your
seab!

Mr. HUGHES: 1 want to deal with
another matter that probably the member for
Guildford-Midland and I will both be
ashamed of, but we will make the facts pub-
lie and get it over,

Scveral members interjected.

Mr. HUGHES: I know that these faets
hmt. Hon, members opposite can go to the
industrial workers of Midland Junetion and
gee what sympathy they will get if they en-
deavour to vilify me before them, I was
referring to the position in which the Tea
Room Girls’ Club was situated. Miss Shelley
informed me that Mr. Scaddan had told her
that if she could get someone to run the
sweep, he would give the necessary permis-
sion because the elub was in financial diffi-
culties. Later on, when I was running that
Sweep, a member of Parliament, who was
then on the opposite side of the House, asked
me if T would c¢onduect it in order to get
the tea room girls out of their diffienlty. I
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was told that one condition attached to per-
migsion fo run the sweep was that the club
had to be incorporated before any money
was paid over. A sccond condition was put
in by myself. That condition was that if T
ran the sweep I was fo withhold from the
profits a sum of money representing an
amount due to Plaistowes for gonds that the
¢lub had obtained from that firm under a
contract of sale entered into with me, and
had neglected to pay off. The sum was £50.
Mr. Plaistowe had said at the time, “Leave
the econtract in your name, and we will go
on supplying,” The goods were supplied
and debited against me. Although that ac-
connt had not been paid, Mr. Plaistowe did
not suggest that I should stand the loss, and
therefore he allowed the aceount to run on
until it was eventually paid. It was hecause
of that that T made that condition. T stipu-
lated that if T ran the sweep I was to have
the right to deduet £50, which was owing to
Plaistowes, Finally, that econdition was
agreed to. One day the member for Guild-
ford-Midland and the member for Middle
Swan burst into my office and said, “We
want you to run another sweep for the Mid-
Iand Trades Hall.” .

Hon. W. D. Jolmson: We were ont of
breath, I snppose?

Mr. HUGHES: Yes. I xeplicd, “It is too
late They wanted the sweep to he Tun on
the Boulder Cup, and T told them we could
not do it in 10 weeks. They said, “We are
going to Mr. Scaddan to get permission to
run it,” and away they went. They cume
back in an hour’s time, and the member for
Guildford-Midland did all the talking. He
said, “We have got permission, so get on
with the job. Spring off your tail and go
lively.”

Member: Sounds Americanised.

Hon. C. G. Latham: That, from a man
whoe does not helieve in gambling!

Hon. W. D. Johnson: It looks like it.

Mr. Sampson: I seem to recognise the
phrase.

Mr. HUGHES : I said that it conld not he
done without payment for overtime. The
member for Guildford-Midland said, “Gef on
with the job, hecanse we have only 10
weeks.” We were very lueky, becanse on
that oceasion we had an absolute monopoly
of the fleld. The only other sweep on the
market at the time was the one I contem-
plated for the tea voom girls, What was
the result of the sweep? If 1 do not get
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some gomment on this from the Minister for
Employment, I will think bhe is turning

vellow. The No. 2 Midland Trades Hall
sweep ran mad. We could not supply the
demand for tiekets, because we had a
nmonopaoly.

Hon, C. G. Latham: It was vyour popu-
larity.

Mr. HUGHES: Or that of the member
for Middle Swan.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Not the member for
Guildford-Midland this time?

Mr. HUGHES: No.

Mr. Hegney: I said I did not wani my
name to appear and von said it was one of
the best sellers in the country.

My, HUGHES: Yes, and that was when
the hon. member was not the celebrity he is
now. What would we not get with the use
of his name now!

Mr. SPEAKTFR: Order!

Mr. HUGHES: 1 shall be fair to the hon.
member and share the credit with him. The
net profit on that sweep was £1,147. Under
my contract with them, I received £286. I
remarked to the member for Guildford-Mid-
land, “By Jove, that is pretty hot” He
said, “I wish vou had got three times nas
much.” That was because for every £1 T
got, the Midland Trades Hall got £3.

Hon. C. &. Latham: That was other
people’s money.

Mr. HUGHES : As a result of the sweep,
1 handed over first a cheque for, I think,
£500 and the Trades Hall people agreed to
pay off the debt on the bmilding. Thus
they were able to pay off the principal and
interest owing and the workers of Midland
Junetion have their industrial home for all
time.

Mr. Hegney: We had £860,

Mr. HUGHES: You got that cheque for
£500. You did not get the whole of the
money at once.

Mr. Hegney interjected.

Mr. HUGHES : You got £500 and from the
second cheque you got another £360, and
with that money you went and cleared off
the mortgage.

Mr. Raphael: You had hetter run a sweep
for the cockies.

Hon. C. & Latham: Or one for the Dental
Institute.

Mr. HUGHES: As T had a contract to run
a sweep for the tearcom girls, T had to get
on with that and allow the Midland Trades
Hall account to stand over. L had £360
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us it trunspived afterwards in trast for
themn aiter giving them ihe £300. Then this
strange thing happened. A creditor came
in and propused to sell the Tea Room Girls’
Club under a judgment of the edurt. I was
faced with this terrible position. 1 was
conducting a sweep for the Midland Tea
Room Girls’ Club and the bailiff was
going to put the elub up for auetion. I
went to Miss Shelley and said ““Don’t let
them do this. Look ut the position we
would be in with the publie. I will bnd
the money to pay it.’’ I told her

Hon. €. ¢ Latham: You should be a
lifelong member.

Mr. HUGHES: I said to her, *I have
£36i0 belonging to the Midland Trades Hall
and 1 will see Mr. Belinsky, Mr. Jobnson
and Mr, Megney und ask them to permit
me to lend you the money and stave off this
ereditor.’”” 1 have not any doubt they
would have lent the money.

Mr. Hegney: Did you approach me?

Mr. HUGHES: No, [ never approuched
you.

Mr. Hegney: You are putting it up as
though 1 agreed.

Mr. HGGHES: No. I went to Miss
Shelley. She would not agree. You prob-

ably know the reason. I went to a man
in the Terrace, a man worth probably
£200,000 or £300,000, nearly as rich as the
member for Victoria Park. I could have
got the money at 10 per cent. for two
months, but she would not let me and al-
lowed the property to be sold, and we were
in the terrible position of conducting =
sweep for an institution that no longcr
exigted. We eould not turn back but had
to go forward. We did the best we could
and the day Defore the sweep closed a
plethora of garnishees eame from the Sup-
reme Court and the Local Court. People
came in garnishecing the money from
everywhere, and when the sweep was over,
hy the time we had satisfied the garnishees
—and this has been (he subject of a judi-
cial inguiry by a judge and jury and we
paid the solicitors as we were bound to
do becanse she gave him an order on ns---
ane met the costs, there was o total of £30
7s. 4d. left. OF course they got the whole
profit heeause we had no say. If we re-
ecived a garnishee order we had to pay.
If we received an order from Miss Shelley
we had to pay. My 25 per cent. only
amounted to £94 because of the obstacles
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we were up against,  \What bappened!
Miss Bhelley then wrote a sereed to the
*'Bunday Times'' saying that she bhad only
got £30 7s. 4d. They did not get very far
in the Supreme Court with that statement,
notwithstanding that they had Sir Walter
Jamas, president of the National Party, tc
put it forward. If, when the proof from
which ‘‘Hansard’’ is printed is examined,
1t is {found that the proof has not heen
altered, and the Miuister for Police did
not make the stutement attributed te him
by the ‘*West Australian’’ newspaper, I
will give the ‘‘West Australian’’ pows-
puper an opporlunity of proving their
statement in the court. In fairnessg to the
" West Australian’® newspaper, I testify
#s one who was present, that their state-
laent iz the correct statement which he
made, and that “Hansard’® i ineorrect.
Tn 13 months I tarned inte the Midland
Trades Hall £1,300. When I say ‘I’ I
do not mean that T did it alone, because
T had over 70 in the organisation of which
I wus temporarily the hend. Nobody
worked havder than the member for Middle
Swan, and Mr. Bolinsky and the commit-
teec of fthe Midland Trades Hall. Nobody

‘worked harder than the Fremantle Lahour

people and the Kalgoorlie Tabour people.
That was why there was sueh a handsome
result. Trom September 1929 to Septem-
her 14930, 13 months, T paid in £1,300, and
they paid me £400 for the job, and from
owing £900 as principal and £126G in inr-
terest with not a penny to meet it, they
paid off the deht on the bnilding, and I
think they bad nearly £400 in the bank. It
the member for Northam would like to
dispute that-—

Hon. W. I, Johnson: Yon arve wrong in
vour fignres.

Mr. HGGITES: You had 2 substantial
sum left over. You owed only £900, and
wore handed £1.300 in 13 months.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: You had inside
lnowledge and paid just what we owed.

Mr. HUGHES: No, I did not.

Mr. SPEAIXER: Orvder!

Mr, HUGHES: T got £286 and when the
accounts were balanced I was asked to go
to the Midland District Council of the
AT.P. and T handed them a cheque for the
remaining £360, In the presenece of the
member for Guildford-Midland at a meeting
at whieh the hon. member for Middle Swan
presided T, an cxpelled member of the
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ALY, attended the district conncil meet-
ing of the A.LP, io receive a resolution of
thanks and congratulations For my services!

Houn. W. D. Johnson: Did I stay?

Mr. HUGHES: I cannot say whether the
hon. member did or not,

Hon. W. D. Jobnson: T did not think the
room was large enough for twoe of us at
once and I walked out.

Mr. HUGHES: When thic bon. member-

walked out in the first place there was £1,026
owing and after I had finished there was
nothing owing, but there was a substantial
credit in the bank. T had hoped the hon.
member would get the job in England so
that we could go to the Midland people and
Tie could tell the industrial workers of Mid-
lind and the member for York could tell
them the injury I had done.

Members: The member for York?

Mr, HUGHES : The member fov Northam.
I am sorry. .

Hon. C. G. Latham: Tt was not T who said
vou were yellow.

Mr. HUGHES: I have not had to flee
from ‘my native land. When I got beaten
I stayed, and ¢ame back.

The Minister for Employment: No other
State would have you.

Mr. HUGHES: When I was in South
Australia recently a gentleman with some
knowledge of South Awustralin said they
were very pleased that Mr. Hawke had per-
manently settled in Western Australia. No,
I did not think he said “seitled.” T think
the word used

M:. SPEAKER: I think tlie hon. member
had better disenss the motion.

Mr. HUGHES : They were pleased lo hear
he was permanently established. T have been
dubbed yellow. I am afraid of the hon.
member. Why should T not he? T have
cauge to he afraid. T fear all tyrants. I
fear them for the public. When those gentle-
men published a statement concerning thus
pariicular sweep they published it in such a
way that it eonld not be answered before the
election. Tt was published in such a way
that, in the words of a judge of the Supreme
Court, it not only suggested that I had em-
bezzled large sums of money but was in-
tended to suggest that. They were given an
opportunity of going to court and proving
their “allegations and the allegations were
disproved fo the hilt. The result was that
there was £700 to pay in legal expenses and
Mr. Gray who was the prime mover in dis-
tributing the pamphlet did not pay a penny
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of that £700. They took the money from
the Perth Trades Hall and the reason they
took the money was this: The secretary of
the Trades Hall and Mr. Gray who distri-
buted the pamphlets claimed that they had
nothing to do with the pamphlet. Tt had
been brought down to them and they acted
as the instruments of publication. The Fre-
mantle Trades Hall refused to pay one
penny piece towards the costs. Mr. Gray
got a Royal pardon.

Mr., SPEAKER: I do not think the hon.
inember is speaking to the motion now.

Mr. HUGHES: I am only speaking about
the pamphlet whieh

Mr. SPEAKER: The question of the
pamphlet does not come into the third read-
ing of this Bill in any shape or form.

Mr. HUGHES: I will not dispute your
ruling, Mr. Speaker. I might disagree with
it but I will not dispute it. The Minister
for Police had wide scope—

Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. mem-
ber had bettcr be fair. I have given him
every opportunily to answer the Minister.
He has been given wide latitude.

Mr, HUGHES: You have heen very in-
dulgent. I am not eomplaining. There is
noe member so anxious {o obey the Chair
as I

am, Turning now to answer
the allegations made. I hope that if
hon, members arve in doubt they will

eome and gee the various audited balance
shects in econneetion with these ventures.
What of {hose people who are casting
stones? Can we see their balance sheets?
Can we sec their balanee sheets at the Police
Department? Can we see the balance sheet
of the Golden Apple Appeal? Angd the
halanee sheets of the various earnivals ran
thronghout the State for worthy objects
that nohody cver heard of? Will the
Minister do as I have done—produee the
balanee sheets of the carnivals run in
Hannans-street, Kalgoorlie, and at Northam,
and of all the other ventures? And will he
tell the public of Western Australia where
the money has gone? I guarantee he will
not. I do not think the balanee sheets ean
be produced, beeanse the money was mis.
appropriated and diverted to eaunses for
which it was not raised. Thonsands of
pounds were diverted. When the hon.
member made the statement he made it with
the knowledge he has of the scope for mal-
practice afforded in the running of sweeps.
He knew that there was scope for malprae-
tice and that there had been malpractice,
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not by bim bhunt by the friends of the gentle-
men accusing ine under Parliamentary privi-
lege. The memher for Murchison talks about
being vindictive. Let the hon. gentleman
support what we asked the Premier in 1928
to do. Luet there be appointed a commis-
sion to inquire into all the money raised
since 1924 by way of sweeps and carnivals
and other illeral ventures, to inquire into
the purposes for which the money was raised
and where the inoney ultimately rested.
For my part I will give three months of my
salury  towards the cost of the inguiry
becanse I know what the inquiry would
produce. Although I am not saying that
the present Minister for Police had any-
thing to do with any of those ventures—I
do not think he was in the State at the time
~—he marde wild aceusations in a elever, care-
folly-worded sintement that had an unmis-
takeable irference. When he makes suck
a statement, I say, “Be fair.,” I produce
my balanee sheets and can produce more.
Let him be fair and have some independent
party get the halance sheets of the various
ventures, and then members of this House
will be in a position to judge whether there
has heen any emhezzlemeni or not. If the
Minister is not prepared to do that, he may
still do the fair thing by going out and
making the statement in the open that I
embezzled funds from sweeps. That would
give me an opportunity to disprove it. Let
him repeaft outside the statoment that the
tearoom girls got only £30 7s 4d. Surely a
man oeenpying the position of Minister of
the Crown docs not want to hide hehind
parliamentary privilege in making state-
ments of that kind. Good God, if that is
the attitude of the hon. member, if he wishes
to make statements which he knows are false,
and whieh he knows he cannot prove, it is
time we altered the parliamentary privilege
and deprived members of it. Someone sug-
gested that I should he fair. I want to be
fair. I am not asking the House to aecepl
any statement of mine that cannot be veri-
fied by other members and by independenily
audited documents. Let members on the
other side of the House do the same
thing. Let us have particulars of the
Hamnans-street carnival and see what
happened to the proceeds. Let us have
particulars of the Northam carnival and see
what happened to the proceeds. 1 would
confidently leave the issue to the judgment
of members and of the people of Western
Australia. T do not wizh to labour the gues-
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tion, hut T was simply forced to make a
speech on the third reading of the Bill, and
if any more seandalous statements are made
undler the eloak of parliamentary privilege,
T shall have to wait until another Lotteries
Bill is introduced. There are the facts; let
the member for Toodyay deny them. He
would not do so hecause he knows that what
I have said is true. The member for Irwin-
Moore knows that what I bave said is true.
The member for Nedlands knows hecause
when the presulent of the Nativnal Party
was engaged to plead the cause, I got
the parliamentary leader of the National
Tarty to plead mine. So they did not score
anything there; T proved to be the better
judge.

The Minister for Employment: You mean
that the Leader of the National Party proved
to be the better lawyer.

Mr. HUGHES : The hon. member may say
that my judgment was aesidental. The
Leader of the National Party proved to he
the better lawyer, but that is by the way.
Both the member for Nedlands and Sir
Walter James are eminent eounsel and any
litigant need have no fear in leaving his case
in the hands of either of those gentlemen.

Mr. Lammhers: Oh, oh!

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member's loy-
alty would not allow him {o go to the Leader
of the Nationnl Party; he went to the
Deputy Leader. There are the facts. I de
not want to weary the House with a personal
matter of which members must he tired. T
appreciate the indulgence that you, Mr.
Speaker, have granted me, for, in view of
the eowardly attack under parliamentary
privilege made by the Minister for Police, I
was justified in stating the facts for the in-
formation of members. I know that mem-
bers of this House will not listen to any
more such misrepresentations. T know that,
if they are in doubt, they will be fair enough
to view the documents themselves. One
statement [ wish to make in conelusion. The
member for Murchison ecomplained that
while he was out I mentioned him, When I
mentioned Rewmiy, T did not know that the
place was in his electorate. If he looks up
my speech he will not find his name men-
tioned anywhere. The person who was
malicious enough to tell the hon. member
that T had attacked him in bis abseuece had
very liftle to do, If I wanted to say any-
thing about the member for Murehison I
would not wait until he had left the Cham-
ber; T wonld sav it to his faece,



[26 Noveeer, 1936.]

ME. THORN (Toodyay) [5.36]: I had
no desire to join in this third reading
speech-making.

Mr. Withers: Well, do not join in it.

Mr. THORN: But the member for East
Perth mentioned a sweep which he con-
dueted in the Upper Swan distriet, and I
wish to verify or otherwise the statements
he has made. When he conducted the firsh
sweep, I was mot the member for the dis-
triet. I was associated with the grape
growers and the member for Irwin-Moore
was representing the district. The first
sweep was promoted to assist the finances
of the Upper Swan Soldiers’ Memorial Hall.
We were in great difficulties and we secured
the services of the member for East Perth
to conduct sweeps for us to enable us fo
pay for the hall. Tt was agreed that he
should be paid 25 per cent. commission.
That is eorrect; thak is what he was paid.

Mr. Styants: You were on a good wicket.

Mr. THORN: Yes; we were pleased to
pay him, just as the member for Guildford-
Midland was pleased to pay him £298, be-
eause for every £298 paid him, the Midland
Junetion Trades Hill got about £900.

Mr. Styants: He should be ashamed to
say it.

"Mr. THORN: If we make a business eon-
tragt and get the resulis, we do not mind
carrying out our part of the contract. At
the time we were financially cmbarrassed
over our hall and showground. We had no
finance and the member for REast Perth
financed the sweep and conducted it. That
enabled us to go ahead. After he had con-
dueted two sweeps and had assisted us with
the show—I do not give him all the eredit
for our grape show because he had an able
committee to assist himn—

Mr. Hughes: That is so,

Mr., THORN: We assisted him and made
a suceess of the show. After condueting two
sweeps, the debt on the hall was cleared, as
well as on 10 aeres of ground that carried
a valuation, for vineyard purposes, of £70
an acre. We werc perfectly satisfied and we
had a surplus of about £300 left in the bank.
‘We desired the hon. member to run an-
other sweep for us, Lecanse the money
raised was insufficient to pay for the build-
ing of a-new hall. It helped us to convert
an old barn into a hall and also to build a
dance floor. Unfortunately, we conld not
get further permission to conduet sweeps
becanse sweeps at that time were bronght
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under control. Therefore we did not get
our new hall. I am sorry that the gold
medal the committee presented to the hon.
member had to be pawned, but no doubt
there were reasons for it. He said the rea-
son was loyalty to the State; he spld the
gold for smelting purposes. I think the
hon. member pawned the medal fo enable
him to carry on the litigation in which he
was involved at the time. If I am not right,
the hon, member may correct me. I do not
wish to take part in any argument. The
statements that the member for East Perth
made were correct.

