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by referring to any more of the clauses.
I wished to refer more to the policy of
the Bill. 1 think the Government are
very unwise in bringing in a drastie
measure such as this at the present time.
It is one that T feel sure will heap lots of
burdens on those who are trying to de-
velop the country at the present moment
—burdens which they are not in a posi-
tion to bear. I was going to say I would
vote against the second reading, but I
shall reserve my judgment until 1 have
heard the rest of the debate.

On motion by Hon. H. P,
debate adjourned.

Colebatei

BILLS (3)—FIRST READING.

1, Public Works Committee.

2, Munieipal Corporations Aet Amend-
ment.

3, Government Tramways.

Received from the Legislative Assem-
bly.

House adjourned at 10 p.mn,
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MINISTERIAL STATEMENT-—

PERTH TRAMWAYS PURCHASE.

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Scaddan):
I wish to announce to the House that
I have this day received a cablegram
from the Agent General in the following
terms :—

Tramway meeting, sharcholders have
confirmed directors’ action.
This now makes the Perth tramways the
property of the State.

QUESTION—WARDERS' INQUIRY
BOARDS.

Mr. UNDERWOOD (for Mr. Dwyer)
asked the Premier: 1, Is it the in-
tention of the Government to refuse to
allow warders in asylums for the insane
to be represented before boards of
inguiry by counsel or by other persons ?
2, If so, does this rule or regulation
extend to warders in prisons and to
members of the police force, and what
are the reasons for such course being
taken, and have the wishes of the officers
and persons concerned been at all con.
sulted in the matter ?

The PREMIER replied : 1, The
question of establishing either a board
of inquiry or a board of appeal in con-
nection with the hospital for the insane
is now enpgaging attention. The board
will be representative of each party
to the issue, and additional representation
by counsel is considered unnecessary
and expensive. The regulations relating
to appeal boards under the Railways
and Public Service Acts, which have
worked satisfactorily, prohibit the ap-
pearance of counsel. 2, Owing to the
police board of inquiry having summary
jurisdiction under the Police Act, with
power to impose fine or imprisonment,
counsel is permitted in these cases.
It is not intended to allow counsel to
appear under the gaols regulations.
The question has not been referred to

_the officers and persons concerned.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.
1, Municipal Corporations Act Amend-
ment.

2, Government Tramways.
Transmitted to the Legislative Council.
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BILL—LAND ACT AMENDMENT.
Report of Committee adopted.

BILL—PEARLING.
Council’s Amendmnents.

Scheduole of 18 amendments recuested
by the Legislative Council now con-
sidered.

In Committee.

Mr. McDowall in the Chair, the Min-
ister for Works in charge of the Bill.

On motion by the MINISTER FOR
WORKS, amendments Nos. 1| to 15
macde.

No. 16—Third Schedule, in line 1
strike out the figures “* £3 0s. ¢d.” and
insert £10 0Os. 0d.”

The MINISTER
moved—

FOR WORKS

That the amendment be made.

Mr. MALFE: The question of the
royalty was now outside the Bill but
this amendment raised the license for
each boat from £3, as in the Bill, or
from £1, the existing license fee, to £10 ;
but the financial position in regard to
pearling had altered considerably since
the Bill was before the Assembly. In
opposing the royalty he had not objected
to the license being increased to £3
because the administration of the Bill
would no doubt be heavier than pre-
viously, but at the time mother-nf-pearl
shell was at its absolutely highest price.
The price in Broome in August was
considerably higher than he ever remem-
bered it to be, but since then there had
been two auctions, one in September
prior to the time when this Bill was before
the Upper House in which a reduction
was shown of £60 per ton, and last week
there was another sale in London at
which the price receded a further £60.
Therefore, since the introduction of the
Bill to Parliament in the first place, the
price of shell had gone back nearly £120
per ton. The member ior Roebourne
(Mr. Gardiner) quoted anumber of figures,
pointing cut that the average price was
£250 per ton, and he (Mr. MMale) pointed
out at that time, from his 20 years’
experience of pearling, he could not
remember shell having reached such
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# high price. To-day he doubted whether
there was a market in Broome for the
sale of shell, but should there be buyers,
and in the uncertain state of the market.
the price would not exceed £180 per ton.
The high price lasted only a few weeks.
With the present prospects, the wmarket
disorganised, and the state of urope
considerably disorganised, and with
American buyers standing off, we had to
consider whether the industry shounld
be charged the additional impost pro-
posecdl by the Legislative Council. In
his opinion the extra charge should not
be made. The price of shell should he
based on a fair average, and when it
was considered that the average cost of
raising shell was something like £150
to £160 per ton, the margin left with
the price at £180 was not considerable.
Every £5 we deducted from the pearlers
was a consideration to them. The
State was getéing considerable revenue
from the industry, indirectly if not
directly. We were getting mncome and
dividend taxes. We were getting re-
ceipts from customs and light and other
dues, and other charges were made, and
it was not right, therefore, that we should
increase the license fee from £1 to £10.
There was nothing in the industry at
the present time to warrant such a hig
increase.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
was recognised that there was a tem.
porary drop in the price of pearl shell,

Mr. Male: It is not temporary. -

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member was taking a rather
pessimistic view of the position when
he tried to make the House believe that
the drop was permanent. It was known
that the supply of pearl shell was dim-
inigshing, and while that did not apply
to our coast, it applied elsewhere, and
as a consequence the value must increase.
The price recently was very high indeed,
and the consequence was that a con-
siderable quantity of shell was rushed
on to the market. That had the effect
of bringing about a decline in the value.
The hon. member stated that we got
a big return from the industry indirectly,
if not directly, but the return the State
got was small compared to what the
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State should get from an industry of
this description, and while the indusiry
was paying a certain proportion to the
State, it was small compared to what
the State was justified in demanding
for the services the State rencered.
Under the Bill the State was taking
on a greater obligation. Then, so far
as the Legislative Assembly was con-
cerned, when the Bill left the Chamber
there was provision for a royalty on the
production of shell. That had been
thrown out in another place, and the
increased license fee had been substituted.
He would be the last in the world to
disappoint the Upper House when they
were assisting the Govermment to get
that which the (overnment were en-
titled to receive. The Upper House
would be keenly disappointed at the
attitude of the hon. member because
there were in the lLegislative Council
members who had an interest in pearling
and who had an intimate knowledge
of the industry.

Question passed ; the Council’s amend-
ment made.

Resolutions reported, the report
adopted, and a Message accordingly
returned to the Council.

BILL--STATE HOTELS (No. 2).
Second Reading.

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Scaddan)
in roving the second reading said : Hon,
members will observe that this Bill
provides for the establishment of State
hotels in addition to those already
established, one at Wongan Hilis and
the other at Rottnest Island., It will
also he noticed that we make pro-
vision for the cerrying on of the Cwalia
hotel and the Caves House at Yallingup
which were previcusly established with.
out Parliamentary authority. The mea-
sure will bring these two houses into
line with the rest of the hotels now con-
trolled by the department, and they will
all be on the same bagis. It is as well
to assure hon. members that it will not
be necessary to apply to the licensing
court to obtain a license as we did
in the case of the hotels at Gwalia and
Yallingup. The 1iain feature of the

. further increases.
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Bill is that portion which asks authority
to establish the two hotels T have named.
As far as that at Wongan Hills is con-
cernned, there has been an application
before the licensing bench by private
persons who desire to establish a hotel
there, but the people of Wongan Hills
protested against a private license being
held and they have asked the Govern-
ment to establish an hotel. We also have
had offers to establish an hotel for a
period, and then allow it to be handed over
to the Governmeni. We however ohject
to that because of the opposition ladged
by the people there. The reason for
a special Act iz that while we have
provision in the present Licensing
Act for the Covernment to obtain
the views of the people on the gues-
tion of State hotels, we really have
no power to comply with their wishes,
Since the passing of the Licensing Act
the local option poll which was taken
wes against the increase of licenses,
and though the result might be
unanimously in favour of & State hotel
in the district, the Govermment would
be powerless to establish such an hotel
within the 15 miles radius. It could
not be doue in any case if an hotel were
existing within 15 miles of the place where
the application was made, and there is
no provision to enable the State to
establish an hotel even outside the 15
miles radius, yet a private person can
come along and obtain a license not-
withstanding the fact that at the poll
there was & majority in favour of no
The Govermment are,
therefore, absolutely prohibited from
doing anything in the way of estab-
lishing State hotels notwithstanding the
fact that at the last poll there was an
aoverwhelming majority—with one ex-
ception only—in favour of all new
licenses heing held by the State, yet we
have no power to establish those new
hotels. The other Bill which the Govern-
ment submitted, having been thrown
out by another place, we are now com-
pelled to seek the approval of Parliament
for each new hotel we desire to establish.