HON. W. D. JOHNSON ({iuildford-Mid-
land) [5417: I do not desire to take up
nquch time on this matter. It is true that
the member for East Perth was engaged
by the Trades Hall Association of Midland
Junction to conduet a sweep. He was a
professional agent, and his professional
knowledge and ability were purchased for
the time being by the Trades Hall to con-
duct the sweep. The hon. member knows
full well that T had nothing to do with it.
He knows that I opposed the running of
a sweep all the time I had any power or
influence there, True, I was incapacitated
for quite a long time and it was then that
the welter started. The couneil in their
wisdom deeided to go on with the sweep
and employed the present member for Fast
Perth. I have no knowledge of the first
sweep ab all. A eertain amount of money
was rcturned and the debt on the Trades
Hall was reduced proportionately. When
the second sweep came omn, I had recov-
ered sulficiently to attend couneil meetings.
The council were not following the exast
policy T had left. There had heen a
change in the administration, and to my
mind the council had become a little loose
in the eontrol of financial affairs. I tried
to make them realise that we could do
better than we were doing. Ultimately,
they deeided to have another sweep. At
that time the hon. member had a good deal
of influence with the couneil and was able
to get proposals passed in defiance of my
opposition. He had more friends there at the
time; the matter was well engineered and
well organised and a deeision was made
in favour of a second sweep. A motion
was carried instruecting the member for
Middle Swan and me to make the necessary
approach to the Government to secure
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authority for holding the sweep. That was
quite a legitimate instruction. Sweeps were
being conducted at the time and members
were called upon to use their influence or
other method of approach in order fo se-
care the Minister’s authovity. The member
for Middle Swan and I went along. There
was not a great deal of time and we nltr-
mately obtained the necessary uauthority.
The hon, member was cngaged to run the
sweep, and, speaking from memory—I have
not scen the balanee sheet fur years—some
£800 was paid into the Trades EHall funds.

Mvr, Hughes: The amount was £860.
~Hon. W, D. JOHNSON: Well, £860. The
Trades Hall at Midland Junetion was built
by day labour; and the woney, apart from
a building fund which had been aecnmu-
lated

Mr. Hughes: And that Trades Hall was
paid for by vontraet.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: No; there was
no contraet.

Mr. Hughes: Yes. T
rates.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The bon. mem-
ber may have been a contractor. He knows
full well, however, that he would never
have been inside the Trades Hall at Mid-
land Junetion if 1 hnd had my way, and
that certainly he would never have been a
contractor for the Trades Hall. The Mid-
land Junetion Trades Hall was bauilt Ly
day labour. As regards funds, over and
ahove amounts we had collected during
some years, totalling about £600 at the
time the building was started, the Govern-
went Railways Association lent us £1,300.
That money was lent to us at a minimura
rate of interest. T cannot remember the
exact rate now, but T have an idea that
we got the monex at about 4 or 416 wer
cent.

Mr. Hegney: The rale was 4 per eent.,
and the loan £1,300.

Hon., W. D. JORNSON: Yes. We went
on paying off the loan, and I was of opin-
ion that ultimately we would pay the whole
amount owing without resortineg to the
running of a sweep for that purpese. I
did not want the Midland Junetion Trades
Hall to be associated with sweeps. There
was no sweep conpected with the institu-
fion during my administration.

Hon. €. G. Latham: But you remember
“White City,"” don’t you?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The Midlana
Junetion Trades Hall never had, either

wus on conbtract
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directly or indireetly, any relations wiih
£4White City.’” The Midland Junetion
Trades Hall veceived nothing whbatever
from ‘“White City.’’ Neither did the in-
stibution, so far as I know, ever take part
in anything eonnected with ‘' White City.”’
The Midland Junection Trades Hall buor-
rowed money from within the movement,
and was gradually paying off the loan, The
railway union never pressed for the money.
It of course expected payment of interest
and instalments of eapital. T cannot re-
member exactly, ns I was away for some
time; but dering wy term the instalmenis
were poid and the interest was paid. The
only other thing I wish to say is that it is
true the member for East Perth presented
a balance sheet. I was not satisfled with
that balanee sheef, and the hon. member
knows it was not a fair balance sheet. " For
instanee, the figures in it were grouped un-
necessarily.  Above everything else, how-
ever, the balance sheet was never audited.
The hon. member presented the balance
sheet. He audited if himsell, T suppose. We
had no means of cheeking it. We never
saw any reeeipts or anything else of the
kind. It is trme that there was a sosiety
from whieh we knew he got a eertain
amount; but as to how the other expenditure
was inenrred, we never got particulars.

Mr. Hughes: On & point of ovder. The
hon. gentleman says the balance sheet was
never aundited. Will he have a look at it?

Mr. SPEAKER: That is nof a point of
order.

My. HUGHES: I ask the hon. gentleman
to withdraw the statement that the balance
sheet was never audited.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: As I have
already stated, the hon. member no doubt
got it audited to his own satisfaction; bni
we never audited it. We had no cheek on
it.

Opposition members: Oh well!

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The position is
that a balance sheet was presented to us,
All that I asked, as one who was present,
was that that balance sheet be audited by
us. The member for East Perth was an
agent for us. I wanted to see receipts for
the expenditure.

Hon. C, ¢ Latham: You wanied your
own aunditer?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Yos.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Why didnl you get
one?
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that was a charge. That is how things were
run then by sweep promoters.

Hon. C. G, Latham: But one sweep was
continnous, and the other was spasmodie.
One was a shilling sweep, and the other a
half-crown sweep.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Now 1T
quote from the official file o list of garnisher
ovders. First there is R. D. Lane, £08 10s,

10d. Then there is R. D. Lane again, £22
12s. 9d. 8. TTood, £9 15s. 10d. .J. Renugh-

ran, £25 145, 2d. We have heard about
these garnishee orders, and there is no rea-
son why the names should he sappressed.
Let the world know.

Hon. N. Keenan: Do von know what a
garnishee order is? Tt 15 a judgment order.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, in
the interests of creditors. There is suspi-
cion as to why the names should not he
mentioned. Next comes F. Currvan, £20,

Member: There are lawyers in thig!

The MINISTER FOR WORILS: Yes, the
lawyers had a very fair go. Mrs. T. H.
Blake, £6 16s, 64. “Attending to garnishee
orders”—a delieate subject—£2 2s.; it is
not stated who got that. Next comes a re-
markable item, audit fees £10 10s, T shonld
have thought audif fees would be included in
the ordinary expenses of running the sweep.
But not so. An amount of £10 10s. is taken
out of profits to cover aundit fees. Then
there is the item Plaistowe & Co., Ltd., £35
12s.

Hon. I’. D, Ferguson: Did the court order
the payment of all those amounts?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I cannot
say. 1t is true that the balance of £30 7s. 4d.
was handed to the girls in whose interests
the sweep was run. It wonld not have bhecn
i otherwise. The position is just the same
as with regard to the Middle Swan sweep.
These sweeps were not run in the interests
of Blromoters. They were run because the
ovganisations were considered worthy of
assistanee.  For the benefit of anyone who
takes great ecredit to himself for making
profits out of a gambling transaction, let me
guote the costs ineurred by the present lot-
teries, which produce a profit of from
£70.,000 to £80,000 a wvear. Onece you give
poople permission to gamble the attraection
i5 there and the business is patronised. ‘We
now have the satisfaction of knowing that
the money collected by the Lotteries Com-
mission goes in prizes and is valuable for
charitable and worthy parposes, with the ex-
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ception of 16 per cent, I agree that even
that figure can be cut down, and should he
reduced us far as agents’ fees are concerned.
[t seems ¢o me that the interests of those for
whom the sweeps to which I have referred
were run were a mere hagatolle, just an ex-
cuse to run the sweep.

Hon. €. G. Tathom: He did not ask the
Trades Hall at Midland Junetion to run a
sweejp.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I will
fell the hon, member what regquires fo be
explained

Mr. Sewavd:
audited ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We find
this—advertizing £126, and postages £81 13s.
11d. What cdoees that mean? Next there is
wages and salavies £89 51, 6d., and on top
of the £94, the amount of 25 per cent. out
of the profits. That is how things were run

Were the balance shects

it those days. It is just as well that
we have got away from all that. T am
aware of the diffienlties that existed

in those days. But it was decided to prevent
anyone—I do not ¢nre who he was—Ffrom
getting a monopoly and building up vested
interests in this gambling concern. Now,
whatever is done, wiages only are made out
of the transaction: there is no promoter get-
ting 25 per eent. Tn those days, the Labour
Government had the idea that if there bad
to bhe gambling no individual was to make
an undue profit from it.  Of course there
had to he wages and promoters’ expenses.
Bat it is just as well, now that we are con-
_sidering the position of the Lotteries Com-
mission, to expilain thal though we may be
dissatisfied with the mauner in which the
fotteries have heen conducted, credit should
he given to the late Mr. Scaddan and those
with hiny who had the backbone to alter the
system and bring it under public control.

My, Patrick: There is still big advertising
done by the agents selling the tickets.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I sug-
gest that the Minister for Police obtains a
complete list of all the agents amd the
amounts they receive per annum. Members
wonid be surprised, T am suve, to find that
very few indecd were making anything
worth while. At the same time I agree that
the amount paid by way of commission is
too mueh. I am not eoncerned about all the
talk regarding the tea room girls’ sweep,
and neither am I concerned with the amonnt
the girls rceeived whether it was £370 or
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£30. What T aan’ concerned about is that the
promoters’ charges whiech were 26 per cent.
of the gross in the first place, which smount
should have covered everything, and then
having dedueted thaf, an additional 25 pev
cent-——£94 out of the profit. That is how
things were in those days. Permission was
granted to conduet the tea room girls’
sweep beeanse those girls were in  urgeni
need of financial assistance. Members can
see who was the profiteer in those days, in
whose interests the sweeps were run. That
was the need for the change. I have had
association with Mr. Hughes during my
time, He never would conform to the rules
of the game; he wanted to make rules of
his own. When we had that regnlation
that no particular promoter should conduet
more than one sweep, it would have taken all
the policc and private detectives in the
country to sce that that one promoter did
not. do so. The hon. member ran the Mid-
land Junction-sweep and also a Fremantle
sweep under the lap as well as one at Joli-
mont. When it was discovered he was eon-
dueting the Jolimont sweep under the guise,
I think, of auditor and adviser, the police
went ont and commandeered all the material.
This drastic action was taken to prevent him
conducting the sweep., Tt is just as well
that we did not permit vested interests to
be built up. We ean understand what it
would have heen worth if any promwoeter had
hiad a freec hand to run sweeps. Of course
ke wounld he more successful than the pro-
moter who may have taken on the work
casually, and had the police not stepped in,
vested interests perhaps as great as Tatter-
sulls, Tasmania, might have resulted. That
is why the Labour Government refused to
allow this monopoly to be built up by any
given person. And that is the reason too
why the sapplicant was restricted to one
sweep. It is this that accounts partly for
the vendetta of the membeor for East Perth
against the present Government. I can quite
understand that heing prevented from con-
ducting a business which, on his own show-
ing, was so profitable, and which could have
grown to something mueh more profitable,
he should want to continue the vendetta.
These are the facts that I wish fo make plain
to the House—the charge against the tea
room girls’ sweep of 26 per cent. of the
gross for the running of the sweep plus 26
per cent. of the profits, a double-barrelled
gun.
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MRES. CARDELL-OLIVER (Subiaco)
[6.9]: I had no intention of speaking on the
third reading, bhut my reason for doing so
is to repeat my opposition to the conduect
of lotteries. I want members to vemain com-
fortable in their seats, becanse I assure them
I have no intention of making anything in
the shape of a personal atfack. If members
will read “Hansard” they will find that
singe my election I have heen most serupu-
lous to atfack and crificise only the poliey
of the Government, not the private lives ov
the private activities of members opposite.
It is my intention to continue on those lines.
Any statement about my investments that
may be made by members opposite, I assure
them will cut no ice at all. T have received
a number of letters in opposition to the lot-
teries, but I do not propose to read them
all. I shall, however, read one which will
show members that there is a great body of
people in the State who do noi believe in
the continnanee of the lotteries. I have let-
ters from many non-conformist hodies as
well as from other organisations.

Mr. Withers: We have been getting those
for years. )

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: Perhaps the
hon, member has taken no notice of them.
That is not to say there is not a2 body out-
side this House that has not had something
to say on the question. Quite a lot has heen
said in the House, and there.has been a lot
of vain repetition, but little has been said
on behalf of the bedies who arve against this
form of gambling. I will read a letter T re-
ceived from the Moderator of the Preshy-
terian Church:—

The Pregbyterian Chureh in \\’esl‘ern_Austra-

lia, in eonjunction with owr Chureh in every
State in the Commonwealth, strongly opposes
the “‘lottery'! system of raising money for any
purpose whatsoever. This attitude is based
upon the principle that gambling is immoral
aud anti-socinl, and introduces into the body
politie n vicious system of chanee which un-
settles and endangers the race.
And in my opinion the Lotteries Bill de-
bate has brought this Assembly into great
disrepute becaunse of the attacks on persons
and on an institution like “Hansard.”

Mr. Hegney: The National Government
introdueed the lotteries legislation in the
first place.

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER : The Modera-
tor's letier goes on fo say:—

From the outset we have voiced our strongest

protest against the State Lotteries which the
Government in Western Australia has specially
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legalised. The effect, so far, has heen to dry up
straight-vut giving for charity, as iz admitted,
but that is not the worst feature of the case—
it is promulgating the jdea by its advertise-
ments that ‘‘gambling is net only legitimate,
but desirable for all and sundry to participate
in with possible benefit to themselves, but with
assured benefits to charity.’” What, may we
ask, is to be the ultimate result? Is Parlin-
ment to be the medium for undermining the
morals of the community by making gumbling
legal? As the custodian of the people’s rights,
g it in orier to condemn gambling on the one
hand and approve of it on the other?

It may be gaid that ‘‘you cannot make peo-
ple moral by Act of Parliament,’’ but is it not
pessible, by Act of Parliament, to make people
yimmoral or non-moral? That appears to us to
be whit our Parliament in this State, is doing,
and if perpetuated will prove disastrous as in
England, where, after exhaustive inquiry, it was
determined that State lotteries must cease, after
they had been tested and tried for many years,
the reason heing the disastrous efteets upon the
morals of the country. The recent inguiry by
South Austrulin, who recommended strongly
against the system, should be noted by our legis-
latora. If they lLiad found these lotteries good,
would they have recommended against their in-
trodustion in South Australin? If this system
is to be countinued, it will be continued against
the evidence in every land where they have heen
introdueed..

When recently in Sydney, I observed the mad
rush into a ‘building in York-street, and won-
dered what it was all about, It turned out to
be the offices of the lotteries—a mad rush in
the hope of winning a prize for which others
paid. 1t is not only undignified and unsavory,
but is a menace to youth and a disgrace to a
great country which Providence hias signally en-
dowed.

On behalf of the Preshytevinon Chureh, I trust
the Bill will be defeated in the interests of the
State, and particnlarly in the highest interests
of the morals of youth,

J bave had letters from the heads of the non-
conformist churehes, and had I sought the
opintons of those people T might have got
a great deal more information. Much has
been said in this House about the numbers
of lottery tickets that bave been sold, imply-
ing that the purchases were made by a
majority of the people in the State. This I
deny, and my contention could be proved by
a referendum. The Government should give
the poople an opportunity to decide whether
or not the lotteries should continuve. In the
leading article of Monday's “West Austra-
lian the reason is given why the sale of Iof-
tery tickets has inereased: It iz Decause
the prizes have been inereased.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 1o 7.30 p.m.

CARDELL-OLIVER: I
out that the leader in

Wias
the

Mrs.
pointing
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“West  Australian” on Monday gave
the reasons for the inereased inter-
est in the lotteries. 1t was hecause

there was greater prize money offered now
than before. But the article alse pointed
out that there was a corresponding de-
erease in ile amount of money given to
charitable institutions. It seems that every
facility is given for the encouragement of
the sale of tickets, not only by advertise-
ment but in every other way. In passing
through Central Areade last Friday I saw
a kiosk whiech was licensed, 1 suppose, by
the Lotteries Commission. It had an ad-
vertisement for a sixpenny lotlery inm a
Christmas stocking and there was another
lottery, the prize in which was a trip to
the East. There was also the usual 2s. Gd.
lottery. Around the store were lots of
people during the time I was there and 80
per eent. of those who were buying tickets
were poor people. Not only were they
[0or, but the majority of them were women
and lots of them had children. I would
like members to reflect where the money
comes from. 1t must come out of house-
keeping money that shonld go to provide
food and clothes for the people. It has
been suggested that T do not know mueh
about lotteries and therefore cannot know
what I am talking about. But in some
countries where they conduct lotteries I
have goue into the lotteries question. T
remember one place in South America
where they started lotteries on a modest
scale—even more modest than we have
here to-day. There were rare drawings.
To-day it will be found that there are daily
drawings, but the people are no better off,
and neither is the State. The Government
and the Lotteries Commission are con-
jointly silencing all opposition to the con-
tinuance of the Lotteries Bill. The mem-
ber for Vietoria Park said that a year
ago he did not vote for the continuance of
this Bill, but intended to do so thiz year
because he had secured so many grants an
advantages from the lotteries for the people
of his econstituency. That seems +to
me to be all wrong. During the depres-
sion there was an emergency cut of ls. per
week per head in respect of the children of
our orphanages and while nearly all other
cuts have heen restored, that partienlar one
affecting the children of the State bas not
been restored. Those institutions are de-
pendent now on the lotteries grants, and
the generosity of the Lotteries Commission-
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ers and they cannot and dare not protest
againgt the lotteries, or they would mnot
get the grant necessary for them to keep
the children in their institutions. That is
nothing less than thumb-serew legislation.
The Aect lays down the class of institutions
which should receive grants, but the Lot-
teries Commission have widened the
field and they have dene it [or one purpose
only and that is as a bribe to silence people
in their protestation agninst the continu-
ance of this Bill. The Minister for Police
trosted I would not become famouns for ir-
responsible statements. T might say those
two words ave as old as Adam., Lawyers
endeavour to intimidate their witnesses
with the words and women for thousands
of years have known all abouf ‘irrespon-
sible statements.”’ They have heard about
them in every matrimonial debate. If the
Minister wants to nse words that would
have some rveal importance he had better
find two others.  “"Trresponsible state-
ments’” are not much use in talking a
woman down. I wish to tell the Minister
that T do understand the lotteries question
and T do understand the social service gues-
tions that come hefore this House. I would
not endeavonr to tell the House how fo
grow pineapples. T do not know how to
grow them, but T do know how to bring
np children, and I feel that I bave every
right to make the protest 1T have made. T
know the effect of lotteries on the State
and on ehildren. In conclusion I would
like to assure the Minister that if he will
bring down a EBill for the suppression of
advertisements of lotteries, notwithstand-
ing what is in “*The Groper,”’ I will sup-
port it, and T ean assure bim ‘‘The Groper®’
will not go into liquidation for want of
the lottery advertisements. I trust he will
bring down a Bill and show his sineerity
in this conneetion.