As far as Rottnest Island is concerned,
there may be a difference of opinion as
to the desirability of having a license
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in connection with the Government
hostel there. As far as I am concerned,
if Rottnest is to be made the success
we all desire to see, in view of the huge
expenditure of money on that place,
we must of necessity have & license
in connection with the hostel. It is
our intention in the event of obtaining
the consent of Parliament to & license
being held in connection with the hostel,
to prohibit the landing of liguor on the
island by any private person. At the
present time parties take over great
quantities of liquor and frequently in-
dulge to such an extent that they be-
come a nuisance to themselves and every-
one else. We want to keep the island
popular as a health resort, and we must
prevent anything in the way of over-
indulgence in liquor, and by having
a license in connection with the Govern-
ment hostel and preventing liquor being
taken to the island by private people
we shall, I think, bring about that end.
It will then be possible to obtain it on
the island in moderation and there wiil
not be the same fear of abuse in its
consumption. Under these conditions
the house would undoubtedly be more
popular than it is without a license.
Of course it may be contended that we
ought to prohibit liquor being landed,
even though we did not establish an
hotel there. There will be some who
would agree with that. But I am not
one who believes in the policy that
because my taste does not require
strong liquor no one else should indulge
in it. I believe that through a State
hotel we can dispense liquor over there
in moderation, which will be to the ad-
vantage of those tourists who require
it. If they like to indulge in moderation
there is no reason why they should not.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : You do not think we will require
a policeman over there ?

The PREMIER: 1 do not think
there will be any need for a policeman,
although in the past there have been
times when there was ocession for such
an officer, owing to picnic parties taking
over more liquor than was good for them.
It frequently happens that picnic parties,
nervous that the supply may run out,
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take over a good deal more than is
necessary ; and then on the last day or
so of their visit they indulge in what
might be called a drunken orgie, to
avoid the necessity of bringing the
surplus liquor back with them. In
some cases they distribute part of the
liquor among the residents, and un-
fortunately some of these get too much.
Under the circumstances a licensed house
wili be to the advantage, not only of
the Government, but of the patrons of
the island. The license will serve to
make the hostel a paying proposition,
and to extend the conveniences already
offering on the island, while at the
same time it will prevent over indulgence
by those who visit Rottnest. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second

time.

Hon. FRANIK WILSON (Sussex):
I have not the slightest objection to
giving the Government power to estab-
lish an hotel at Wongan Hills and another
at Rottnest, provided the people require
them, and provided also that the licenses
are obtained in the ordinary way by
application to the licensing court. But
I must express surprise at the Prermier,
who is supposed to be so strong an
advocate of temperance, arguing in
favour of an hotel at Rottnest. So
far as I am personally concerned, I should
say we require no hotel there. Have
a rest house, or house of accommaodation,
if you like.

Mr. Swan: You take a flask full with
you when you go. :

Hon, FTRANK WILSON: That is
neither here nor there. I presume 1
could take what I required. The Premier
would not take anything; he does
not need it. The argument that because
excursionists and picnic parties have
taken large quantities of liquor with
them in the past, we therefore must
prohibit the introduction of liguor to
the island, except through the State
hotel, seems to be drastic indeed. The
Premier argues that people take large
quantities and, therefore, consume large
guantities, and run riot on the island
and make it undesirable to decent
people. They could get large quantities
from the State hotel if they wanted it.
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I preswne we would not limit the State
hotel to selling whisky by the nobbler ?

The Premier: We would refuse to
sell a gecond time if the customer became
& nuisance.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: 1 do not
think so, The Premier is so fond of
taking the law in his own hands. He
has no more power than a private citizen.
He has to obey the law just as any
private citizen, and he cannot say he is
going to prohibit any man buying liguor
if that man desires it. That can only
be done in the ordinary course; the
man must be included on the prohibited
list by an order of the court. The
Premier is considerably mistaken in
the matter ; he has a very much swollen
imagination of his own powers, but he
will find that he is not in the position
of a despot. I object absolutely to
any hotel being established there. I
I do not mind a hostel, but for goodness’
sake keep the island clear of the liquor
traffic. Let the people who go there
take what they want with them.

The Premier : That is not keeping it
clear of the liquor traffie.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes it
is. Tt i not indulging in the liquor

traffic for one to take his own private,

stores across there with him. 1 say
let us keep the island clear of the liquor
traffic, and let those who wish to enjoy
a holiday at Rottnest take what they
require for their own and their friends’
consumption. With regard to Wongan
Hills, I object to any hotel being estab-
lished hy Act of Parliament in this
menner. We have our licensing laws
providing for local option, and, if I
remember rightly, the Premier on &
former occasion pointed out that as a
result of 42 local option polls taken in
different districts, only one district,
and that was not Wongan Hills, decided
in favour of increased licenses. Why
should we override the people in thia
way ?

Mr. O°Loghlen : The people at Wongan
Hills declared for State ownership.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes, if

they were to have any increase they

desired State ownership, but they decided
altogether against any increase at all.
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When the Bill was passed we were in
favour of giving the people local option.
By allmeans let us stand by that decision
and do not bring down Bills giving the
Government power to go behind the
Licensing Act and establish hotels where
hotels are not locally desired, and to
go behind the licensing court to the
extent of issuing their own licenses,
80 to speak, and putting in charge of
the place anyone who may come along.

Mr. O’Loghlen: I think it is tirne
that cry was stopped.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : It is not.
This is the most pernicious thing re-
corded in the State. We are to permit
the Governrnent to establish hotels here,
there and everywhere, notwithstanding
the expressed desire of the people. I
am going to vote against the Bill, and
I think the best thing the Govermumnent
can do is to take the people into their
confidence and let them decide whether
they want these hotels or not. Then
if the people declare in favour of an
increase, by all means let the increase
be by way of State hotels, but let the
licenses for these hotels be properly
applied for, and let the manager elect
go before the licensing court.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN (Forrest) : I do not
anticipate there will be mueh opposition
to the Bill, seeing that it is specifieally
states that the Government seek to estah-
lish licenses in two localities. The re-
marks of the leader of the Opposition
canuot be borne out. He holds that the
ventlemenr who are to manage these
hotels should seek permission from the
liecensing court.  Surely we have not
reached a stage at whiceh’ & man appoint-
ed by the Government, the nominee of
the Ministry of the day, is Tegarded as a
person who might be looked upon with
disfavour by the licensing court. If the
Govermnent of the day have sufficient
confidenee in a man to put him in eharge
of an important State institution, that
shonld be suificient passport, without
that man having to apply to the licens-
ing eourt for approval, so to speak.

The Premier : Do not the same Gov-
ernment who appointed the managers of
the State hotels appoint also members
of the licensing hench %
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My, O'LOGHLEN @ Undoabtedly they
du.

My, Lander : Some of them should
never have been appuinted, auyhow,

Mr. O'TOGHLEN : We recently had
another State ITotels Bill before us, and
it is owing to the defeat of that mea-
sure, [ take if, that this one makes its
appearance. Even the leader of the Op-
position, if he gave it sulficient thoughi,
would admit that so far as Rottnest is
comeerned, if we are to make that island
a suecess—and we should not go into
these pleasure resorts unless they are
te be made commercially suceessful—we
should uot lesitate one day about es-
tablishing an hotel at that place. We re-
quire a State hotel there fo prevenl the
island bhecoming a white elephant. T am
by no means oppused to temperaunee, in
fact, T have a very greal respect for
those working in the interests of fem-
perance; yet we cannot close our eyves
to the faet that the drink habit is in-
eracieate, and that in the eirenmstances
tlie best thing we can do is fo set about
regnlating it; and, unguestionably, pne
of the best possible means of doing this
is by way of State hotels. Take the
Dwellingnp State hotel: the best testi-
mony as to how that establishment is
being condueted can he obtained. nol
from the leader of the Opposition, nof
from the manager of the hotel, but from
the people of the distriet, some 4,000 in
number; and their testimony isx very
different indeed from that given by the
leader of the Opposition when that hon.
member fries to disparage the gentleman
in charge of the hotel. TPerhiaps the
only thing to whieh exception ean be
taken in regard to that hotel is the huge
profits it is making; amounting to over
£100 a week since its establishment. I
was there on Saturday last, and I be-
lieve the figures are inereasing. I would
not he surprised if, during the summer
months, the profits amount to over £130
a week.

Mr. Thoinas :
mendation.

Mr. 0'LOGHLEN : No, certainly not,
but the redeeming feature of it is that
the profit is ooing into the ecaffers of the

That is not a recom-
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State and is being utilised in giving
the people, not enly of that but of other
disiriets, much needed facilities which
they eould net obtain otherwise. As for
the moral side of the picture, [ may say
there has nol been one drunken wan on
the premises sihce the present manager
touk charge of that institution.

The Premier :  They lave knockud
ont tlie “pinky.??

Mr. O°LOGHLEN : 1 was eoming to
that.  The member for Bunbuey (M.
Thomas) expresses alarm at the huge
prolits tmade, bnt T may say thal prior
to the establishment of thnt hotel T, for
one. was not proud of the distriet, owing
to the fact that grog shanties existed
in all direetions and an inferior class of
liguor knewn as “‘pinky’’ was being
sold (hroughout the disiriet by those
who lad vineyards and also by those
who had rnone.  Unfortunately 1 have
known some of the finest men go down
wnder that inferior liquor until they were
altogether below the respectable state.
And moreover, prior to the establishment
of the hotel the same amount of money
went in liguer as goes in that wax to-day.
T venture to say that if the State lintel
were to he taken over and run by a pri-
vate individual the profits would he in-
creased by at least 20 per cent. Under
the existing conditions the manager of
the hotel does his bast to discourage the
selling of liquer, and anx man under the
influenee of drink, or showing the
slichtest tendency to drink too nueh, is
denied the vight to seeure any more.
I think that is only a fair thing. How-
ever, in speaking of that hetel T want to
sav again fhat instead of a veign of ter-
ror existing throuzhount the distriet as
was the ease previous to the establish-
ment of the hotel, to-day everyvthing is
going along fairly smoothly. The redeemn-
ing feature about the hotel is that the
State is getting the advantage. WMen are
gzoing to have drink and no power on
earth will stop them from having a fair
quantity of liquor. That being the case,
T think it is the duty of Parliament, and
the (fovernment have recognised it to be
their duty, to endeavour to regnlate
the trade, and if profit is to be made
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Lrom the sale of lyuor lo corner it for
the State, and give people facilities in
other directions that they ave denied to-
day. | ean speak not very well of Rott-
nesi. becanse 1 do not ofien go there.
I do not care to take too many risks
on the “Zephyr.”