The Minister for Employment: It will go
inte liquidation anyhow,

THE MINISTER FOR POLICE (Hon.
F. I 8. "Wise—Gascoyne—in reply)
[7.38]: Before dealing with some of the
matters raised during the third reading de-
hate T desire to elarify Che position in eon-
nection with the remark of the member for
East Perth that I falsified “Hansard.” As
that is a matter which I eonsider to be my
responsibility, which I do not wish te place
upon anybody else—cither you, Sir, or the
Chief Hansard Reporter—I intend to ex-

PMain the whole position. The lon. member
referred to what appeared in the “West
Aaustralian”  That was a condensation of
the report, as he well knows, and amounted
to 3% lines of natter dealing with this par-
tienlar poiut. As the clarifieation that T gave
to “Hansard” in this connection was in the
interests of the hon. member I hope that
reference will be made to it in the “West
Australian” to show exaectly what was done
and the import of it. I ealled upon you, Mr.
Speaker, and asked could T get a duplicate
of the “Hansard” proofs. I found there
were several corrections of figures; for ex-
ample, £1,364, when £1,463 was the correct
ligure. And I found in spite of my making
the statement that (here were charges on the
appropriation account which indiecated that
deductions were made, there was a bhald
statoment that the Tea Room Givly’ Club
reeeived o cherjue for £30 s, 4d, from o pro-
fit account of £376 odd. Obviousty that
could be construed, or miseonstrued, to be
dectdedly unfair. Tt could have been mis-
construed that the hon. gentleman received
the balance. But this certainly elarifies it—
“Several dedustions were made” And if
the hon. member had quoted from further
down, he would have seen that it was allied
to iy statement. 1 subsequently said—
Mr Hughes received £94 3s, Gd. in commission
alone, among other charges on appropriation
account which L have no doubt the hon. mem-
ber ean oxplain,
There was nothing in any way malicions,
nor any falsifieation, as far as T was con-
ecerned. I mercly established the statement,
and clarified it. T hope that, if it was not
clarified hefore, it is elarified now. The hon.
member doubted my word that there were
any references to his profound silence. He
said that was a false statement. But every
statement I made in speeific reference to the
conduet of lotteries was actually quoted from
ibe Police Departinent file. I mentiened also
that T quoted from the “Sunday Times,” and
that I quoted from the acecount statement of
an auditor. The “Sunday Times” of the
26th July, 1931, had guite a long paragraph
in connection with this, and very much that
wag printed therein was, if the hon. member
so considered it, libellous. But in spite of
that, and in spite of the headlines, and in
spite of the alleged false statement that was
tiade, that statement went unchallenged. It
15 evident the “Sonday Times” printed those
words. In regard to the question whether the
hon. gentleman did not submit balance sheets
when asked fo do so, there is ample evi-
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dence on that poinf, and there are
several letters on this file which show that
in eonnedtion with the drawing in May,
when the Commissioner of Police in July,
asked for a statement to be submitted to
him, that statement was not submitted to
him, and his seecretary wrote in these
words —

T have not received audited statements re
Lubour Day art union from Mr. T. J. Hughes,
the agent. I am again writing to him asking
him to finalise same at his earliest. Asg soon
as I reecive samc shall forward yom copy of
same.

And I find that a eopy of a letter from the
agent of the promoters, Mr. Hughes, was
dated the 15th July, when he promised that,
as soon as the aunditor had completed the
audit of his aceounts and certified the profit
and loss aceount, they would be forwarded
to the Commissioner. And there was a sub-
sequent minute showing that those aceounts
were not received by the Police Department.
So no amount of argument can alter the posi-
tien. As I indicated, T mention it to show
how the gross iakings of sweeps in those
days were eaten up by expenses, amounting
to 26 per cent. ana more. o it was time
thai the late Mr. Seaddan and the member
for Nedlands and the Leader of the Oppo-
sition took some action fo restrict the doings
of the promoters. We have ample evidence
right through these files, showing how essen-
tial it was that sweeps be conducted in the
interests of the publie rather than in the
interests of the promoter. A long minute
from the Commissioner of Police, dated the
8th July, 1930, read as follows:—

Shortly after the outbreak of war in 1814, the
Government of the day agreed to permit sweeps
for charitable and other worthy purposes, and
a very considerable sum of money was obtained
thereby, At that time it was very elearly un-
derstood that those assisting in the conduet of
the sweeps were voluntary workers, and received
no remuneration for their services. Time went
on and eertain people found it was rather an
ensy way of adding to their income by organis-
ing art unions or assisting in their organisation,
and as it was realised that such organisers were
devoting a considerable amount of time with
this object in view, no objection wasg taken ta
a small percentage being deducted for the ex-
penses of the orguniser. Later on, certain maore
enterprising individuals eame into the field,
and they found an excellent method of obtain-
ing a living, with the resnlt that in more than
one instance the so-ealled “charitalble workers’?
have deducted as much as 25 per cent. of the
net proceeds of an art union for their cfforts
in organising the same. There could be no
Letter example of this than the Hamilton
Hill aweep which was eonducted 12 manths nga.
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That was the sweep I referred to in order
to show the excess charges made in those
days as against the excess percentages of
the Commission eondueting all lotteries now.
Also there are many references to other
associations which, perhaps, it is quite un-
necessary to mention. But it shows that in
one instance the whole of the sum collected
was swallowed up in expenses. And it is
mentioned that the conditions laid down by
the Police Deparfment were ignored by
organisers, In one instance, a special in-
struction was not conformed to by the organ-
iger. This is quoted by the Commissioner
of Police. That organiser wrote to the
Press saying that, notwithstanding there was
a restriction to that effect laid down, he had
yet to learn that such restriction was io-
tended to be observed. I understand that
the member for ¥ast Perth wrote that. So
apparently there were restrictions, but the
organisers were loth to eonform to them. The
fact remains thai, analyse it as we will, the
very Dbasis of the matter under discussion
is the relative expenses, charges and prize
money in conneetion with the loiteries then
and the lotteries now. As I indicated the
other evening, the tota! expenses of the Lot-
teries Commission to-day are slightly over
14 per cent., whereas the cheapest-run sweep
in those days showed expenses of 24 per
cent., and some went up to 47 per eent. So
presumably a proper return would show
that the prizes were not commensurate with
the cost, nor commensurate with the inter-
ests of those for the benefit of whom the
sweep was conducted,

Question put and passed.

Bill read a thira iime and transmitted to
the Council,

BILL—METROPOLITAN MILK ACT
AMENDMENT.

Returned from the Couneil without amend-
ment.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.
1, Dairy Industry Aect Amendment.
Transmitted to the Couneil.

2, Western Australian
Trust.

Passed.

Bush Nursing
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ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1986-37.
Report of Committee of Supply adopted.
Committee of Ways and Means.

THE PREMIER (Hon. J. C. Willeock—
Geraldton) [7.53]: I move—

That towards making good the supply granted
to His Majesty for the service of the year end-
ing the 30th June, 1937, a sum not exceeding
£6,152,157 he granted from Consolidated Rev-
enue Fund.

Question put and passed.

Resxolution reported.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES—STATE
TRADING CONCERNS.

In Committee.

Mr. Sleeman in the Chair

Division—State  Brickworks,
agreed to,

Division—State Holels, £30,672;

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON : I should like to
bring under the notice of the Premier the
need for providing additional faeilities at
the Wengan Hills State Hotel. The hotel
was built many yeans ago when the distriet
was in its infancy, and the progress has been
such that the facilities available are totally
inadequate to meet the requirements of the
travelline public and of the distriet gener-
ally. I believe the Premier has had an op-
portunity to see the hotel, and certainly
other Ministers have seen it. If is a single-
storey building with very few rooms, and the
public seeking accommodation have to be put
in all sorts of places at night because there
are not enough reoms. On one side of the
building is a long verandah, and on most
occasions when I have been there—that has
been fairly often—the verandah is chock-a-
block with beds. There is not anything like
sufficient accommodation.  Further, the
aceommodation in the bar is an absolute dis-
grace to the Government, as well as to past
Governments. There are two bars—the pub-
lic bar and a private bar adjoining. The
width of the private bar is 5ft. 6in., and the
length is 9ft. or 10£f.

Mr. Patrick: Have mnot the
Bench reported on it?

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: The Licensing
Bench do not worry much about governmental
activities. If the hotel were owned by a pri-
vate individua! the bench would not have
tolerated the existing state of offairs for
five minutes.

£25,681—

Licensing
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The Minister for Justice: They wounld not
have authority to eompel an alteration if the
hotel was built before 1922,

Hon. P. D. FERGQUSON: Something
should be done. It is the duty of the Gov-
crument to provide additional faeilities or
allow someonc else to provide them.

Mr. Thorn: Did you notice how the Gov-
ernment are being trimmed np over Cave
House?

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: The people at
Wongan Hills do not want an additional
hotel, but they want reasonable facilities at
the State Hotel. The place is excellently
run and I believe has proved a profitable
investment to the State. That is a reason
why better faeilities should be provided. I
am given to understand that the walls are
strong enough to permit of another storey
being erected over a portion of the existing
building at any rate. The request is reason-
able, and T hope the Premier will see whether
something can be done in the near future.

Division put and passed.

Divisions—State Implement and Engi-
neering Works, £70,681; State Quarries,
£190,121; State Shipping Service, £167,520;
State Sawmills, £567,900; Wyndham Freez-
ing Works, £292,500—agreed to.

This concluded the Estimates of the Trad-
ing Concerns for the year.

Hon, C. G. Latham: That is the guickest
time on record for these Estimates.

Resolutions reported.

BILL—GERALDTON HEALTH
AUTHORITY LOAN,

. Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (Hon.
8. W. Munsie—Hannans) [8.0] in moving
the second reading said: This iz a Bill to
relieve o situation that has oceurred at
Geraldton. Some time ago the Geraldion
Municipal Couneil desired to sewer part of
the town, and to instal septic tanks in some
places and sewer along Marine-terrace,
and zlso to have an oeean outfall. To com-
plete that work the municipal conneil as the
health authority horrowed £9,000, The
money was made availahle through the Com-
monwenlfth Government’s grants for assist-
anee to munieipalities and country towns in
connection with sewerage schemes. Gerald-
ton naturally took advantage of the oppor-
tonity offering.  With that money and part
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of some loan money, the municipal authori-
ties have completed their scheme, and now
find themselves with £4,000 odd in hand that,
25 a health authority, they cannot expend.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: Not muny Jlocal
authorities are in that position.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Most
of the health authoritics have ample room
for the expenditure of money, hut have not
the money to spend. TIn this ease the posi-
tion is reversed. This local authority has the
loan money. They have now made applica-
tion to have the balanee of the loan trans-
ferred as a municipal loan so that the money
may be spent on improvements to the muni-
cipality generally. The bank has no objec-
tion to the transfer from the health
aufhority o the municipal authority, and to
the money being spent for ordinary muniei-
pal purposes. The Geraldton Munieipal
Couneil, by the way, is also the local health
authority.

Hon. C. . Latham: Was anthority ob-
tained to raise the money?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes.
The loan was advertised. Everything was in
order and the money was legally raised. In
fact, the matter was hung up for a fortnight
nntil the correct anthority had been obtained.
The money can only he spent, if it is desired
to spend over and above the amount specified
in the Municipalities Act, after a vote of the
ratepayers has been obtained, just as they
would have to obtain that voic if they were
going to horrow fresh money for public
works. The Bill provides for that, and it is
all the Bill deals with.

Hon. C. G. Latham: It relieves the health
autherity of the payment of interest on the
whole amount.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes,
and permits the municipal eouncil to spend
the money on munieipal works insiead of op
health works only, the purpose for which the
money was originally horrowed. It is not
as though more money was being borrowed.
All that the municipal eouncil requires is the
right to spend this money in the ordinary
way under the Municipalities Aet, although
it is money that was borrowed for health
purposes. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Mr. Thorn, debate ad-
journed,
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BILL—FEDERAL AID ROADS
AGREEMENT.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
H. Millington—Mt. Hawthora} [85] in
moving the second reading said: This Bill
proposes to ratify an agreement made be-
tween the Prime Minister of the Common-
wealth and the Premier of Western Ams-
tralia. The existing Federal Aid Roads
Agreement expires on the 3lst Decembor
of this year. The amending agreement he-
fore the House for ratification has heen
prepaved as for an extension until the 30th
June, 1957, This is done so that provision
may be made for the complete financial
year, and to give tine for the consideration
of a further agreemient. Sinee this arrange-
ment was made by the States, a confer-
ence of Commonwealth and State represcn-
tatives has heen held in Adelaide. The
conference decided upon an extension of
the existing agreement for a further period
of 10 years, but to inerease the 2Vbd. per
zallon to 3d. per gallon on imported petrol,
and Ll%zd. to 2d. excise on loeally-produced
petrol.  The agreement, when completed,
will e made subjeet to further ratification,
and will become operative from the 1zt
July of next yvear. Although I understand
the new agreement has been prepared, it
is not vet available in this State. Tt will
therefore he nceessary to ratify the exist-
ing agreement, which provides for the ex-
tention of the old agreement until next
June. The original agreement, which eame
into operation on the lst July, 1926, was
for a period of 10 years. It provided for
the distribution of £2,000,000 per annnm
to the States on the basis of three-fifths
population and two-fifths area, the amount
payable to this State being £384,000, The
agreement also provided that the States
wonld expend from their own funds the
sum of 13s, for every pound provided by the
Commonwealth under the agreement. TIn
1929 the Commonweaith Government deeided
to devote an additional £1,000,000 to works
for the relief of unemployment, and this
was incorporated in an amended agreement
operative from 1st July, 1931, by
which the original period was extended
by six months to cover this amount.
The share of this State was £192,000.
The econditions of the original agrecment
operated for tive years. At the cod of
that period the agreement was amended
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to provide for the distribution of a fized
sum to be disecontinned, and for an amouni
equivalent to (a) a duby of 2%d. im
vespeet of petro!l imported inte Alustralia
and (D) an exeise duty of 1l4d. im
respeet of petrol refined in Australia, per
gatton, The proportionate amounis pay-
able to- the States remained the same as
those under the original agreement, bul
the provision relaiing to contribution
by the States was cancelled, and ap-
proval was given for works of main-
tenance to bhe undertaken in addition fo
works of ronstrugtion, which, it will be
remembered, were provided in the original
agreement. It i3 rather interesting to note
the amounts that have been spent in sue-
cessive years, This State, singe the ineep-
tion of the agrecment, including sinking
fund payments of £21,148 per annnm, re-
eeived in 1926-31 a total of £1,920,000, in
1931-32 £347,931, in 1932-33 £369,033, in
1933-34 £423,873, in 193435 £473,468, o
1935-36 £533,550; the tota) being £4,067,857.
There has been some misunderstanding as
to what has actually been paid by the Com-
menwealth Government to the State under
the agreement during those years. I have
here a reply to a question which was asked
in the Federal House—

Information wns elicited in the Senate to-day
by Senator Johnson, U.C.P., W.A,, that since
the inception of the Federal aid ronds ngreement
in 1926-27, petrol duties eollected in Western
Australiz total £3,704,000, The amount puid
to Western Australia in this period wnder the
agreement was £4,068,000.

That figure tallies with the amount I have
just quoted, £4,067,857. Tor the current
year it 1s estimdted Commonwealth re-
ceipts from petrol funds will amount to
approximately £36G0,000. The present im-
post on petrol consnmed is 7Tl4d. per gallon
Cnstoms tariff, ineluding primage, and 3144d.
excise tariff, of which, as I previously
stated, 234d. of the former and 114d. of the
latter is relurned to the States. The eur-
rent agreement has undoubtedly been of
inealeulable help to this State in building
up and extending its road system.

Mr, Boyle: But the Commonwealth this
vear will retain four-sevenths of the petrol
tax under the agreement.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: TYes
We improve our collection by a halfpenny
in exch case. Thus instead of 2Uhd. we shall
receive 3d. and instead of 1l4d. we shall
reeive 2. More than our petrol tax

will come hack again. T hope there will be
no confusion as to the position of Western

Australia. [ hasten te explain that this
agreament, for once, saits Western
Australia.

Ion, . G. Latham: The Commonwealth
will wive us more than we pay.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: When
negotiating the new agreement, which I
consider the important work of Western
Ausfralia  at  the last Conference of
Premiers, we were successful in retaining
Western Australis’s present quota, Fastern
States showed some gencrosity in  this
respect. New South Wales was quite agree-
able, Vietorvia was not quite so generous,
South Aunstralia and the other States made
no diffieulty whatever as regards renewing
the agreement on the present basis. It wili
readidy be understood that when 714d. is
collected zrd only 3d. is returnmed, a State
like Victorin is placed at a serious disadvant-

age, though a State like Western Ans-
tralia finds itself at a great advant-
age. Thus for once Western Australia has

no complaint.. There is no disability under
the agrecment. Aetually we shall receive
more than we pay, having regard to the
variation in the agreement in our favour
and the sery considerable allowance for
area.  So actually the agreement is favour-
able to Western Australia, and is the one
that we desire to renew. We are fortunate
in scenring o slight inerease.

Mr, Boyle: In the circumstances.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon, member sannot tell me of any other
agreement made with Western Australia
which is as advantageous as this one. Fhere-
fore we are anxjous to remew this apree-
ment.  The assets must be preserved, and to
this end it is necessary that the revenue de-
rivable by the State from Federal taxation
should continue. Qenerally speaking, it
may be said that the road system of Western
Austrafia at the beginning of 1926 was in
a highly primitive condition. I think
we all remember that well, The advent of
the Federal aid roads agreement wus of
immeasurakle advaniage to our country
distriets more especially,

Hon. G. Q. Latham: The city has had iis
share.

The MINISTER TOR WORKS: The
city has not, T will explain that. Of the
amount fur thi= vear, £360,000, something
over 93 1 er eent. will be spent in the
country, and something over six per cent
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will be spent in the eity.
respective percentages,

Hon. C. G. Latham: License fees provide
for some of these roads.

The MINISTER FOR \WORKS: Lijcense
fees are eollected in the country just
as they are in the city. The registra-
tions show that they are about equally
divided Dbetween the metropolitan area
and the country distriets. Registration
fees would be equivalent to about £125,000
in each ease. It means that although half
the Federal tax will be paid by metropohtan
users of cars, it will be spent in the country.