My. Ileitmann: Do not say anything
againgt private enterprise.

Mr, (’LOGHLEN: 1 do nol want io
say anything against private enterprise,
but | think the “Zephyr” is absoluiely
unzate on anything like a squally day. and
it can go emply for my part. [ have had
one or (wo irips on the boat and I am
nol having any nore, 1 have heen speak-
ing fo scores of peaple who go to Rottnest
fairly frequently and they assure me that
unless av hotel s established the island
is not going to he the suceess we all expeet
it to be.

The Premier: That i (he peneral ron-
censnux of opinion,

Mr. VLOGHLEXN: Yes, it is ile
opinion not only of hardened drinkers but
all classes of people who zo there, and the
people who go there in the summer months
are mosgtly of the well-to-do and well-
hehaved «iasses.

Mr. Heitmann:
flasks with them.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : 1 do not believe Lhat
is the hest system at all. 1 would sooner
sec them able to purchase their liquor
ot the island. The same argument applied

They can lake their

in this Chamber when some zealous tem- -

pevance reformers wanted to aholish the
refreshment bar in conneclion with ihis
House: probably some lon. members
would be bringing a flask along in Lheir
poekels into the Chamber, Af any rale,
su far as Hotinest is concerned, a very
powerful armunent ean be put up by the
people who go there and the people whe
will vigit the place in the future. The
leader of the Opposition said that he
objeets o any hotel heing established by
Parliament, but Parliament is responsible
to ihe preoyple, the Government have to take
responsibility for the Bills they introduce,
and if there is anything detrimental to the
people as a whole those people will soon
make their opposition felt. Tf there was
any objection fo the establishment of an
hotel at Wongan Hills, the people hy
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petitions and other means of protest
would make their opposilion fell iu this
House. But what are the facis? ’'I'he
leader of the Opposition asks the Pre-
mier to lake those people into lis con-
fidence and bave a poll taken. It is {yne
that at the last poll most of the eleciors
voted against inerease of licenses, but it
is also a fact that vearly all of them
voted in favour of State enterprise. That
is, lhey weve of opinion that if any new
license was to be granied it should le
State-owned. Petitions in favour of the
establishiment of a State liwofel have heen
forwnrded from the Wongan Hills dis-
tricl, and 1 have handled some of them
myself. But what is more convineing than
anything else is that al the last licensing
court held at Moora when an applieation
was made for a gallon license at Wongan
Hills, the magistrale said that e under-
stood a hig feeling existed in tfavour of
kaving a State hotel. and he retused the
application amd expressed the bope Lhat
the State would fake on (he enlevprise.
Tle Siate has been rather slow in comply-
ing with the request of the Wongan Hills
people, and seeing that it is a distriet that
iz woing ahead very vapidly and has a
population within a 12 or 15 miles vadius
of 1000 people, 1 helieve the Government
are justified in giving those people the
aceoinmaodation they requive al the earliest
possille moment. 1 was speaking to a
gentleman to-dayv who told e that if the
Government would give him the right lo
run that botel he would guavantee them
u yearly profit of £1,000. As the Premier
has told us, he is not after profit, but when
il romes along he is just as eager as
anyone else to take it. Teople are gmoing
lo drink and that being the case the State
has as mueh right to the proceeds of the
liguor traftic ag anybody else. As a sup-
porter of temperance measures generally,
T have ne hesitation in saying that the
only way we are going fo make any per-
manent veform is by way of the national-
isalion of the liquor traffie wherever pos-
sible, and seeing that at Rottnest and at
Wongan Hills  particularly, the people
desire a State hotel established, [ hope
this Bill will have a speedy passage and
that the profils and benefits arising from
ihe eatablishmeni of a Sinte hotel at
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Dwellingnp will be manifest at Rottnest
snd Wongan Hills in the near fuiure.