Hon. C. G. Latham: But metropolitan
car owners nse the country roads.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Let us
be generous enough to admit that just as
‘Western Australia has a good agreement
with the Commonwealth, so the country dis-
triets get 2 good deal from this State, The
Commissioner of Main Roads distributes in
the country about 93 per cent. of the total
amount collected. I know country members
like grievances, but this agreement is not one
of their grievances. At this stage I will offer
the tribute that I hear very few complaints, if
any at all, regarding the distribution of this
enormous sum of money. Undoubtedly the
Commissionier is holding the scales very
fairly. Everywhere 1 have beer with him
great apprecintion has been expressed by
the local authorities of the manner in which
the money has been expended. It has been
wisely expended. Certainly the Commis-
sioner has dealt out even-handed justice,
becanse the various road distriets wateh each
other carefully. I do not say there is
jealonsy among them, but there is in each
case determination to get a fair deal. The
Commissioner has proved equal to satisfy-
ing them all. Before the system of Federal
aid roads, our main arterial routes were
little more than unmaintained bush tracks.
Low-lying places, rivers, and watercourses
had been attended to from time to time,
in the order of urgency, the larger jobs
as a national matter by the respeciive Gov-
vernments, and the smaller jobs by the vari-
ous local authorities; but the funds available
were only sofficient to take carve of an almost

Those are the

negligible part of the requirements.
It was a diffieult matter indeed to
fravel in wintef time in any of

the country distriets, but since 1926, with
the creation of the Main Roads Board and
later on the appoiniment of the Commis-
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sioner of Main Roads, the Department hgve
carried on a vigorous programme of im-
provement with the money received under
the Federal Aid Roads Agreement. Satis-
factory localions for the main traffic arteries
have Deen established, and construction
works carried out in keeping with what
road users would expect. Western Aus-
tralia las three different aveas within its
territory: Agricultural, Mining, and North-
West. DMuch remains to be done, particn-
larly in connection with roads serving new
country, and on roads of a developmental
nature feeding railways and main reads.
The following is a statement of expenditure
on all rouds and bridges financed from
Federal aid and State funds from the 1st
July, 1926, to the 30th June, 1936, a period
of ten years:—

Federal Ald Cunds—

Constryotion and recnnstrucﬂon £ s.d,
Maln roads ven - 2,847,110 13 5
Developmental ‘roads . 1,787,304 14 7
Malntenance of Main roads ... 239,574 11 8

£4,873,008 10 8
State funde—
Maintenance Yederal-aid miain roads 118,166 19 5

Malntenanoe metropolitan roads and
bridges 3142533 1 6

Speclal license feos (preat:ribed roads) 17,084 & 7
Tra,naport. Roard fees (presoribe
3,360 16 8§
22 per oent trafiic fecs
npstruction of roa.da and bndges
in metropolitan area 148,736 5 0

Sales and Govcmment. Propel.'ty Trust
Account e 68,445 © 10
Loan funds . . 1,324,837 4 3

Gfrond Total ... .. £6,721,211 12 1t

I think the expenditure of that money has
been about the most popular in  Western
Australia, and probably the most justified.
It is interesting to reflect on what the posi-
tion would have heen throughout the State
had it not heen for the amount of money cx-
pended on eountry roads. The details of the
type of work earried out on main and de-
velopment roads from Federal aid and State
funds for the fen-year period from the lst
July, 1926, to the 30th June, 1936, are as
follows:—

Bltumen

Metal |Gravel| Formed | Clearca
—— miles. miles

miles. miles, miles.

Main roads ... 351 5 940 772 79
State roads ... 23 1
Developmental
roads 33 370 | 1,928 1,044 2,008
Total miles... 427 376 | 2,808 2,716 2,087
Total construction on Ma.ln roads ... . 2,147 miles.
» 0 . Stabe roads 24 o,
" " Deve!opmentu] Tonds 7,203
9,374 miles
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That is the work that has beeu doue by the
Main Roads Board. The lengths of de-
elared main roads under the Main Roads
Aect are—

Arterlal {3 roads) 8448 miles
Truok (19 roads) 2,048
Total 2,015

Then there are the bridges, and it is in this
respect that we have had a great reforma-
tion. The total length of bridges of all
types constructed during the ten-year period
has represented 27,848 lineal feet. With
the long mileage of non-bitumen-surfaced
roads, maintenance is a serious problem, and,
with the inerease in the number and speeil
of motor vehicles during the last few years,
grading and dragging are extensively earried
out by permanent maintenance patrol gangs,
in an endeavour to minimise road eorruga-
tion, which develops eonsiderably during the
dry seasons of the year. This position, how-
ever, is gradually being overhaunled as funds
permit. During the eurrent finanecial year,
a further 200 miles of bituminons surfacing
work will have been completed, hringing the
total mileage of such roads to 627. Ex-
penditure on the maintenance of our main
roads has averaged about £50,000 per annum,.
Even as the mileage of roads surfaced is in-
creased, maintenance expenditure is not
likely to decrease. There will be much hea-
vier maintenance required on the unsurfaced
roads, due to increasing traffie, shoulder
work on the surfaced roads due to the same
factor, and on some sections widening of the
pavement may be found necessary. Looking
back, there come to mind recollections of the
time when roads were little better than
tracks in parts of the State, where to-day
the districts are traversed by a network of
serviceable roads. It may now be stated
that main road construnetion has veached the
point at which one ean travel the length and
breadth of the State at any scason of the
year. It ig rather interesting to receall that
in their initial operations the Main Roa-
Board came in for a lot of adverse crificizm
regarding the road construction pelicy.

The Premier: There were seleet eommit-
tees, and all sorts of things.

Mr. Patrick: They have learnt a lot by
experience.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: To-day,
with much work aceomplished, local anthori-
ties, road umsers, and even interstate road
authorities have expressed their appreciation
of the execllent road work ecarried oni
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throughout the State during the period
under review. That, briefiy, is a history of
the last ten vears of road construction in
this State. The Bill under review is merely
to extend the agreement for a period of six
months. I stated earlier that the new agree-
ment, which will operate from the 1st July
next year, has not yet heen reeeived here,
and in order to ratify the agreement made
to cover the six months period, the Bill is
necessary. I do not know whether the new
agreement will arrive in time for the intro-
duction of & Bill to cover the extended
period.

The Premier: Prohably it. will.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: But inr
any case the agreement has Teen approved,
and T assume the money will be paid. Of
course that agreement will have to be ratified
by Parliament, as the present extension has to
be ratified. The new agreement as from the
1st July will also have to be ratified by Par-
liament at the carliest date. T assume that
if it is not in time to pass at this session the
agreement will he signed and the amount
paid by the Federal Government.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Is this agreement for
six months or 12 months?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Six
months. The eurrent agreement expires on
the 31st December this year, and the new
agreement is to the 30th June, 1937, an ex-
tension of six months. The new and better
agreement will not come into operation
until the Ist July next wvear. As T
said earlier, great credit is due to the
Commissioner for Main Roads for the man-
ner in which this money has heen expended.
and the improvement in methods. From my
experience of fravelling in the FEastern
States I eonsider our roads compare very
favourably with those in any of the other
States. I believe it is recognised by road
makers in the Eastern States that our reads
are up-to-date, and the methods we now
adopt are in keeping with the times. Despite
all the criticism levelled at the Commissioner
or the board as it then was, in the early
stages, I think the loeal anthorities through-
out the State are apprectative of the manner
in which this work has been done. I move—

That the Bill he now read a second time.

On motion by Hon. C. G. Latham, debate
adjourned.
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BILL—MINES REGULATION ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 24th November.

HON. N. KEENAN (Nedlands) [8.33]:
This 1s a Bill to amend Section 41 of the
Mines Regnlation Act of 1906. I do not
think 1 can be justly accused of any want
of sympathy with the workers or of having
any desire to have any worker suffer humili-
ation in the carrying out of his employment.
But I fail to see that under either of these
headings the incident referred to by the Min-
ister for Mines warrants consideration at onr
hands. What was that incident? It was
that a worker waiting for his turn to go
underground, and while in the employ of an
employer, was asked or ordered to do some
work he was competent to do. T fail alto-
gether to see any injustice in such an order
or any insult in such an order, and if the
only justification for the Bill before the
House has some relation to that incident it
does not deserve our consideration.

The Mivister for Mines: I think you will
find that I said the Bill had nothing to do
with that case.

Hon, N. KEENAN: I am glad to hear
the Minister say so. It should not have
heen mentivned. After all we ave supposed
to mention ouly those matters which relate
to the subject nnder diseussion. The Bill
proposes simply to amend the existing law
under which a worker employed underground
goes down in the employer’s time and comes
up in his own time. The law, if this Bill
passes, will reqnire the worker to go down in
the employer’s time and return also to the
surface in the employer’s time. The pro-
posal may have considerable merit, but I do
not propose for one moment to discuss the
question of its merits. There may be con-
siderable toerit in the proposal. But what
I desire to point out is that it would be
wholly improper for this House to consti-
tute itself an arbiter in a purely industrial
matter. It will expose us to the gravest of
dangers—the danger of having in a very
large measure to subordinate our judgment
and opinions to necessities that will arise to
cultivate the favour of ecertain electors. I
do not know that T could use any words that
would point out that danger more forcibly
or convineingly than do the words used by
Mr. McCallum when member for South Fre-
mantle and a Minizter of the Crown in this
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House. I propose to read to the House
those observations. He said:—

We object fundamentaily to the iden of Par-
liament being ereated wage-fixing  tribunal.
It is wrong in prineiple. It is ohjecHonable in
gvery way cne eare$ to examine it. You, Mr.
Speaker, know 25 well #s 1 do that in years
gone by there was a fairly substantial section
of the Labour movement that supported the
iden of Parliament fixing wages. I fought
that idea inside the movement, and T will fight
tt whenever T have the opportunity of doing so.
The Labour movement never stood for it, al-
though u section tried to have it adopted as our
policy. It appears to us in cvery way vmsound
wnd objectionnble.  Parlinment is utterly un-
fitted to fix wages. We have set up a tribunai
for that purpose, and have glothed it with auth-
ority to examine and obtain evidence, and to
canvass all the cireumstances surrounding the
subjeet. How are we equipped to deal with
such a matter? What iuformation have wef We
are totally unfitted for sueh gz task. To bring
sueh questions into the political arena, especi-
ally in industrial aveas, would, as I and other
{nembers said when sitting opposite, imtroduce
nto the politics of this country an element that
would be degrading in the extreme,

Mr, Sleeman: Didn’t he bring down a Bill
to regulate hours?

Hon. N, KEENAN: No at any time that
1 was in the House. T wholly associate my-
self with that view, and I beliove the great
majority of members do so. Here we have
a tribunal especially created for the purpose
of fixing all industrial eonditions, of which
wages are only one element, a tribunal which
has the capacity to discharge that duty,
which caus au the necessary evidenee to en-
able it to exercise its powers, and which is
trained for the purpose of carrying out its
work; whereas we are wholly unfitted for
the task, and there would always remain the
degrading thought that our judgment was
influeneed by considerations of enahling
vurselves to he more amenable to our own
clectors. DBesides that, this very matter has
come under the consideration of the Court
of Arbitralion, this very matter preseribing
what are to be the hours of labour in the
mining industry under the heading of what
is known as from ‘‘whistle te whistle.” Not
only has it been under the eonsideration of
the eourt, but it is to-day under the consider-
ation of the court. T have here a eircular
which has been sent by the court to all min-
ing employers. It is dated the 6th Novem-
her, and it invites employers in every mine
operating in Western Australia to return
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to the court for its information answers to
the following questions:—

1, Whether the ¢ whistle-to-whistle’’ principle
operates in your mine, or mines, and, if so,
from what date?

2, If the ‘¢ whistle-to-whistle’” prineiple is in
operation, state whether wholly or partially and,
if the latier, to what extent, that is, what par-
ticular elass of work is affected, and in what
cireumstances it applies?

3, The number of men working underground
at the present time,

4, Where your mine or mines is or are situ-
itted.

It is thercfore o matter sab judice in the
speeial conrt we have created to deal with
these special matters. I suggest we should
leave it to the Arvbitration Conrt to resolve
upon this matter according to its conscience
and its knowledge and its judgment. It
would be a fatal step for this Parliament 4o
usurp the jurisdietion of the Court of Arbi-
tration and determine this matter for itself.
There are far too many oceasions nowadays
when the authority of the Conrt of Arbi-
tration is flouted, which leads us to the be-
lief that that expensive tribunal eould be
suceessfully dispensed with. 1 sav that no
act would be so effective in flouting the
antbority of the Cowurt of Arbitration as
would be the passing of this measure before
the House. Therefore I hope the Minister
will regonsider the matter and leave this to
be determined, as it is intended to be deter-
mined in the near future, by the Court of
Avbitration and will not ask the Homse o
degrade itself by being a party to an net
that would very definitely flout the Court of
Arbitration.

HON. C. 6. LATHAM (York) [8.42]:
The hon. member who has just resumed his
seat has set out exactly what the positien is.
If we wish te defeat the objests of the Arbi-
tration Court this is one of the means of
doing it. Conseruently I propose to vote
against the second reading of the Biil. As
I pointed out previously on other legislation
that we were discussing, this House is not
fitted, is vot competent, to do the work that
is being done by the Court of Arbitration.

The Minister for Mines: You did net
think that when you were over here.

Hen. C. G. LATHAM: T say we did. At
no time did w¢ ever usurp the functions of
the Arbitration Coumrt. We did ask the court
to take into consideration certain wages that
were paid, and proposed to set down by
legislation the finding of the court. That
was at a time when this State did not Imow
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where to turn for the next ponnd with which
to pay its employees.

Mr. Needham: You flouted the Arbitration
Court.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Not half so much
a5 certain members of this House did re-
eently at Kalgoorlie. I propose to tell the
Hounse what took place, as reported by the
“West Australian.” This is purely an indus-
trial matter and [ do no know about the
workers themselves, but the secretary of the
AW, U. and the seerctary of ithe Mine Work-
crs’ Branch decided that as they could not
get uxactly their own way by means of the
Arbitration Cowrt, they were going to use
Parliament to that end. They definitely said
that, and I propose to read what was stated
at the meeting, as reported in the *“West
Australian.”

Mr. Hegney: Will yon guarantee that it
is eorreet?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It is as cor-
rect as other statements made in this House
against members on this side; sometimes
“Hansard” is altered in consequence of such
statements. This is dealing with a dispute
on the Lake View and Star as to whether
their men shouwld be brought up from the
mine in the employer’s time. The present
Act provides that the employecs shall go
down in the employer’s fime and ¢ome up in
their own time. Section 41 of the Act of
1906 reads as follows:—-

No person shall be employed to work below

ground in a mine, exeept in cases of special
emergency, for more than 48 lours m any one
week, or for a longer period than eight hours
on any day. For the purposes of this seetion
a person shall he deemed to be employed Delow
ground from the time that he commences to de-
scend a mine unti] he is relieved of his work
and commences to returm to fthe surface.
So he goes down the mine in the fime of
the employer and comes up in his own time.
The amending Bill proposes that be shall go-
down and come np in the time of his em-
ployer. It is not long since this case was.
before the court. /

Mr. Needham: This ecase was never before
the court.

Hon. C. G, LATHAM: Well, a case simi-
lar {0 it. Tt was known as the Ivanhoe case
and on the 19th October of this year the
“West Aunstralian™ reported some of the re-
marks made at & meeting. Under the head-
ing of “The Contentious Judgment” this
paragraph appears:—

In his judgment, the President ruled that
there was no obligation on the part of the em-
ployer to deliver the worker on the surface at:
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the termination of the shift. There was no cus-
tom or usage to that effect. The Arbitration
Cowt, he added, had expressly disallowed the
request of the union for the application of the
whistle-to-whistle prineiple, So far as overtime
was concerned, the employee Lad no claim, as
the work mentioned was done withir the ordin-
ary hours of duty. The President aunswered in
the affirmative a question submitted by the com-
pany asking whether the custom of requiring
men to be ready to start work at the commonce-
ment of each shift, and of their being hauled
to the surface from ¢ pm. (the terminafion of
the day shift) in the same routine order as
when lowered, was in conformity with the
hours provisions of the goldmining award.

A discussion took place at a meeling at
which I understand GO0 men were present.
It is interesting to read some of the state-
ments made by responsible men. I propose
to refer to.that made by {he secretary of
the AW.T. and also by the secretary of the
miners’ seetion, and some of the statements
made by members of Parliament. Here is
another paragraph from the report of the
“West Australian” i~

The first speaker at the meeting (Mr. Jolm-

son) said that the President’s decision was dia-
metrically epposed to the policy of the union
and the Australian Labour Party. The State
Government had heen elected by the people on
an eighi-hour-day poliey, but they now had the
spectacle of a servant of the State having vio-
lated that policy. In his efforts to justify his
decision, the President had gone back to 1927,
when evidence regarding the bank to bank sys-
tem was given to the Arbitration Court.
Are we really to understand that the irade
union secretaries believe that the Arbitra-
tion Court exists to give effest to their
policy, right or wrong? If we are to have
an Arbitration Court simply to give effeet
to the poliey set out by the trade union
officials, it will be exceedingly dangerons and
arbitration will not last very long under
those conditions. Parliament never intended
it. The champions of Labour put these
Acts on the statute-book becaunse they be-
lieve it will be the means of relieving in-
dustrial sirife, and that it will alleviate the
distress that strikes cause, I believe that
Labour men in the old days bhad a greal
deal more knowledge of industrial matters
than have the Lahour men of to-day.

The evidence given on that oceasion wns not
applieable to the present case, because to-day
most of the men were geoing down in the com-
panies’ time and returning to the surface in
their own time.

That is what is provided by the existing
law,

In the present Qispute, they were concerned
with the case ¢f men who started when the
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whistle blew uund who werc not permitted to
finish work within eight hours. It was signifi-
cant that the President had made no reference
to the evidenee called Ly the company te rebut
the union’s evidence. The umion would chal-
lenge the decision and, in doing so, would use
its full weight.

Next T come to a statement by a gentleman
named Heenan, who was vreported as fol-
lows :—-

Mr. Heenan said that a big fight must be
made for the bank-to bank principle, but he
hoped that nothing would he done to prejudice
the Lubour Party’s chances of ghtaining a 40-
hour week. ‘I am pretty certain,’” he added,
‘‘that we ean almost guarantee you n 40-hour
week before long.’’

Tlere is no objection to his deing that. It
is cntirely a matter for the Arbitration
Court, and I do not mind how many times
they use the court to get it, but it is unwise
and improper to ask Parliament to usurp
the functions of the Arbitration Court. Next
eomes a reference to a speeech by Mr. Tan-
ner which was reported as follows:—

In a vigorous speech, Mr. Tanner said that
he had no quarrel with the principle of arbitra-
tion, but he had fault to find with the personnel
of the Court. The union had submitted a fool-
proof case and had reccived a biased judgment.
The men would have plenty of time in which
to strike if the Legislative Couneil disallowed
the regulation.

The newspaper report continued—

A speaker in the body of the hall said that
some time ago the local section ¢f the division
had agreed to 20 amendments to the Mines
Regulation Aet and its regulations. These sug-
gestions included provision for the introduetion
of the whistle-to-whistle system and conse-
quently what was being done to-day was simply
a matter of repetition Something more was re-
gquired than relianece on Parliament,

““IWe are hardly in a position to szet the
whole country alight,’” declared another speaker,
who was referring to industrial trouble in other
parts of the State. <‘If the union ofiicials are
capable of achieving the miracle of gingering
the Cabinet into action they will deserve the
thanks of all members, but T doubt if they will
be suecessful.”?

Well, they have gingered the Cabinet into
action and their labour has brought forth
the Bill now hefore us.

At this stage another speaker caused amuse-
ment by defailing a plan to unhorse Mr. Presi-
dent Dwyer, whom he described as ‘‘a fly in
the ointment.’’ ¢‘Having unhorsed the Presi-
dent,’’ he said ‘‘the authorities could then ap-
point an impartial judge.’’

A Voice: Where are you going to get one?

T do not know what powers are possessed by
Mr. President Dwyer, but if he has the
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powers of a judge of the Supreme Court, he
should have exercised them. 1 believe that
Mr. President Dwyer is as capable as any
man T know of for the position, and though
I sometimes disagree with his views, I do not
express disagreement. If T did so, I should
deserve similar treatment to that which I
consider should be meted out to the man
whose remarks I have quoted.

Mr, Thorn: fWho appointed Mr. President
Dwyer?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Mr. President
Dwyer held political views in the old days.
We know what his views were, but that need
not prevent a man from being fair after he
hag been placed in a responsible posifion. I
would not say that a man in that position
had been unfair in any decision, hecause I
realise that the weight of:evidence probably
entitled him to veach the decision given.