Mr. FOLEY (Leonora): I desire to
support the Bill and I do so for temper-
ance reasons. All the arguments that
have been used against the establishment
of Stafe hotels in this place and against
the measure which is going to make the
State hotels established at the present
time legal, have been on total abstinence
lines. I think the advent of State hotels
throughout Western Australia is going to
do more for temperance than any other
elass of hotel. T think also that if the
Government intend to run an hotel and
Parliament give them that power, no per-
son should have the right to say that the
Government shall not put in charge of
the hotel any person whom they think
fit. Therefore, T would like to see the
Bill passed in its present form, so that no
bar will be placed in the way of the Gov-
ernment endeavouring to establish State
hotels at Wongan Hills and at Rottnest.
Tn regard to the profit that acerues from
State hotels, I know that soon after the
State hotel at Gwalia was first established
there was a much greater amount of pro-
fit made than is made at the present time,
but that is no great objection to the Siate
hotels business. Still, the fact.that the
Siale hotel is not making the profit at the
present time that it was making soon
after its eomencement is proof positive
that the State control of the traffie is
minimising the drinking to a great ex-
tent.

Mr. Hleitmann: How is the eonsump-
tion of liquor reduced at the State hotel¥

Mr. POLEY: It is reduced beeanse not
so much is sold there to-day as was sold
snon after the hotel was first established.
There are many men who would drink
to o much greater exient than they do if
the State hotel afforded them the same
opportunities for excessive drinking as
are afforded by privately-owned hotels.
Although T know that everything that
ean be desired is not done at the State
hotels to-day, yet I am also aware that
those establishments are conducted more
nearly in accordance with the Act than
any other hotels. T believe that if a State
hotel is established at Rottnest those who
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use it will have a good elass of drink
served to them, and will be able to get
liquor in the quantities they require. My
own opinion based on actnal experience
js that if the manager of a State hotel
finds that persons have had too much he
takes sters to prevent them from getting
more, notwithstanding what the leader
of the Opposition has said that the man-
ager of a State hotel has no power to
prevent people getting as much liquor as
they require. T know that managers have
stopped men from getting more liguor
when thev were becoming a nuisance to
ather customers.

My, Harper: The State hotel managers
are not the only ones who prevent people
having toe much liquor.

Mr. FOLEY: I agree that there are
publicans in the State who will not allow
drunken men on their premises if they
know it. Bub I say it is the duty of a
State hotel manager to conduct his house
aceording to the Aet, and if he does not
do that, it is the duty of the Government
to remove him and appoint somebody
who will, That is one of the big reasons
why the (fovernment should not have to
apply to the licensing beneh when a man-
ager is to be appointed, becaunse if the
Government are e¢onvinced that a man-
ager is not eonducting an hotel in ae-
cordance with the Act they can put that
man out at a moment’s notice. Such a
state of things cannot obtain in connee-
tion with private hotels. I hope that
when these other State hotels are estab-
lished any faults that bave been shown
in the eondnet of the State establishments
in the past will be taken notice of, and
that the Government through their de-
partment will use every endeavour to see
that every class of the community ia
catered for. If they do that they will be
doing more for the temperance movement
than all the talking many of the tem-
perance advocates are doing at the pres-
ent time.

Mr. A. N. PIESSE (Toodyay) : Whilst
T am in favour of State hotels I would
like to see this measure framed on lines
more ¢onsistent with the Lieensing Aet,
becanse it is hard to convinee oneself that
it is rvight to have an Act and override it
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with a special measore of this kind.
Nevertheless, as the powers that be have
thought fit to take this course in order to
obtain anthority for the establishment of
State hotels, notwithstanding the fact that
they may have the loeal people against
such a proposition, I think the time is
ripe for the building of State hotels at
Wongan Hills and other places. I hope
that the Premier will agree to Kununop-
pin being added to the list, becanse T say
that a State hotel is justified there from
my experience of that loeality. Kuonun-
oppin is in a rather peculiar position.
No hotel license can be granted for any
locality situated within 15 miles of an-
other licensed building, Unless the
Licensing Aect is amended, Kununoppin
will have to go without its needed hotel
for some considerable time, I fear.

The Premier: Cannot it get a private
license?

Mr. A. N. PIESSE: A private license
cannot he granted for Kununoppin be-
cause the place is within 15 miles of Nun-
garin which has already a Ticense. As for
the Premier’s point in regard to liquor
being taken in exeessive quantities at
Rottnest, I fear that is the fault in all
places where men congregate for sport
and pleasure and there is no licensed
house handy. 1t is so in my own district,
I regret to say. The people take out
considerable quantities of liquor—I take
it they are afraid to be mean in the
matter—and the result is that before an
evening is over I have seen a fairly large
number of young men who have taken
more liquor than is good for them. I do
not know that it is the same at Kunun-
oppin—I have not been there on many
festive oceasions—but a State lotel is
necessary there. If it is right that people
should be consuited by local option as to
whether holels are necessary, I think they
ought to be consulted in regard to the
establishment of State hotels at different
centres; and if the Bill were worded so
that it gave the Government power to
build hotels at different centres provided
the people were in favour of them, I
would support it wholeheartedly.