My, Thorn: The Labonr Party appointed
him.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: He was appointed
unider an amending Bill passed by Parlia-
ment nine or ten years ago. At that time
some people entertained doubt as to whether
the appoiniment of Mr. President Dwyer
was a fair one. We have never criticised his
appointinent and I believe he has done his
hest in the office,

My, Patrick : I think a member stated that
he had grown conservative.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Another speaker,
Mr. Styants, who I understand, is a mem-
ber of this House, is reported to have said
that Mr. President Dwyer’s decision was
wrong in fact, if not in law. Members tread
on dangerous ground in setting themselves
up as authorities. Mr. President Dwyer has
given a good many years of study to arbitra-
tion questions. He was a legal practitioner,
a man regarded as being fairly well versed
in legal matters, and he has had nine years'
experience of Arbitration Court work. Yet
we have a youthful member coming forward
and saying that he knows a great deal more
than does the President of the court.

Mr. Thorn: He certainly spread his
plumes.

Hon. C. G. LATHARBL: Aceording o the
report, Mr. Styants procceded—

It is unfortunate that Arbitration Court de-
cisions were final and that no appenls could be
made.

Let me inform the hon. member that the
Labour Party definitely deeided that there
should be no appeals and I consider that in
their own interests the decision was a wise
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one. I remember the fights in this House,
but I regard the decision on that point as
very sound. Mrv, Styants continued—

Before he was appointed to his present posi-
tion, the President had distinct Labour prin-
ciples, but sinec then his views had changed
considerably and the industrial trouble through-
out the State showed that he was not doing his
job. It might be pessible to move him from
his present position to some other in the jodic-
iary. He doubted very mueh it it would he pos-
sible to have the suggested regulations pussed
by the Legislative Couneil.

That was a very unwise statement to make,
especially for a man whe, in the ordinary
course of events, might expect to have ahead
of him a fairly long public career, There
might eome a time when he will regret hav-
ing made that statement. Beeanse Mr.
President Dwyer has given a deecision with
which the hon. member disagrees, the Presi-
dent is to he removed from his office. If we
follow that policy, it will prove exceedinglv
dangerous. If Supreme Court judges give
decisions that displease us, are we going to
take authority te remove them from their
office? 1 hope we shall not follow that ad-
viee, and T hope members will not lead peo-
ple in the eouuntry to believe that that is the
right course fo.adopi. Certainly it is the
wrong course. | regret that such statements
should have been made. Another gentleman,
who shonld have a little more knowledge of
the funetions of Parliament, was reported
as follows:—

Mr, Lambert said that he was determined to
keep the eight-hour prineiple inviclate,

We do not mind if less than eight hours be
fixed. We say it is a matier for the Arbi-
tration Court to decide, after having heard
evidenee from hoth sides and after having
taken into consideration what conditions the
industry can bear. This gentleman believes
in the eight-bhour principle. I wonder what
he will do about the 40-hour week principle.

Mr, Lambert: It should be the 44-hour
week.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: The hon. gentle-
man is now correcting his statement. I
watched the newspaper elosely to see whe-
ther a eorrection was published. The re-
port of his speech continned—

He understood that the Government had
agreed to most of the suggested amendments to
the Aet put forward by the union, including
one auming at the introdnetion of the bank-to-
bank system. The party’s policy was a 40-hour
week, and it would not be surprising if an at-
tempt were made to give effect to that poliey.
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Mr. Lambert: You know that is so.
Hon. C. (4. LATHAM: The report con-
tinued—

* It would be competent for the Government to
do this, so far as the goldmining industry was
coneerned, by regulation. Mo did not think it
would be impossible to have the regulations for
the institution of the bank-to-hank systeni passed
by the Council. The opposition in the Council
would seek to have the regulation disallowed
on private members’ day, but Labour members
could defeat the move by stonewalling, If the
regulations were disallowed, the Government
could again introduce them, and he considered
that they could be kept in foree for weeks if
net months.

I hope that members arve not going to take
the responsibility of deciding industrial
disputes or usurping the functions of the
court. Members arc not qualified to do it.
Recommendations have been made by mem-
bers of the Arbitration Court from time
to time antd the responsible Ministers have
bronght down Bills to give cffeet to some
of them. 'This 1s a most inopportune time
at which to bring down this mecasure.

The Minister for Mines: The TUpper
House has thrown it ont on two oceasions.

Hon. €. G. LATIHLAM: The law has been
in existence sinee 190G, The Arbitration
Court has power te fix whatever hours it
likes. I regret that we have to debate
this Bill at a time when I know the Arbi-
tration Court is sitfing in Kalgoorlie, dis-
cussing this very question. I cannot under-
stand the Minister bringing down this mea-
sure, knowing, as he does, that this case
is sub judice.

Mr. Seward: He was frightened not to.

Hon. C. ¢f. LATHAM: He knows the
court is sitting. Fle bad advice from Kal-
goorlie that the Labonr representative om
the bench was unable to continue his work.

The Minister for Mines: T did not know
that until T read it in the paper at tea-
time.

Hon. C. (i. LATHAM : Someone knew it.
T knew that a man was to go up to take
Mr. Semerville’s place becanse that gentle-
man was scriously ill. It is strange thaf
the Minister did not know about it. The
Premier should have seen to it that this
Bill was not gone on with while the case
was sub judice. The principle ig wrong.
Are we, when it suits ms and a case is
hefore the judiciary, to set the law in
motion with 2 view to bringing about the
results we want? That is a wrong principle,
and one which cannot eommend itself to
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members who believe in {he observance of
the law.

Mr. Lambert: Should not the Criminal
Code be amended becanse five or six cases
ol’ robbery happen (o be before the court?

Hon. C. ¢ LATHAM: We generally
avoid doing those things. We do not allow
cases that are before the court to eome
within the operations of any amending law
until such cases have been decided. The
hon, member kuews that, for he must have
seen the decisions of the High Court. It
was ruled a littie while ago that the law
as it stands on the day when a man is
arvested 1s the law that must be given
cifeet to. Here we are going to do some-
thing which will probably upset the deci-
sions of the Avbitration Court. 1 do not
know what Mr. President Dwyer will think
of Parliament if we ecarry on with this
kind of thing.

Mr. Marshall: Speaking for myself, I an
not toe much concerned about what he
thinks.

Hon, C. . LATHAM: The hon, membar
is setting o bad example. When the deci-
sion of the court is in favour of the work-
ers, they will aceept it; when the condi-
tions are in favour of the employers, the
workers will strike. That is the example
set by the hon. member. If it is designed
to defeat arbitvation, that is the hest way
to do it.

Mr. Patrick: They are not compelled ta
go to arbitration.

Hon. C. . LATHAM: We have advo-
cited arbitration, and Dbelieve that is the
right thing. We would like to extend it
further, to the settlement of international
disputes, because we bhelieve in it. And
vet we have the member for Murchison
(Mr. Muarshall) saving he does not care
what the conrt thinks. If he has any fault
to tind with the president of the court, he
has a proper method to follow., He ean
find that fault in this Chamber. The at-
tack made upon the Arbitration Court is
a very unfair one. It must have affected
the president when he made a certain state-
ment a little while ago. In the ‘' West Aus-
tralinn” of the 20th October last, the fol-
lowing appears:—

Some important ohservations on the existing
state nf unrest in certain industrics were made
by Mr. President Dwyer of the State Arbitra-
tion Court yesterday when he delivered his re-

served decision in conncction with an appliea-
tion by the Tndustrial Registrar (Mr. F. Walsh)
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for cancellativn of the registration of the Amal-
gamated Road Transport Union of Workers,
Perth, on grounds counected with the bus strike.

‘It seems to me that a new, a dangerous
and on uusoeial spirit is beginning to permeate
industrial unienism,’” said the President. ‘‘We
have at Collic the spectacle of a unien appar-
ently too proud to carry on work under the eyes
of the locul board of reterence, a board of prac-
tieal men upon which it has its own representa-
tivy, in order to permit that board to function
and decide a matter in difference hetween em-
pleyer and worker. We have in Kalgoorlie a
powerful union which after a deeision is given
as to the meaning of a clause in the award, is
sounding the toesin and Dheating the drum with
the ery *fOur eight-hour-day is in danger.’’ The
fact is that the mining company employing the
Jargest number of workers has been, for the past
eight yeara or so, adopting a certain course of
astion which, according to a recent decision
given by we, is legal under the award. I was
asked by the union to hold that the praectice
conflicted with 2 usage in the industry not-
withstanding that, apart from other considera-
tions, it had lasted so long under the eyes of
the union, and that awards and agreements had
beer made without any notice being taken of
it, and that during the period of howrs of work
had been reduced to 44 per week for all work-
ers.  Still we are told the eight-hour principle
is endangered.

“‘What a surprising diseovery to make nnd

© what utter nonsense it all is, Whence eman-
ates all this discontent, this unwillingness to
accept decisions, this desire to foree acceptance
of doctrines and conditions at the pistol’s

point? Is there a current in present-day indus-

trialism corrupting the general strenm? Ts
arbitration too slow a method of pregress in in-
dustrial regulation to wecet the desires of the
young blood of present-day workers? Is there
a definite and settled policy wmongst certain
unionists to stir up treuble, create discontent
and keep the eommunity in n continuous state
of turmoil? What is it that causes the mole-
hill of ddifference to be magnified into the
mountain of disaster? Why this lack of sense
of proportion? Why this grasping tenaciously
at all the benefits conferred by an award whilst
rejecting nny of the conditions that may he
adverse, notwithstanding that the benefits may
be a direct result of a consideration of the other
conditions?  All these and similar questions
suggest themselves for answer and snlution in
looking about us to-day. AN I can say is that
the Court will continue to administer the law
as it finds it, and deliver decisions necording
to the evidence, undeterred and uninfluenced Ly
either hostile eriticisin or unmerited abuse from
any quarter.’’

The president of the Axbitration Court gave
very good advice. I helieve the decisions of
our judges are right. If the present party
representing the industrialists dresire to
amend the law, and if they think they can
get a letter deal by appealing from the
decisions of the Arbitration Conrt, there is
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a proper way to sei about it. Al that was
wanted was an application to the court to
have a variation made in the award.

Mr. Lambert: You are wrong,

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: It was a guestion
of the interpretation of the award, If they
had desired to do anything, they could have
made an application for a variation of the
award. Some time may lhave elupsed before
it reached the president. After all, we
should not be too impatient. I am not go-
ing to allow a precedent of this kind to be
introduced without recording my vote
against it.

Mr. Lambert: It is not a pringiple.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: It is a prineciple.
It will not stop at decisions of the Arbitra-
tion Court, either. It will turn Parliament
into a court of appeal.

Mr. Lambert: Nonsense!

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It will. I do not
know the legal position, but I believe the
award under which this industry is operating
will stand, whether we amend the law or not.
Any awards that arve made subsequertly
would be subjeet to this law, of course. My
reading of the section it is proposed to
amend tells me that the court conld bring
in & 35-hour week if they so desired, There
is merely stipulated the maximum number of
hours to be worked in any one week. Mem-
bers of the Government and those lhehind
them introduced into the industrial field a
little over a wear age a very unwise thing
when on the question of the interpretation
or misinterpretation of an award they fixed
an 8B-hour peried over a fortnight. There
was a variation of 14 hours between the
woeks. The Government, instead of keep-
ing out of the dispute, said, “Yon ought to
have a talk among yourselves.” That de-
claration did not represent a sound prineciple.
The people of the State paid for the Govern-
ment's intervention.  When we, on our. part,
asked that a gertain considevation of the
same type he granted to the woolgrowers,
the Government said it eould not be done.
Tt conld be done, however, to upset a decision
of the Arbitration Court, which is not a fune-
tion of Governmeni. If there was any mis-
understanding with vegard to the award, it
could have been referred back to the court
for a clearer interpretation. The Government
sold the birthright of government when
they handed over control to the miners. I
believe they even said to Ghe mine-owners,
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“If you do net agree to this, your leases,
when they fall due, will be ecancelled.”

The Minister for Mines: This is like a lot
more information yon give. No such state-
ment was ever made. What is more, I do
not believe that yon ever heard it made,
either.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I am sorry [
have not the report here, but I read some-
thing like it printed in the “West Austra-
lian.”

The Minister for Mines:
ment was ever made.

Mr. Styants: It is & figment of the ima.
gination of the Leader of the Opposition,

Hon. C. G. LATHFAM : We shall he glad
to hear the member for Kalgoorlie (M.
Styants) say that he will not usurp the fune-
tions of the court. I think we had hetter
get the member for East Perth (Mr. Hughes)
to deal with the hon. member. The silence
can he felt when the member for East Perth
ts on his feet. The Bill discloses a wrong
feature of government. If the law is to be
amended, let ns take a suitable opportunity
to amend it.

The Minister for Mines: There will be no
more suitable opportunity than this one.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: The Arhitration
Court must shortly give a decision on that
point.

The Minister for Mines: No.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM : The Minister does
not know whether he handles the truth or
not. The member for Nedlands (Hon. N.
Keenan) read a letter sent out by the eourt.

The Minister for Mines: T am not dispunt-
ing that the eourt has the right to consider
the point, but it is now considering a
hundred and one other things. That parti-
enlar point is not the only maitter the court
has to consider.

Hon. C. 6. LATHAM: I guote from
“Hansard” of the 6th Augnst, 1935, page 36,
an extraet from a letter addressed by the
Chamber of Mines to the Premier, which
letter was published in the “West Austra-
lian” of the 18th February, 1935—

Referring to the many interviews whieh
have taken place during the dispute hetween
the sub-committee of your Cabinet and the
special committee of the Chamber of Mines,
I am. directed to say following to-day’s con-
ferenee that as you have repeatedly refused
to agree to any modification whatever of the
meeting of the members of the AW, on
terms of settlement passed at the massed

Saturday last, and have not taken any action
to cnforce the provigsions of the Industrial

No such state-
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Arbitration Aet against the strikers, and
have -further expressed the determimation of
your Government to assist hy all means in
its power the enlorcement of the union’s re-
solve to stand for o 44-hour week, it is im-
possible for the members of the Chamber of
Mines to econtinue negotiations, and have
heen instrueted to advise you that—

(a) O“mg to the ettitude of the Govern-
ment in its support of the AW.U.
mining braneh in the present dis-
pute it las heecome impossible for
the Chamber of Mines to adhere to
the stand taken by it om the question
of the 40-48 hour fortnight and to
maintain ity rights under the recent
award.

(1Y The Chamber therefore is forced to
aceept the terms embodied in the
regolntion passed by the mnss mect-
ing of the AW.T., held at Boulder
on Saturday, the 9th inst.

(¢) The Chuamber’s deeision is duc to the
Government having accepted full
responsibility for its actiom in com-
pelling the Ohamber to take the
course outlined in paragraphs (n)
and (h) of this letter.

Subject to your acceptance of the foregoiny,
the members of the Chamber of Mines pro-
pose under protest to re-open the mines on the
terms above mentioned and which vou assure
us have the Government’s endorsement,

The Minister for Mines: Did you read
that statement about the leases?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: No, I did not.

The Minister for Mines: Well, where did
you get it from?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: If the Minister
wants i, [ will have it here when the Biil
gets into Committee, or on the third reading.

The Minister for Mines: I do not know
where it came from.

Mr. Seward: Then you are about the only
man in Western Australia who has not
heard it.

The Minister for Mines: This is remark-
able. T am more interested in the mining
industry and those engaged in it than mem-
bers oppositc are, and I have never heard
that statement.

Hon. C. G- LATHAM: After all, the
Minister was not here at the tune He was
away in England,

The Minister for Mines: There was never
a conference held by the Government with
the Chamber of Mines at which I was not
present.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: My memory is
good. T have no need for the Minister to
assist me in that respect.

The Minister for Employment: Why don’t
vou sit down and leave this Bill to some-
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body who knows something about the mat-
ter?

Hon. C. G, LATHAM: If I butted in
with as liftle knowledge as the Minister has,
I would never be sitting down. He was de-
seribed to-night as the strawberries-and-
cream member, It is the like of the Minister
that brings the Labour Party into disre-
pate.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 nsk the Leader of the
Opposition to get baek to the Bill.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: The WMinis-
ter for Employmeni has never worked

hard in  this life; then how can
he advise the miners? The Minis-
ter for Mines does know something

of the subject, but the Minister for Em-
ployment knows nothing whatever about it.
Al) he has ever done is to work in with his
head, never by means of his hands. In re-
plying to the Minister for Employment, I
will take whatever latitude you allow me,
Mr. Speaker.

The Minister for Employment: Your head
has never assisted you.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Yours wiil never
give you @ headache, anyway.

Mr. SPEAKER: I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to get on with the Bill,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It is surprising
how some members ean find their tongues
when it snits them to do so. At other times
they are dumb. I wish I had the vocabu-
lary of some other member; then probably
there would be ne interjections while I was
speaking. I do net wish to make any rash
statement like that made by the member for
Kalgoorlie (Mr. Styants) when on the gold-
ficlds recenfly. I make allowances for thab
hon. member on acecount of his immaturity.
However, this is a most important matter,
and not at all a subject for levity. The Min-
ister for Mines is asking Parliament to do
something that should not be the function of
Parliament. We have no right to override
decisions of the Arbitration Conrt, or to
nse Parliament to defeat an award which
has been given. There is a proper way open
—1io apply to the Arbitration Court for a
varviation. If after the dispute has been
settled it should be found necessary to bring
down an amending Bill, we on this side shall
not object. Still, to use Parlinment for the
purpose of legislation snch as this means
the coming of a day when we shall rue our
action. It is a sorry thing to have to accept
the responsibility for making this House a
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court of appeal. That is exaectly what the

Bill does.
[The Deputy Speakey took the ('hair.]

MR. MARSHALL {Murchizson) [9.20]: T
must say 1umediately of the two speakers
who have preceded me that neither handled
the faets relating to the Bill.

The Minister for Employment: They did
not know anything about the faets.

Mr. MARSHALL: Their speeches were
quite irvelevant and had no bearing on the
subjeet maiter of the Bill.

Mr. Hughes: Tt beats me how Mr.
Speaker allowed them to continue.

Mr. MARSHALIL: That indieates that
they Lave no knowledge whatever of the
subjeet. For instanee, the member for Ned-
lands (Hon. N. Keenan) expressed very
deep sympathy. He reminded me of a
eemetery worm advoeeating eremation.

Mr, Cross: He shed erocodile tears,

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes. After express-
ing hig fnll sympathy with the workers, he
went on fo diselose by his attitude that his
sympathy was pure hypocrisy. The argu-
ments he advanced had ne relationship to
the contents of the Bill. ¥or the informa-
tivn of the Leader of the Opposition {Hon.
C. G. Latham}, I want to point ouf that
Parliameni first interfered with the hounrs
of labour underground in the mines many
years ago.

Mr. Cross: And thoy fixed the hours of
labour in factories.

Mr. MARSHALL: The men could have
gone to the Arbitration Court to secure the
regulation of their hours of work, but
Parliameus stepped i and did the job. If
the Minister for Mines had infroduced n
provision regarding the working week under-
gronud, he would have had to accept the

" responsibility, but he would not have done

anything new., The Leader of the Opposi-
tion’s statement regarding contro]l by
Parliament of the working week as usurp-
ing a function of the Arbitration Court
indicated how far he lags behind regarding
industrialism throngheut the world, There
was a time in history when Western Aus-
tralia could boast of ifs industrial advance-
ment, but that time is long since past, and
we now lag woefully behind. If there is
one section of the workers that shonld imme-
diately receive favourable consideration with
regard to the working week, it is that
which embraees men who labonr in the
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bowels of the eurth, produecing a commodity
for the varvious nations of the world to take
control of and again hide in the bowels of
the earth, thus serving no real nseful pur-
pose, so to speak. That is the procedure.
Let me explain to the Leader of the Opposi-
tion what the Bill means, now that he has
held forth for a considerable time upon a sub-
ject that has no reference whatever to the
Bill. Tt does not seck to regulate the weekly
hours of work underground, but merely indi-
cates the prineiple that should be adopted
in order to protect the health of those who
earn a hivelihood by working underground
in our gold mines. The Bill does not inter-
fere with the principle of a 44-hour week, a
40-hour weck, a 35-hour or a 25-hour week.
It does not touch that phase. The Leader
of the Opposition did nothing but speak
about the weekly hours of lahour, and the
Bill does not mention that phase at all.

Mr. Raphael: Do not stress his ignorance.

Mr. MARSHALL: Let me explain the
position to the Leader of the Opposition
and thosa who sit hehind him who have a
little conscibnee. I will make the explana-
tion and Ieave their hnmanitarian sentiments
to influence them to act justly and con-
scientionsly.

Hon. C. G. Latham: The Bill- provides
that a man shall go down and come up in
the time of his employes.

My, Cross: And that principle has applied
at Collie for 32 years.

Mr, MARSHALL: Tf that is so, why did
not the Leader of the Opposition confine
his remarks to that instead of dealing with
the weekly hours of labour?

Hon. C. G, Latham: I say that it conld
he done by reducing the honrs of labour.

Mr. MARSHALL: What & remarkable
argument! The whole of the hon. member’s
speech was confined to the weekly hours or
work.

Mr. Raphael: The same thing has been in
foree in England for years.

Mr. Hughes: You have never seen gold,
apart from a footh, in your life.

Mr. Raphael: You are wrong there.

Mr. MARSHALIL: The Leader of the
Opposition and the Leader of the National
Party (Hon. N. Keenan) referred to rve-
marks by the President of the Arbitration
Cou't as reluting fo the prineiple emhbodied
in the Bill. A< the member for Kalgoorlie
{Mr. Styants) truthfully said, that incident
had no reference whatever to the phase they
stressed.

[ASSEMBLY.)

The Minister for Mines: None whatever.

Hon, C. G. Latham: Of eourse it did.

Mr. MARSHALL: President Dwyer went
out of his way in order to build up a case
against the man and the principle concerned
in that ineident.

Hon. C. G. Latham: President Dwyer
told the employers thwmt they conld employ a
man while he was waiting to go below.

Mr. MARSHALL: The hon.
slarts to get s faets correctly.

Hon. €. G. Latham: [ know it too well,

Mr. MARSHALL: As he proceeds to
build up his case, he gets hopelessly bogued.

The Minister for Mines: He gets into
muddy country.

Mr. MARSIALYL: His feet are not big
enough to keep him up on all paths, and he
sinks in marshy country occasionally. The
ineident that ¢uused the tronble on that par-
ticular mine was due fo the company hreach-
ing a long-standing custom, In faet, that
custom has obtained ever since the gold min-
ing industry has been alive in Western Aus-
tralia.  Every individual who has laboured
in that industry is aware of the fact, No
man had ever been asked to o any work on
the surface pending his going below to do
his job until just veecently, and when that
did happen it gave rise to the trouble. Not
satisticdd with the work carried out by the
man when underground, and not ‘being pre-
pared te give him his last monthful of fresh
ajr in comfort hefore going below, his em-
ployers sent that man to do seme work on
the surface. IHe was then sent anderground
to complete his job and the company left
him there wntil long affer knock-off time.
They kept him underground long after the
whistle, and that was what cansed the
trouble. The incident had nothing whatever
to do with the whistle te whistle claim that
was presented fo the court by the umion.

membher

" When T tell the Leader of the Opposition

that countries outside of Australin preceded
us by yvears in the shorter working week, he
may be surprised. Italy, France, Canada
and many other countries have long sinee
had a 44-hour week in real good, healthy.
comfortable avoecations. And when the
Ieader of ithe Opposition argues that the
eonditions under which men shall work are
not within the jorisdiction of Parliament, he
is out of step with the eustom adopted in
many countries. He is also out of step with
judges within ithis eountry who have long
sitee said it is the funetion of Parliament
to regulate the weekly hours of labour.
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Mr. Lambert: They have said it.

Mr. MARSHALL: They =aid it years ago
and judges in more receni years have de-
clared that it was abominable for them to
have to adjudicate on the working week;
that +t was a matter for Parliament. The
Leader of the National Party knew that.

Mr. Hughes: Why doesn’t Parliament fix
it?

Mr. MARSHALL: I cannot hear the
hon. member. He is on my deaf side. If
lie would speak a little slower and lounder
I would cateh bis interjection.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. Hughes: Why don’t we fix the hours?

Mr. MARSHALL: The Leader of the
National Party went out of his way'te quote
from a certain “Hansard” a statement made
by Mr. MeCallum when Minister for Works
in one of the previous Labour Government’s,
Developing his usnal cunning:

Mr. North: Whose? Mr. MeCallum’s?

Mr. MARSHALL: No, the Leader of the
National Party’s.

Hon. C. G. Latham: As a matter of faef,
Mr. McCallum is the cunning one.

Mr. MARSHALIL: T think it would be 2
fairly good compebition between the Leader
of the Nabional Party and Mr. McCallum.

Mr. Lambert: Who would win?

Hon. C. G. Latham: I think Mr. MecCal-
Tuin would.

The DEPUTY SPRAKER: Oxder!

Mr. MARSHALL: The Leader of the
National Party quoted statements made by
the ex-Minister for Works. He quoted that
portion of “Hansard” wherein Mr, MeCal-
Tum dealt with wages, and not conditions,
and what Mr. MeCallum said about wages
bheing regulated by the Arbitration Court
the whole Labour movement stands for and
by, but Mr. McCallom never in this Cham-
her, while Minister for Works or as a pri-
vate member, said that the regulating of the
workmg week should not be the function of

Parliament. On the other hand he distinetly
indicated that it was the function of
Parliament. In the first amending Bill to

the Arbitration Aet which gave Mr. Justice
Dwyer his very comfortable job, Mr.-MeCal-
lum embodied a 44-hour working week and
in this Chamber substantiated his justifi-
cation of Parliament regulating the working
week. The Leader of the National Party
knew that, He was in the Chamber when
it took place, but he never quoted that.

Mr. Hughes: He was not bere then. It
was in 1925,
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Mr. MARSHALL: That may be so; I
withdraw that. But I suggest that while
the Leader of the National Party probably
was not a member of this Chamber, he was
actively associated with and intensely
interested in politics and would be well
aware of the facts I have mentioned. Fur-
ther than that, to prove that Mr. MeCallum
always believed in the Parliamentary right
of governing the eonditions of workers in
this State, I would point out that when his
44-hour week elause in the Arbitration Bill
was defeated in another place, in the very
democratic side of our Legislature, Mr.
MecCallum introdnced a special Bill the fol-
lowing year which, of ecurse, proved con-
clusively that he did think it was the fune-
tion of Parliament fo regulate the hours of
labour and took advantage of his presence
in Parliument and the supporters aronnd him
to attempt to give effect to that principle
through Parliament. Therefore, the Leader
of the National Party either knowingly or
unknowingly in his quotations from Mr.
MeCallum’s speech was misleading.

The Minister for Mines: It bad nothing
to do with the present Bill either.

Mr. MARSHALL: The Leader of the
Opposition becomes very concerned about
any interference with the Arbitration Court.
You may know, Mr. Deputy Speaker, of
many instanees in which people, in a very
luxurions and eomfortable atmosphere, arve
able to tell the toiler how much harder he
should work, and how much longer time he
should work. It is wonderfui how those who
have never done a day’s work ean tell a fel-
low exactly how long and under what con-
ditions he should work. I am not too much
concerned about the Yresident of the Arbi-
tration Court. All I know is this—and it
must be admitted by anyone broad-minded
enough—that no matter how consecientious
an individual may attempt to be when it
comes to a trial or adjudicating upon a case,
the environment to which that person has
always been ageustomed will influence him.
I wonder if the Leader of the Opposition
would be jubilant over my appointment to
the Arbitration Court as President?

Hon. C. G. Latham: It would have some
blessings, you know.

Mr. MARSHALL: When we can get a
majority of those who have been schooled in
our class, who have lived and labonred under
our standard of living, to adjudicate upon
the other party’s right to live at all, we will
he satisfied,

W
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Mr. Hughes: Do you think you counld
stand £35 a week? ~

Mr. MARSHALL: I do not think there
would be mueh hope of my falling down.
It would be for a very deserving case [ can
assure the hon. member.

Mr. North: Will you repeat some of those
remarks?

Mr. MARSHALL: I eannot do it. You,
Mr. Deputy Speaker, would not allow me to
earry on a tedious repetition. I was peini-
ing out that I do not mind how conscientions
an individnal is. He can atfempt in
every way to be just and fair but
when adjudicating upon matters he must
be influenced by the environment with
which he has been associated for a lifetime.
So I do not condemn those who do not see
eve to eye with me, but I suggest that if
gome individuals were obliged to give 12
months’ service underground in goldmining
in Western Australia, they would make far
hetter Arbitration Court judges. Let me
explain what the whistle to whistle really
It is true, as the Leader of the
Opposition has said, that it means that
those men employed underground will leave
the surfzee only as the whistle to begin
work is sounded. Tt further means that
those men will be put back on the surface
before the knoek-off whistle has blown. 1
do not doubt that if the member for Collie
{(Mr. Wilson) were here, he would substan-
tiate this statement that, when the whistle
to whistle stroggle took plaee in the coal-
mining industry, the arguments advanced
to-night by the Teader of the Opposition
and others opposed to this Bill were ad-
vanced then.

The Minister for Mines: Exactly the
same.

Mr, Cross: That was nearly two years
ago.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Mr. MARSHALY: Yes, when you and T
were young. The same old babble we get
each time we attempt to advance industri-
ally by so mueh as one yard; the same old
swan song that we are interfering with the
Arbitration Court, that we are attempting
to destroy industry, that we are attempt-
ing to drive out eapital. What a wonder-
ful state we would be in to-day if it were
not for those who at one time were stigma-
tised as agitators! Where shounld we be?
Never an attempt to take a step forward,

[ASSEMBLY.]

but te sit placidiy down and permit the
capiains of industry to dictate terms to
please themselves. It is only by demand-
ing progress that we have forced the cap-
tains of industry to adopt modern scientifie
methods. Bricks at one time were taken
up on to a new building by the hod, where
as now they are taken up by hundreds in
crates. So it is in all industry, just as
in the mining industry, and there are min-
ing eompanies that will never object to
these reforms, because they have adopted
modern methods. But to the individual
companies whose only appetite for modern
ideas lies in the direction of bigger divi-
dends, it will give some difficulty hecause,
rather than adopt modern methods they
have stuck to obsolete methods and poeck-
eted the difference. In other words, they
desire to remain stagnant at the expense
of those cmploved in the industry. Take
Wiluna: every time her cage moves in that
shaft, it shifts 40 men. Come back to
Meeckatharra: on the Constanece Mine,
every time her cage moves, it shifts four
men, Are we to encourage that slothful-
ness? Why not ask the company to mod-
ernise their methods? We should not en-
conrage them to be slothful ai the expense
of those who give their physique to the
industry. Kalgoorlie is a monament to
the careless management of the Golden
Mile of the past, when young physically
fit men were poisoned on account of the
indifference and carelessness of the com-
panies operating. The prineiple underly.
ing the Bill is the desire to remove these
men from underground when their shift
has been completed. It does not interfere
with the working weck in any way what-
ever. If hon. members knew the deplor-
able circumstances that prevailed in the
goldmining industry, T doubt if there is
one cn the Opposition side who would ntter
a word of protest against this legislation.
The Minister attempted, and with some
suceess, to represent the case. I would
point out to hon. members that in gold.
mining it is always attempted to fire out
at the conclusion of a shift. No man, T
care not how thoroughly experienced in
mining he might be, ean take the risk of
leaving it late in charging the face or
charging the holes and firing out. The
process invariably commences at about 3
p.m., again at 11 pam., and for the third
time at 11 a.m.; in other words, about an
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hour before knock-off time. Qur miner
must do that, because of the dangerous
natare of the work and the possibilities of
trouble, Having charged and fired those
holes, he must remain within hearing of
the reports in order to hear that every
charge goes off. He must give himself
plenty of time to make sure that every-
thing is right, Then he walks to the plat.
He cannot return to the face on ascount
of the fumes and dust, and, as the - Minis-
ter pointed out, all he has to do
then is to sit down and wait the boss’s
pleasure to hanl him to the surface. Ile
cannot have anything more to do with the
faee he has just fired. When one comes to
a place that has just been fired, one has
no knowledge of what exactly has happened
to the charges. If the Bill becomes law, the
men will meet on the snrface, and so the
man whe has just reached the surface will
notify his mate who is going below of what
exactly happened at the face and, if neces-
sary, will issue a warning as to some of the
holes. Without that advice, the men who
next reach that face have to go very warily.

Hon. C. G. Latham: The time taken in
lifting the men is the trouble, So muech time
is taken op.

Mr. MARSHALL: After all, there is not
so much time required. Even to-day the
Wiluna mine brings its men up immediately,
and this measure wonld not affect that com-
pany. Why should not other companies do
the same thing?

Hen. C. @, Latham: Probably it would
necessitate enlavging the shafts.

Mr. MARSHALL: That is right; put up
an excuse for them! Encourage slothful

dividend-paying companies and give no .

credit or reward to companies that treat
their men sympathetically and humanely
For the Lest part of eight hours a day,
under the hest conditions, the men arve
swallowing gases and dust. I need hardly
mention that theve are objectionable parts
in almost cvery mine, particularly in rises.
All we ask is to have the men hauled into
the envirommnent where natore intended them
to be. They were never intended fo be
undergreund, Why members who profess
fo be progressive and to possess even an in-
finitesimal amount of humanity should
object to this proposal is beyond my eom-
prebension.  Whoat feeling can those
members have for the men working under-
ground ?
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Mr. North: Can you explain the Presi-
ilent’s viewpoint

Mr. MARSHALL: No.

Mr. Styants: Impossible.

Mr. MARSHALL: Tet me recall for the
cdifieation of the Leader of the National
Party a statement quoted by Mr. MeCallum
when he introduced a Bill for a 44-hour
werk. T vemind the Leader of the National
Party that his quotation dealt with wages
only, and {hat he either knowingly or un-
knowingly misled the Honse.

Hon, N. Keenan: I am not aware of it.

Ay, MARSHALL: The hon, member im-
plied that the ex-Minister for Works did
not believe in Parliament interfering with
the working week.

Hon. N. Keenan: Interfering with indus-
trial conditions.

Mr. MARSHALL: The ex-Minister for
Works introduced a Bill to provide a work-
ing week of 44 honrs.

Hon. N. Weenan: In what year?

Mr. MARSHALL: In two years, 1924-
and 1925.

Hon. N. Keenan: T gooted the year 1933,

Mr., MARSHALL: O}d as is the hon.
member, he is a little late.

Hon. €. G, Latham: No, Mr. McCallun
had gained a little more sense by 1933 and
realised what he eould do.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Wages involve a
different point of view from hows.

Mr. MARSHALL: Mr. McCallum intro-
duced Bills on two occazions to regulate
the working week., That indicates that he
did helieve it was the functiom of Parlia-
ment to regulate the hours of work, ‘‘Han-
sard” of 1925, page 1522, records Mr.
MeCallum as having guoted Mr. Justice Hig-
zins as follows:—

It is of course, very desirable that, with suit-
able exceptions, and if it ean he managed with-
out serious injury to industries, the workers
should have n ‘‘elean?’’ eight-hours day with
a half holiday on Saturday. That is all that is
elaimed, At present they have to purchase, as
they say, the Saturday half-holiday by working
more than the cight Lours on other days . . ..
The truth is we have not yet achieved the ideal,
s0 wuch praised, of an eight-hours day with
n Saturday half-holiday. T have waited for
many years for the Parliaments to speak, hut
they have not spoken.

I eould quote Mr. Justice Rooth and Mr.
Justice Burnside.

The Mimster for Mines: And certainly
Mr. Justice McMillan.
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Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, he referred to it
on several ocecusions.

The Minister for Mines: Urged Parlia-
ment to do it.

Mr. MARSHALL:
further from
Higgins:—

1 confess that, before opening this inquiry, 7
had no tdea how widely the movement for re-
duced hours has spread, or of the mumber of
undertakings in Great Britain, Camada, and the

Tnited SBtates in which the employees have
seeured the maximum of 44 hours.

Yes., Let me guole
the remarks of Mr. Justice

Mr. Justice Miggine made those vemarks
leng before they were quoted by Mr. McCal-
Tam in 1925, or 11 years ago.

In may last, I spoke of the 48-hours weck
of Australia as long envied hy workers in other
countries, but there are indications now that
Australian will shortly envy rather than le
envied, nnd will lose Tier pride of place as the
leader in industrial betterment.

Australia has long since lost that iead, and
we shall always lag hebind while men are
obliged to work longer hours underground
than those enjoying occupations in a more
healthy environment. I would not be a
party to imposing any unjust obligations
upon the goldmining industry. Under our
present system the industry is a necessity
and is eof untold value to the State. Thons-
ands of men, women and children rely for
their sustenance upon a breadwinner who is
eccupied in the goldniining industry. While
we continue to live under the present ob.-
jectionable system that will continue, and so
I would not do anything that I thought
wounld be injurious to the industry. Let me
¢uote the report of the Mines Depariment
relating to the vear 1935 to show that even
if the whistle-to-whistle system did involve
a little expense, it would not be too much
to ask of the eompanics. Surely to good-
ness when an industry is experiencing a
peried of unprecedented and undreamt of
prosperity, the men lahouring in it should
participate to some smail degree in that
prosperity! The report of the Mines De-
partment states that the dividends paid by
mining companies had ameounted to
£1,090,456 compared with £87G,025 in the
preceding vear. That was a tremendous in-
crease. In addition, £34,462 had been paid
s & honus and in profit-sharing notes. I
cannot quite understand that reference.

The Minister for Mines: It means paying
off bonus shares.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. MARSHALL: Then that was another
call on the profits, but only ene or twe eom-
panies were concerned,

My, Lambert: Two.

Mr. MARSHALL: That is not general,
and therefore it ecannot be accepted as heiny
of much value.

The Minister for Mines: I# meant that
capital was provided that could not have
otherwise been obtained to make the mine
productive, and the people who provided the
additional money were repaid.

Hon. C. . Latham: T suppose they wouwld
have received a dividend if the amount had
not heen paid off.

Mr, MARSHALL: T am exeluding that
from my point becawse it does not have
eenernl application.  All of the mining in-
dustry does not participate. The annnal re-
port of the Mines Depariment for 1935 dis-
closes the following:—

To the end of the year 1935 the total amount

distributed by gold mining companies in divi-
dends was £31,838,792, To the samc date the
value of the mineral production totalled £190,-
059,143, of which the gold production accounted
for £175,680,549 based on mormal values; but
premiumg from sales of gold during 1920 to
1924 and 1930-1933, and payments under the
Gold Bounty Aet, 1930, inereased by £13,-
419,653, the total values of mineral and gold
production respectively.
The industry is experiencing a prosperous
time, although I want members to under-
stand that all gold mines are not paying
dividends. Those that are not paying divi-
dends are swall mines, and this Bill will
not affect themn. It is of only material eon-
sequence to the larger mines. I respectfully
snggest that the time is long overdue for
tegislation of this kind to improve conditions
for men who have to come out of hot places,
perspiring  freely, who have to sit in
dranghts of atmosphere permeated hy large
quantities of siliea which get into their
lnngs, rendering them liable to chills, colds
and pnewmonia, leading to fibrosis, silicosis,
pnewmonoeosis, and any other disease pecu-
liar to the industry. Thousandz of young
men have gone fo an early grave throngh
these things. We should not hesitate to
support a measure that will alleviate the
position and be of practieal help to the
men. withont being  an undue bwrden upon
the indnstry.