Hon, W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : We had that in the other Bill, but
it was thrown out.
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Mr, A. N, PIESSE: That Bill sought
to give too great power to the Govern-
ment. It gave the Government the ex-
clusive right to erect hotels where they
saw fit.

The Premier: No, not if the people
objected.

Mr. A. N. PIESSE: That is the only
objection I see to this measure. 1 feel
it is in the interests of the community
that the licensing benches should have a
say as to the management of these holels,
and T would welcome an amendment to
the Licensing Acl, or even a clause in this
Bill, giving that power. I think it is
necessary that the local benches should
have a control over the hotels in their
distriets,

The Premier: They are only nominees
of the Government.

My, A, N. Piesse: The Government
are not in touch with all the difficulties
and, perhaps, the little tricks in connec-
tion with hotelkeeping.

The Premier: There are tricks of
licensing henches sometimes.

Mr, A. N, PIESSE: I am soiry to hear
such a remark from the Premier. From
my experience of the licensing benches in
two or three districts they have been
always as correct and proper as the
Supreme Court which we respect so
highly. I would like the Premier to say
that he will accept an amendment to the
effect that Kununoppin be added to the
list of places.

The Altorney General: Why not Tray-
ning? It is o worse case. It is just as
important—for that purpoese I mean.

Mr., A, N. PIESSE: I bave no doubt
Trayning is important. Seeing Kunun-
oppin  and Trayning are both in my
electorate one has to be very eantious. As
the old saying goes, “How happy eould I
be with either were t'other dear charmer
away.” But I do not know that Trayning
is as important as Kununoppin, nor have
I heard from the people of Trayning that
they desire a State hotel there.

The Attorney General: I heard it only
last night.

Mr. A, N. PIESSE: I have heard a
wish expressed by the people of Kunun-
oppin and I believe a petition was in
course of preparation, though I have not
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seen it. However. if the Atforney Gen-
eral wishes it. as receiving authority in
ihat direetion, he can add Trayning.

Mr. ¥, B. JOHNSTON ({Williams-
Narrogin): 1 would like to say a few
words with regard fo this Bill. As far as
the proposition for the esiablishment of
an hotel at Wongan Hills is cancerned. in
view of the faet that there is danger of a
private license being granied there I in-
tend to support the Bill. Some lime ago
a conple of enterprising residenls of Norx-
tham bought the holel at Clackline and
applied to iransfer the license from Clack-
line 1o Wongan Hills. Fortunately,
throngh the aelion of the (iovernment of
the day they were defeated in thatl at-
templ, an attempt whieli was resented by
the people of Wongan Hills at the 11me,
but (hese gentlemen suceeeded in foisting
their license on the people of Hine's Hill.
It was not wanted there either, bul they
ultimately sueceeded in getling the license
transferred from Clackline to Hine's Hill
where strong objection is even now taken
te Hs presence. We ave told that applica-
tions arve being made for licenses at
Wongan Tills, and to preveni one of these
private licenses bheing granted there T in-
tend {0 sappovt thai porlion of the
measure. | would like to say at the same
time that I hope the Government will
bring the State hofels eniirely under the
local aplion legislation which it is pro-
posed lo  bring forward, su that the
peeple al Wongan Hills, should they no
longer require a license in their midst—
and it i (uite likely thev will have the
sensge nol to—will he able to close it up
at once without any lasting injury being
conferred on any private person. That
is one of the bhenefits of Stale ownership—
that when people desire to close an hotel
their wishes ean he carried inlo effect Jm-
mediatelv. In regard to Roltnest, how-
ever, I am very sorry that the Govern-
ment are going {o establish a publican’s
license there, and if the leader of the
Opposition, or anyone else, moves to
strike ont “Roftnest™ from the Bill, T shall
rertainly sopport the proposition so as

to preveni the establishment of an
hoiel on that island. Rotinest i ounr
moxi  beautiful =easide resort.  Thou-

sands of excursionists go there in the
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summer time, hundreds, al any rate, on
a single day, and I think it would he mueh
hetter for them and for all concerned if
the Govermnenl did not open an open
bar on that island. 1 do profest as vigor-
cusly as [ am able to against the estab-
lishment of an hotel at Rottnesi, hul in
regard to Wongan Hills, in the eirenm-
stanees mentioned, I support the proposal,

Me, A 1. PLESSE (Katanning): [
have nu oppoesition to offer fo the Gov-
erntent establishing State hotels at cer-
tnin places provided it has been proved
that (here iz a necessity for their estab-
lishimend, AL the same fime 1 object fo
the Governmenl bringing down a measure
suelt as this, which is afler all only part
of a measure that has already been re-
jected by another place and dees not eon.
(ain the provises ronlained in the Bill
whiel left this Chamber and was not
favourably  rveceived in another place,
whereby the (overnment, in seeking ie
estalllish an hofel, should obtain an ex-
presgion of opinion from the people con-
cerned, lhal is. lhe people in thie neigh-
houvhood of wheve the holel is ahout to
he erecied. T place very little value in-
deed on petitions. We know thai we may
have a temporary inflnx of people, con-
sequent, perhaps, on some large public
work in any lecality, and it is o very easy
matter indeed to get a very numerously
signed petition asking for a cerfain thing
to be donc in suech a loecality, whereas
affer a lime, when the work has ceased
and that (emporary influx of people may
have wmoved o another centre, we proh-
ably find the majority of the people in
the lneality opposed (o the establishment
of a license. T have no objection to a
license heing established at Wongan Hills,
as sn Far as T know there is necessity for
some accommodation there, but T think
here is where Ihe Government are mak-
ing a mistake in vegard to their haste in
eslablishing these holels. T think in the
firsl place there is not the least doubt we
could get a certain number of the people
to petition Tor an hotel for the reason
that theyv want more necommodation, and
nal thal they want a drinking house or
an hotel established; because thev feel
that more arcommodation for the travel-



ling public is vequired in the centrves. I
have had experience in my disiriet where
tmportant cenires have sprung wp quite
recently, and the necessity for some ac-
commodation has arisen. In one or two
instaneces, which I eould quote, T have not
the least doubr Sfate hotels would have
heen very [lavourably received at those
centres.  \i the same time T think the
Government need to be eonsistent in their
adveeary of loeal option. They should
zive the people who are likely to be con-
verned in these partienlar localities a
chance of saying whether they are in
faveur of hotels heing established. 1
have already said that aceommodation
should be the frst consideration. and [
think the Government wounld he aeting
wisely if, instead of establishing Staie
holels with all the privileges of publi-
cans’ @eneval licenses, an hostel should be
established at Wongan Hills by way of
experiment. 'The Giovernment are not out
to make a lot of money out of ihese
hotels, or to establish them for the pur-
pose of adding considerably to the Siate
revenne. {"ertainly we want to see ihem
pay their way: atb the same time the firsi
consideration, T mainfain, is that we
should provide decenl accommodation
without having in view the motive of
seeing that they are large revenue-pro-
dueing concerns. T eontend the Govern-
ment should apply Lo the licensing
benches. The nominee of the Govern-
ment shonld apply in the same manner
as any ofther applicant may apply under
the Licensing Aet. This is neeessavy be-
caunse it is ruite impossible for the Min-
ister controlling ihis department to have
a thorough knowledze of all {he local eon-
ditions of every pari of the State. It may
appear rather infra dig. for the Govern-
ment, through their nominee, to have to
go to the licensing bench that is nemi-
nated hy the Glovernment, but at the same
time the hench would have a better know-
ledge of loeal conditions.

Hon. W, C. Angwin {Honorary Min-
ister) : You know very well they have no
knowledge at all of these scattered dis-
triets.

Mr. A. E. PTESSY.:
is totally wrong there.

The hon. member
The licensing
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henches. especinlly in ecountry distriets,
take a very keen intevest in rheir work,
and I think we have good evidenre in
ditferent parts of the State of the activity
and inlevest of licensing benches in the
kind and clasg of accommodation we have
in onr holels generally. 1 hold no brief
for any hotels or any section’ of Lhe hotel
community, but I have heard it said that,
s0 far as the hotels in this State are con-
cerneld, and the accommodation provided
by them. they eomparve favourably with
hotels in any other part of Australia.
Here again I think the Government
should be consistent.  They should ap-
ply to the licensing court, through their
nominge. for permission to establish an
liotel, That would serve to bring the
matter prominently before the people
most concerned, who would then have an
apportanily of supporting or opposing
the applieation.  Again, there would be
=ome sorl of supervision exercised by the
courl over the manner in which the lhotel
is conducfed. Having filled a position
myself on a licensing court for nany
vears. T know something of whiclh I am
speaking.  We made periodienl visits to
the hotels in our distviets, and we were
able to offer sugeestions whieh resulted
in decided improvements upon (he ae-
commodation provided. Then, in regard
fo the building, it is most important that
suilable aceommodation should be pro-
vided and that, spo far as the liquor trade
part of the bouse is coneerned, it should
nol he made a prominent feature of the
design. Theve is not the least veason why
the State should lay itself out in the
same manner as a private individual te
cater for the bar frade and pul the bar
in the forefront of the hotel.

The licensing eourt do
into considerntion very

The Premier:
nol  fake Chat
much.

Mr. A. B, PITSSE: Yes. in every in-
stanece.

The Premier: No# if they did they
would nof permit an hotel like the Sham-
rock in Perth to exist.

Mr. A. F. PTESSE: Perhaps the