MR. STYANTS (Kalgoorlie) [103]: T
did not intend to speak on thiz Bill, he-
caunse its merits have been advanced so
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well by the Minister who introduced it, and
it has been so well supported by the mem-
ber for Murchison {(Mr. Marshall). Be-
cause of certain inaccuracies and mislead-
ing statements on the part of the Leader
of the Opposition, I feel, however, I should
say something concerning the measure. The
Leader of the Upposition is very much con-
cerned because certain Labour organisa-
tions, both industrial and political, were
likely to override the decision of the
president of the Avbitration Couri. 1t
that were the casc we would be following
a precedent established by the Mitehell-
Latham Government when they overrode a
decision of the Arbitration Court and of
the Basic Wage Commission, and reduced
the wages of Clovernment employees by
1834 per eent, without any reference either
to the conrt or the Commission. Not only
did they follow the example set in other
States of the Commonwealth in this re-
spect, but they went even further, and
made provision whereby private employers
could make application fo the court and
have the wages of their employees Te-
duced. There was no qguestion of refer-
ence to the eourt or the Commission prior
to the Mitchell-Latham Government mak-
ing this rednction. The Arbitration Court
and the Basic Wage Commission were set
np to fix an amount which would he
suflicient t; provide what was necessary to
keep a man, his wife and two children in
a reasonable degree of eomfort. They laid
down that partieular wage, and vyet the
Mitehell-Latham Government flouted the
ilegision of the Basie Wage Commission and
reduced the wage without any reference
to the tribunal concerned. The Leader of
the Opposition 1s pertorbed becanse the
Bill eontains something which should be
deeided by the Arbitration Comnrt. He de-
feated his own argument Ly reading from
(he present Act and proving that the man-
ner in which men should deseend and re-
furn to the surface has been laid down in
the Act for years. That is all the Bill
sets out to perpetuate, not the particular
svstem which at present provides that a
man shall go down in the employer’s time
and eome up in his own time, but that the
men to preserve the eight-hour principle
may go down in the employer’s time and be
returned to the surface during eight hours,
That provision has been in the Aet for
many vears and no excepltion was taken to
it until this evening. I wish to controvert
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the statement that the prineiple involjved
in the Ivanhoe dispute is affected by the
prineiples contained in this measure. They
are totally different questions. The pro-
vigions of the Bill embrace the bank-to-
bank system, but the Ivanhoe dispute did
not involve that system. The trouble in
that dispute was that following established
custom the men had been ready to de-
scend at 8 o’clock when the whistle blew.
They were prepared iv take out their plods,
which is an instruetion as to where they
shall work and what work they should do
underground. They were prepared to take
out their plods, collect their lamps and car-
bide, and be ready to descend at 8 o’clock
when the whistle blew. The arrangement
for 2 number of years with the mining
companies, with the exception of the Lake
View and Star Company, has been that
these men should not be ealled npon to do
any work on the smface prior to going
undevground. I will make that elear. The
men had no nbjection to working on the
surface before going undergreund, but they
claimed that they shounld be returned to
the surface at the expiration of eight hours
if they were called to perform any work on
the surface prior lo going underground or
be paid overtime. There is a vital difference
between what eansed the dispute in the Ivan-
lLoe shaft and the provisions of the Bill before
us. Under the decigion given by the Arbitra-
tion Court, it is now permissible for a man
to get his plod in his own time, to get his
lamp and carbide in his own time, but im-
medintely the whistle goes at 8§ o’clock,
he may be instrucied to work on the sur-
face. He may work for 20 minutes, half
an hour or threc-quarters of an hour on
the surface and then be sent underground.
By the deecision of the president of the
eonrk it is permissible to allow this man to
remain underground nntil 5 ¢’clock or 5.30.
There i no obligation on the part of the
employer to retnrn him to the surfaece within
the speeified time of 8 hours. Will any
memher say that was not suffieient reason
for industrias? unrest? Tt certainly was.
The conditions under which these men la-
hour and in which they find themselves

after a day’s work underground have
been indicated by the Minister and

the member for Murchison (Mr. Marshall).
Sitting down there in the dust and among
germs, wet through to the skin with either
perspiration or salt water, snbject to pos-
sible contamination of silicosis, tegether with
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the possibility of pnenmonia, that is the man
<coneerning whom the President of the Arbi-
tration Court says there isx no ohligation to
return him to the surface within a specified
time. The President of the Arbitration
Court sav=, in his decision, that that nan
<can be kept anderground for 944 hours.
‘What wonder that the men refuse to coneur
in those conditions? The Leader of the Op-
position made certain derogatory references
to statements made by me at a meeting of
Talgoorlie miners in connection with the dis-
pute. Had it not been for the faet that mem-
bers of Parliament attended the meeting and
advised the miners to continue work, there
probably wonld have heen a serious stop-
page. The abbreviated newspaper reports
from which the Leader of the Opposition
quoted gave, as ail newspaper reports do,
only a limited portion of what actually was
said; but T am prepared to stand up to the
statements atéributed fo me in the “Wesi
Australian” report. That report is a fairly
aceurate indication of what I did sax on
that oceasion. I say now that the decision
of the President of the Arbitration Couwrt in
that particular ease, though it may have
been right in law, yet on faets and evidence
snbmitted to the eourt was distinetly wrong.
d have had the opporfunity to read the evi-
dence tendered in the ease. Probably the
Leader of the Opposition has not been suffi-
eciently interested to perwse it. The Lake
View and ‘Star Company’s prinecipal wit-
ness, their supervisor of works, a man who
has risen from the position of an ordinary
miner to ilie status of supervisor, gave it in
evidence before the President of the Arbi-
tration Count that it was not eustomary, and
had not heen enstomary, so far as he knew,
during the whole of the time he worked as
& miner, to require any man to work on the
surface while waiting to go on underground.
Yet we are told that the deeision was right
in faet, nothwithstanding that the chief wit-
ness for the companies said it was against
usage to ask a man to work while waiting
on he surfaee. I reiterate that the men are
prepared to do work on the surface provided
they return to the surface within the period
of eight hours. To that, however, the com-
pantes are not prepared to agree. I yield
place to no man in this community as re-
gards obedience to the law, but I make a
stipulation. When the law spells justice, I
will say “Obey.” When the law spells in-
Justice and wrong decisions, there is an-
other eourse to be taken.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Marshall: In that case the law will
not have public opinion behind if.

Mr, STYANTS: The President of the
Arbitration Court fromn his exalted position
wade certain references, as he has a rght
to do, to the eonstant friction in industry.
He said industrialists of to-day were not
prepared to abide by decisions of the Arbi-
tration Coury. He attributes the indusiriai
unrest and the disturbaneces in the industrial
field to men not being prepared to aceept
his decisions. If he had elosely investigated
some of the decisions and some of ihe
awards given by himself as President of the
Arbitration Court in recent years, he would
have discovered the reasons for the mdus-
trial unrest and the constant friction in
Woestern Australia. I stand by my statement
that he should be removed from the position
of President of the Arbitration Court. An
ordinary ganger in charge of a hody of men,
or a faetory manager, coming ronstantly
into friection with the employees and con-
stantly cansing unrest, should be removed.
Odly an obstinate and mulish person would
say that such a man should not be removed
from his position. He must lack adapta-
bility to manage men successfully.

Mr. Seward: Who is to be the judge of
his adaptability ¢

Mr. STYANTS: But for the presence of
Labour members, there would have been a
big industrial dispute on the goldfields. The
President of the Arbitration Court lays all
the blame on the workers, and sees no faulr
or shortcoming in himself. My opinion is
that all this industrial unrest and all this
bresking of industrial awards wounld dis-
appear if decisions and awards of the Arbi-
tration Court were in conformity with the
evidence submitted. As a witnesy before the
Arbitration Court T ean testify that awards
and decisions are not in conformity with the
cvidence tendered. That applies to the
Ivanhoe decision, which almost brought
ahout a stoppage. I have now dealt
as fully as T wish to deal with
the TIvanhoe dispute in relation o
this Bill, The twoe have nothing in common,
Hag it not been for the evident confusion in
the mind of the Leader of the Opposition,
who holds that the conditions which created
the Ivanhoe dispute are identical with the
principle of the Bill, I would not have risen.
There are two special reasons why, in my
opinion, the measure shonld he passed. The
first one is that in Anstralasia to-day there is
not another indnstry whick can so well
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afford to grant reasonable conditions to its
etaployees as the gold mining industry can.
That Yankee company, the Lake View and
Star, whiech has introdueced speeding-up
methods into Western Australian mining,
showed last year a profit of over £500,000,
which was paid away in dividends. The
South Kalgurli mine on & subseribed capital
of £120,000 pays annual dividends of about
£80,000. Consequently, there should be no
great financial difficulty entailed on those
companies in granting reasonable working
conditions to their employees. The second
reason is that if any class of worker deserves
preferential conditions in his employment, it
is the unfortunate miner who has to work
in the hell-holes known as mines. Statistics
show the average miner’s life to be 25 years.
That is to say, ifl he starts to work in a
mine when he is 20 years of age and con-
tinues working in the mining industry, even
without contracting miners' complaint, his
average duration of life is 45 years. This
statement can be borne out by any person
who cares to visit the cemetery of a min-
ing town and look at the tombstones. The
majority will bear ages ranging from 35 to
45 years.

Mr. Marghall:
men!

Mr. STYANTS: Mostly young men who
have passed out on aceount of the conditions
in the mining industry. The only prospect
facing a miner is an impoverished old age,
an old age during which he will be in con-
tinnous iilness brought about by working in
the mining industry. I trust the House will
take a favourable view of the Bill. This
measure is regarded, particularly by the
miners, as one of the greatest steps to secure
safety in the mines that it is possible to
introduce, As indicated by the Minister
when he moved the second reading of the
Bill, it will afford machine men and others
an opportunity, if the bank to bank system
is introduced, to converse with each other
regarding conditions when one shift is tak-
ing over from another. They can discuss
any peculiarities or dangerous conditions re-
lating to the ground in which work bas been
proceeding. That is usually done with re-
gard to positions of responsibility. For in-
stanee, in connection with the railways,
every time an engine-driver takes over from
another, the men are allowed sufficient time
to enable them to make an inspection of the
engine s0 as to ascertain that everything is

{78]
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satisfactory. If it is essential to do that in
any industry, it is doubly so in goldmining.
I hope members will agree to the Bili, be-
cause the step contemplated has been long
required for universal application through-
out the mines of the State.

MR. SEWARD (Pingelly) [10.21]: I do
not intend to vote for the Bill, and
it is only reasonable that T should
indicate why I will not do so. It is
amazing to me that the Minister
should so studiously and ecarefully re-
frain from referring to the canse of its in-
troduction. When the member for Murchi-
son (Mr. Marshall) was speaking, he in-
ferred that anyone who opposed the Bill
had no sympathy whatever regarding the
working conditions of men who Iabour in
the mines. I want to disabuse his mind on
that score. I have every possible sympathy
for the miners, as far as anyone can have
sympathy with them without knowing the
conditions in which they work. I believe
I was down a mine on one occasion many
vears ago. It does not matter whether a
miner or any other worker is concerned, ~
always hold that he is entitled to the best
possible conditions under which to carry out
his work. Apart from that, I also hold that
it is mot the function of Parliament to say
what the conditions of employment shall be,
either in respeet of work generally, hours,
or anything else. Let members look at the
position. I am asked to east a vote on this
question. I have been down a mine once
and have seen the mines only from a pretty
long range. What possible weight could
attach to any vote I might cast under those
conditions? 1 am not conversant with the
mining eonditions,

Mr. Fox: Then you should take notice of
those who do know,

Mr. SEWARD: And those -who are
supposed to know bave so side-tracked
the issue as to the real purpose of
the Bill that I cannot take any notice
of what they said. The Bill has been intro-
duced simply and solely because the em-
ployees could not get what they wanted from
the Arbitration Court. That is the real rea-
son. They sent a deputation to Perth and
told the Government to introduce a Bill to
provide for what they required, and so we
have the measure before us now., T shall
not cast my vote to override the Arbitration
Court. Throughout Australia the Arbitra.
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tion Court has been adopted as the body to
investigate and deal with industrial condi-
tions, So long as 1 am & member of this
House, my vote will never be used for the
purpose of usurping the functions of that
court. It is not merely a matter affecting
the President of the Arbitration Court. We
have heard certain things said about the Pre-
sident, and a certain statement appeared in
the Press indieating that because the eourt
would not give a .decision in favour of the
men, the FPresident Mr. Juostice Dwyer
should be removed from the Arbitration
Court beneh. I do not know the President,
but I have been told of him by some people
who knew him in his earlier days, From
what 1 was informed, it would appear that
the President of the Arbitration Court did
not always occupy so richly rewarded a posi-
tion as he does to-day. He had to make
his way in the world. He had to earn his
living during the day and burn the eandle
at might to qualify himself for the higher
position he holds to-day. All honour to that
man! Simply beeause he holds his present
official position does not indicate that, ipse
facto, he is not capable of considering sym-
pathetically any request suhmitted as regards
working conditions. The member for Kal-
goorlie (Mr. Styants) mentioned the effect
of industrial disputes to which, unfortun-
ately, we have become rather acenstomed in
these days. There have heen three recently.
There was the dispute at Collie; then there
was the bus sirike, and now we have this
trouble that has come under review by mem-
bers. The member for Kalgoorlie asserted
that these industrial disputes were due to
the fact that dissatisfaction had been eaused
among the workers by the Arbitration Court
decisions. I would like to remind members
that the employees as well as the employers,
have a representative on the court, so that
the decision of the court is not entirely de-
pendent upon the views of the President, 1
do not agree with the member for Kalgoorlie
when he ascribed the industrial unrest to the
decisions of the Arbitration Court. The in-
dustrial unrest we have experienced dates
back to the time when the Government
usurped the funetions of the Arbitration
Court in dealing with a dispute on the gold-
fields over 12 months age. The Govern-
ment set the court aside and compelled the
owners to agree to econditions that the court
would not assent to. Naturally, when one
set of workers saw that another section had
obtained from the Government eonditions
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that could not be obtained from the Arbi-
tration Court, they pursued a similar course.

Mr. Lambert: What case are yon refer-
ring to?

My, SEWARD: A goldfields trouble, the
details of which the hon. member knows fall
well.

The Minister for Mines: It would be o
good job if you stueck to things of which
vou know something, rather than deal
with a matter regarding which you know
nothing,

Mr. SEWARD: I know sulficient to real-
ise that the Government propose to usurp
the functions of the Avhitration Court.

The Minister for Mines: Nothing of the
kind.

Mr. SEWARD: I say they are. The
Minister can have his opinion, and I will
have minz; but the weight of evidence
throughount the State will be on my side,
and will be that the Government are
attempting to do so in this instance. The
Avhitration Court hag been set up to dea'
with suech matters. The court investigates
the application, and get to know the
conditions. The eourt is the body fo deal
with sunch & matter, not Parliament, and
consequently I intend to vote against the
Bill, solely for that reason. That is the
only purpose of the Bill, namely, to usurp
the functions of the Arbitration Court. I
do not intend to diseuss the issue that has
heen raised. The bank to bank system may
he perfectly fair, I do not say it is not.
That point does not enter into the diseussion
at all. The point is that it is a function of
the Arbitration Court to determine such a
n:atter, and Parliament has no right to inter-
fere. For that reason I shall vote against
the second reading. I was rather amused to
note that the member for Kalgoorlie (Mr.
Styants), during the course of his remarks,
flatly contradicted the member for Murchi-
son  (Mr. Marshall), who said that the
principle contained in the Bill would not
affect the larger mines so much as the
smaller mines,

My, Lambert: No, rather the reverse,

Mr. SEWARD: He pointed out that the
larger mines had the bigger plant, and
could bring the men to the surface more
quickly than the smaller mines, Therefore
I take it that on the smaller mines the men
are likely to be a longer fime in reaching
the surface than the men on the bigger
mines.
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Mr. Mavshall: No; you do not know mueh
about the subject.

Mr. SEWARD: I admifted that. 1
pointed out that I an less qualified to mak:
a prononneement on this subjeet, and there-
fore I desire to leave the matter to the Arbi-
tration Court for deeision.

The Minister for Mines: Yes, you had
better leave it alone,

Mr. Marshali: Yon
ground.

Mr. SEWARD: The membher for Murchi-
son pointed out that the larger mines could
bring the men to the suvface in bigger
cages and more quickly than was pessible
in the smaller mines. Yet the member for
Kalgoorlic complained because the Lake
View and Star mine, which presumably
would have a bigzer plant, would possibly
leave the men down, I think he suggested
114 hours, after the time they had finished.
Is it sensible for anybody to imagine that
any company would not shift those men as
quickly as possible? It is folly to hrng
a measure of this description befor:
Parliament to decide; it 15 a matter for the
Arbitration Court.

are on dangerous

MR. LAMBERT (Yilgarn-Coolgardie)
[10.31]: It is a pity that a lot of irrele-
vant matter has been infroduced into the
discussion, partienlarly by the Leader of
the Opposition. By no streteh of imagin-
ation can one suggest that this measure
constitutes any inferference with the fune-
tions of the Arbitration Court. The only
desire is to clarify the position as far as the
meaning given to the section of the Act
dealing with 44 hours underground is con-
cerned. Unfortunately in days gone by on
some mines—though I must admit, with the
member for Murchison, on very few mines
—the habit erept in whereby a miner, when
he arrived at the pit’s mouth and the com-
pany were not ready to take him below,
would be asked by the shift hoss to move
some timber or tools or something else
and so, possibly, he would not go below for
a quarter of an hour or 20 minutes after-
wards. When it ecame to knocking-off time
he ceased work at 4 p.m., and not being
able to come up in the cage, possibly on
account of the number of men before him,
he would not reach the surface until a
quarter of an hour or 20 minutes after 4
o'clock. To elarifv the position, to give
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clear directions to the Arbitration Court
as to the exact intention of the legislatur~
in laying down the prineciple of a 44-hcur
week, it was necessary to amend the Aect,
There is no need to throw stones at the
President of the Arbitration Court in the
decision he has given. Indeed, I would
be the last to subseribe to the belief that
the President of the Arbitration Couit
would not exercise, as I believe he always
has done, that soundness of principle and
jealous regard for his position whieh have
characterised most of the decisions he has
been called upon to give in the Arbitra-
tion Court. But I think the member for
Nedlands (Hon. N. Keenan) will at least
readily concede that even judges at times
2o slightly astray, particularly in the in-
terpretation of the actual intention of
Parliament in passing certain legislation.
The Leader of the Opposition made much
of the Ivanhoe dispute. We had no hesita-
tion in going there with a desire to pre-
serve industrial peace and to give an in-
d’cation to the men that we felt that whiie
probably the Arbitration Court in a sense
Iacked sympathy the court earried out the
actual wording of the Aet. The excellent
speech by the member for Murehison (Mr.
Marshall} and the equally excellent speéch
by the member for Kalgoorlie (Mr. Sty-
ants) should have presenied a case to tho
House needing little addition from any
other member from the goldfields. But T
would reply fo the remarks of the Leador
of the Opposition and the gond-intenticned
rontributions to the debate by the member
for Pingelly (Mr. Seward) in connection
with the broad outline of the hours of la-
hour not being bound up with the functions
of the legislature. Such a determination is
not the function of the Arbitration Conurt,
and it is for this legislature not to shirk
its responsibility. It is for this House to
fay down the broad outline and formula,
especially in regard to the hours of work.
It is becoming more necessary to-day than
ever it was in the history of the industrial
life of our eivilisation for this to be done.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Why ean’t the Ar-
hitration Court fix the hours?

Myr. LAMBERT: They can.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Of eourse they can;
we only fix the maximum number of hours,

Mr. LAMBERT: The hon. member knows
well that the 40-hour week has been seé
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up by legislatures in other countries—in
Canada, Ameriea, and Bungland. Apart
from the legislatures in demoecratie coun-
tries having set up the 40-hour week it
has been dene also by dictators in places
like Germany and Ttaly. Consideration to
the matter is even being given by the
League of Nations—the pivet upon which
our civilisation turns to-day and wupon
which our to-morrow, if there is to be a
to-morrow, is dependent. The League of
Nations is endeavouring to lay down the
broad ontline of hours of labour and con-
ditions, and endesvouring to find a for-
mula. The Leader of the Opposition found
fault with the reported statement of mine
that we stand for a 40-hour week. There
¢an be no mistaken idea of our attitude.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You said 48 hours.

Mr. LAMBERT: Well, it was misre-
ported. Yon need have no mistaken idea
of our ambitions and desires progressively
to lessen the hours of labour,

Mr. Marshall: The desire is world-wide,

Hon. C. G. Latham: I have never said
T am not in favour of shorter hours.

Mr. LAMBERT: The Leader of the
Opposition in quoting the innoeent remarks
made by the member for Kalgoorlie

Hon. C. G. Latham : Innocent remarks?

Mr. LAMBERT: The hon. member took
him very forcefully to task for the referenca
he made—— '

Mr. Styants: He had something to say
about you too.

Mr. LAMBERT: T conveniently forgot
that. The other day when the Leader of the
Opposttion’s deputy moved an amendment
to the Agricultural Bank Aet, which he knew
meant to a very definite extent the ripping
to pieces of the whole legislation affeeting
that institntion in which the people of this
country have £14,000,000 invested, what did
the Leader of the Opposition de? Did he
take the same pious attitude and say, “No,
this is a matter for the Agrieultural Bank
Commissioners, and it would be a shecking
thing if we were to forget that,” = Did he
say anything of the sort? No, of course he
did not. °
. Hon. C. G. T.atham: Yon stayed outside
the door when the division was taking place.

Mr. LAMBERT: 1 do not think you
should challenge the political integrity of the
member for North Perth in pairing with me.
There was much in what the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition put forward in his desire
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to amend the Agricultural Bank Act.

Mr. SPEAKER: We will not diseuss that,
for the Bill was ruled out of order.

Mr. LAMBERT: 1 am only drawing an
analogy.

Mr, SPEAKER: Well, the hon. member
is quite out of order in drawing sueh an
analogy.

Mr. LAMBERT: Very well, I will not
pursue that line of argument farther. Nor
is it my intention to try to intensily the
words used by the member for Muvchison
{Mr. Marshall) and the member for Kal-
voorlic (Mr. Styants) regarding the econdi-
tions under which the workers in the gold
mines are labouring to-day. Tt is sufficient
for me to say that if there is one industry
in Westery Australia that ean at least afford
concessions to the workers engaged in if, it
is the goldmining industry. I do not think
any member desires to harass or pnt any
undue handicap on that industry. But, as
I said, the mine managers in days gone by,
when most of our mines were down and out,
this Government, the ex-Premier of this
country, and the present Minister for Mines,
and indeed the House, had no hesitation in
giving everything to assist the industry that
has done so much for the development and
progress of this State. But something
should eome our way when the industry ean
afford to pay. The reward should be the
capacity to pay. And even if better condi-
tions were given to the miner to-day, his
child may ery, “Don’t go down the mine,
Daddy.” With that ringing in the ears of
countless thousands of miners to-day who
have to get their living underground—why,
if one should be well disposed towards any
class of worker, it is those men who have to
get their living by the mining industry. I
know there are other industries and other
people engaged in ecarrying out the useful
and essential services of this country, and
we must have some regard for our atfitude
towards them. Many men to-day oui in the
broad lands of the country deserve a lot of
consideration, and it is a great pity that this
Parliament, instead of sitting idly by with
arms folded, does not go out into the country
and see some of the men and the womenfolk
there who are trying to get a living for their
children. But I would not be like the
Leader of the Opposition and say that thev
should go to the Arbitration Court. Have
they ever asked anything of the Arbitration
Court ?
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Hon. C. G. Latham: 1 should not mind
their going there if there were a tribunal
for them.

Mr. LAMBERT: I say that every man
who is a trier in this country, whather an in-
dustrialist or an agrieultnrist, deserves
that this Parliament should be the arbitrator
of what is right and what is wrong.

Mr. Thorn: What authority have you for
saying that?

Mr. LAMBERT: I say it by an autherity
that is hacked by a considerable amount of
knowledge and experience. While it would
ill become me to draw a comparison hetween
the relative capacities of people, I say that
{ will accept responsibility for what I say
and do. Now little remains for me to add,
other than again to pay tribute to, in the
first instance, the ready way in whieh the
Minister for Mines at all times exercises a
sense of fairness, not only to the miner
but also to the mining interests; and of
course I wish to pay a tribute to the two
very effective speeches made to-night Ly the
member for Murchison and.the member for
Kalgoorlie.

HON. W. D. JOHNSON (Gugildford-Mid-
land) [10.47]: So far as T ean see, the ques-
tion of the working hours of men under-
ground has been directed by definite legis-
lation passed by Parliament and placed on
the statute-book at any time during the last
30 years. I submit, and T think the member
for Nedlands {Hon. N. Keenan) will admit,
that the Arbitration Court has no power to
override definite direction from this House.
It i3 true that there was the dispute on the
Ivanhoe mine, but that had noihing to do
with the subject matler of the Bill, and it
was a violation of the principal Act, so far
as one ¢an read. Thai is the ease that was
before the court. The eourt was eslled npon
to deside whether it was not a violation
of the Act to work men before they com-
mence to go down, and calenlate their time
on that basis. But it was definitely under
an amendment of the Aet that has been in
operation for many years, and the court has
no power to interfere with definite direetions
by statute from this Parliament.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You will agree that
the time worked was less than 48 hours.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: They bhave
altered the hours from 48 to 44, but they
eannot take any action as a court that will
violate definite directions by legisiation. This
has been in operation for 30 years now and
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when we try to make a slight alteration of it,
it is said that we ought to leave it to the
Arbitration Court. For 30 years it has not
been left to the Arbitration Court.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon,
S. W. Muansie—Hannans—in reply) [10.50]:
There is very little that calls for reply. After
listening to the speeches of the Leader of
the National Party, the Leader of the Op-
position and the member for Pingelly onc
could be excused for marvelling how the
Mines Regulation Aet ever got on the stat-
ute-book. If what they claim is correct, we
would never have had a Mines Regulation
Act., Parliament passed the Arbitration Aet
in 1902, so arbitration has been the policy
of Parliament since that year. The Mines
Regulation Aet was passed in 1906—four
vears later. How on earth did that law get
on the statunte-book if the argnments uvsed
by those members are to carry any weight?
They know it could never have heen enaeted
that men should not work more than 48 hours
in any one week or eight hours in any one
day. They would have said it was eniirely
a matter for the Arbitration Court to decide.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You know the
powers we have handed over to the court in
reeent years.

The MINISTER FOR MINES : Since the
ineeption, the Arbitration Court has had the
power to fix the hours of labour and still
fixes them. I am not arguing against that
at all, but there are times, and this is one
of them, when there needs to be some little
stimulus to progress other than what ean be
obtained from the court. The member for
Pingelly said it was no wonder that there had
been industrial trouble at Kalgoorlie seeing
that the Government some 12 months ago
had overridden a decision of the court. T re-
peat what I told the mining magnates of
Great Britain to their face—a meeting of
those direetly concerned—that the Govern-
ment had never overridden an Arbitration
Court award. The award definitely laid down
a 44-hour week to be worked in five shifts
of eight hours and one shift of four hours.
Then, as an afterthonght, the court provided
that if the mining eompanies worked the men
48 hours in one week and 40 hours in the
next week it would be deemed to comply
with the award. All that the Government
did was to say that the men had as muech
right as had the companies to decide which
of the alternatives they wounld adopt. Would
any member argue that the workers had not
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as much right as had the companies to de-
cide?

Hon. C. G. Latham: Why was not the
guestion referred back to the court for inter-
pretation?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There
was nothing to interpref. The matter was
plainly set forth in the award. It was a
question as te which hours should be worked.
Why should an interpretation be sought?
The argument was az to which of the two
sets of proposals stipulated by the court
should be adopted. Never in the history of
the wmining industry in this State have the
men worked underground for 48 hours in
any one week. The longest was 47 hours in
any one week, For the last 17V years no
man has worked underground for more than
44 hours in any one weck. The eourf gave
the decision and speecified how the 44 hours
should be worked. They gave the companies
the right to adopt the 40-48 hours if the
men were agreeable. There is not the slight-
est doubt about that. The Leader of the
National Party is smiling. I want him
and others to realise thaf, previous to the
award being given, a ballot was taken on
varions mires on the guestion of working
the 40-48 hours. On some mines the 40-48
hours were adopted; on other mines the men
favoured the 44-hour week, In my opinion
the President of the court included the
alternative so that the companies, if they so
desired, conld get the opinion of the me=x
and work those hours if the men were agree-
able. The men were not agreeable and tolé
the management so, Still the management
said that they mnst work the 40.48 hours or
not work at all.

My, Marshalli: That is right.

Mr. Stvants: It was a lock-out.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: The men
did not strike. Ther were prepared to com-
ply with the award, but the companies said,
“You witl comply with it in our way or not
al all” T backed the men. If the same thing
happened tomorrow, T would back the men
again.

Mr. Stvants: Hear, hear!

The MTNISTER FOR MINES: I wonld
back the men honestly believing that I
would not be infringing any award of the
Avbitration Court. T have personally told
the workers that they would not get my
sympathy if ther went on strile amainst an
award of the court. If men want to strike,
I will back them if they have a just case,
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but I will not allow men or managers fo
have it both ways. If men believe they have
a grievante, agree to settle it by arbitration,
go to the court, get a decision and then
refuse to arcept it, they need not look to me
for sympathy hecause they will not get it.
I assure the member for Nedlands that I
have not introduced the Bill in order to
eateh votes Tt ill-becomes the hon. member
to accuse me of having introduced the Bill
for that purpose. The Bill has not been
introdnced purely because of a request from
the A.W.U, seetion. That is not the only
reason. The member for Pingelly read from
a Press report that 20 requests had been
sent for aomendments to mines regulation:

and to this legislation. Some of the
amendments which have been requested
to the Mines Regulation Aet will

he introduced. I am not going tfo be
cowardly enough to wait until Parliament
goes into recess, although I have power, as
Minister for Mines, to do this, and then make
such regulations as I like governing the
Mines Regulatipn Aet, get them throngh
Bxecutive Council and have them Dbecome
law immediately they are gazetted, and put
info operation until the House meets again,
and perhaps disallows them. That would
not be a fair method to adopt if there is time
to bring down the amendments while the
House is sitting. I intend to introduee
amendments whilst this session is in progress.
I will do so because I helieve they are abso-
lutely essential in the interests of men who
are sacrificing their lives in the goldmining
industry. I should be lacking in my duty
if I failed to do this. T make no apology
for doing the correct thing, in the interests
both of the men and the industry. No man
has gone further in this country than I have
to assist goldmining eompanies as well as
the men working for those companies. I
make no apology for bringing down this
Bill, because T believe it is necessary. Two
speakers have said that the Bill was intro-
duced to override a decision of the Arbitra-
tion Court in connection with the Ivanhoe
dispute. The measure has nothing to do
with that question. The dispute was not
over the bank to bank system when the last
trouble occurred on that mine. The question
submitted to the Arbitration Court did nof
mention the bank to bank system. All that
the men applied to the court for was for an
interpretation conecernine one point. If &
man was asked to do work on the surfaece
prior to his going nndergronnd and was not
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_returned to the surface within eight hours,
was he entitled to claim overtime for the
time worked over and above the eight hours?
That was what was referred (o the court.
The bank to bank system was never men-
tioned. The criticism the court received for
the decision was for aliowing evidence
that had been given 43 years pre-
viously on the bank to bank system, but
which had never been submitted to the conrt
in the Ivanhoe case. It was an inter-
pretation econeerning whether a man was
entitled to overtime if he worked more
than eight hours. The Bill has nothing te
do with that. Probably only one mine will
be affected if this Bill becomes law, namely
the Sons of Gwalia Mine. If the manage-
ment liked, they eould put on double skips
to tide them over for a time and thus handle
the men more expeditionsly. 1 eommend
the member for Murchison for the remarks
he made. Every time a eage goes up or
down at Wiluna it shifis 40 men, The shaft
is a big one and would be expensive to
duplicate, and it would be expensive for
some of the older companies to embark
npon. Wiluna is one of several mines that
are up to date in respect to plant, and that
ean change their men speedily. The com-
pany have a magnificent ore treatment
plant, but if it were possible to amend
the Act to compel them to sink a second
main shaft in order to give the men two
travelling ways, I would bring down such
an amendment. A company such as the
Wiluna Gold Corporation is depend-
ent  absolutely apon  one  entrance
and one getaway to and from the mine.
Over 1,000 men are employed underground
there, day in and day out. It is not a
reasonable proposition for them. No doubt
when the mine is joined up with the show
to the north, and a shaft is put down and
the levels connected, provision can be made
for travelling twoe ways,

Mr, Marshall: But the shafts will be a
long way apart.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes. But
for that amalgamation, there would be nv
hope of securing a travel-way in two diree-
tions. The Mining Act shonld be amended
in the near future to provide that any
mine going down beyond 1,000 feet in
depth should have a second outlet. It is
a pretty hard job to get ventilation down
a shaft, and the exbanst air np the same
shaft. From the point of view of venti-
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lation and the health of the men it is not
fair that there should be only one travel-
ling-way in a mine of any depth, and only
one way for the air to be taken down and
the exhaust taken away. There is much
need for other amendments to the Aet be-
sides this particular one.

Mr. Marshall: The eompanies have becn
generously treated.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: This Bill

only asks for the bank to bank system.
There is hardly onc instance of a mine
where men do not start to fire ai least
half an hour before knocking off. It is
very rare for the firing- not to be com-
pleted within 20 minutes of the time when
the men knock off. Why tell the men they
have to stop underground whether they
work or not, because they are not going
to be drawn to the surface? Some mem-
bers may think that the management were
not pulling the men to the surface becaunse
they were doing something else with the
cage, pulling ore and so on. That is not
80,
My, Marshall: The cage is idle.
The MINISTER ¥FOR MINES: That is
s0, [t is doing nothing. At least over 20
minutes before each change of shift it is
doing pothing. Why leave it idle and keep
the men underground when they can be
pulled into the fresh air where they can
converse with their mates above ground?
The cage conld then go down with the new
shift. This is a simple amendment. It is
one 1 believe the men will appreciate if
they get it. It is not going nearly far
enough when we think of some amendments
whieh ought to be introduced, when the
time comes, to make the Aect a better work-
ing measure in the interests of the com-
munity who have to work underground.

Question put and passed.
Rill read a second time.

In Commiliee.
Bill passed through Committee withont
debate, reported without amendment, aad
the report adopted.

BILL—BOAT LIVENSING AQOT
AMFENDMENT.
Second Reading,
THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
{Hon. F. J. 5. Wise—QRascoyne) [11.1Z]
in moving the second reading said: 'This
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Bill was introduced in {he Legislative
Council. Its ohjects are to provide for the

licensing of river eraft and to obviate du-
plication of licenses such as now oceurs.
At present all harbour and river launches,
steamers, and other vessels are required to
be surveyed under the Navigation Act; and
under the Boat Licensing Aect of 1878 there
is also an annual survey. So that in the
case of river craft such as the “Zephyr”
and many others, an annual survey under
the Navigation Act is necessary for the
purpose of receiving a license; and since
these eraft come within the scope of the
Boat Licensing Act they are subject to an-
other annual inspection as well. The lat-
ter Act has a section reading—

Nothing in this Aect contained shall apply to

any boat, ship, vessel, or steamer making any
coasting voyage within the meaning of the
Colonial Passengera Ordinance of 1861,
Thus the duality of licenses does not apply
to boats engaged in the coasting trade, but
merely to river craft and fo vessels ply-
ing their trade in the outer harbour. The
power of survey contained in the Ordin-
ance of 1861 has been provided for in
amendments of subsequent statutes. There-
fore the Bill proposes to substitute, in lien
thereof, a section reading—

Nothing in thiz Act contained shall apply to

ary boat, ship, vessel, or steamer which is sub-
ject to the provisions of the Navigation Act,
1904-1926 (No. 59 of 1904).
Thus boals may be exempted from the pro-
visions of the Boat Licensing Act if they
are subject to the other inspection. The
innovation will be weleome to all owners
of river craft and all owners of vessels
trading in the rivers and the outer har-
bour. This is a very simple measure in-
deed, and I have pleasure in moving—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Mr. Sampson, debate ad-
journed.

House adjourned at 11.14 p.m.

[COUNCIL.]

Regislative Council,
Tuesday, Is¢ December, 1936,

PAgE
Billa: Forests Act Amendment Continuance 3R.,
passed ... 2204
Financial Emergency Aot Amendmnt, 35...
pasaed 2204
Guﬂdfom GCempteries, 38., 2204
Trade Descriptions and Fa.lae Advertlsementa.
3R, 2204
Financlal Emergency Tax .e\saessment. Act
Amendment, 2R., defeated ... 2204
Yotterfes (Control) Aot Amendment, 18, 2218
Dalry Industry Act Amendment, 1B. ... . 2218
ines Regulations Act Amendment, IB. 2218
Weetem Australian Bush Nurdng Trust, re.
turned 2219
Dividend Dutles Act Amendment Assemblys
measage 2210
Pumgnsers Protection Acb Amendment, 21. a0
Falr Hents, 2E., defeated | 2220
Factories und Shops Ach Amen(lment., 2R de-
teated 2225

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
pau. and vead prayers.

BILLS (4)—THIRD READING.

1, Forests Act Amendment Continuance.

2, Financial Emergency Ac¢t Amend-
ment.
3, Cuildford Cemeteries.
Passed.
4, Trade Deseriptions and False Adver-
tisements.
Returned to the Assembly with amend-
ments.

BILL- TINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Seeond Reading—Defeated,

Debate resumed from the 25th November.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan)
[#.40]: The special feature to which atten-
tion has becn drawn in relation te this Bill
is the departure made from previous Bills
of this nature in creating the basic wage as
the basis of exemption as against a fixed
sain which )revailed in each of the Bills
which have preceded this one. Having
tegard to the remarks which have heen made
hy hon. memhcrs in disecussing this measure,
there is every justification for the House
a=king thai the same method of assessment
shon'd he followed as in the past, if we
decide to eontinue this Eall for a furiher
period, and, in place of adopting the idea



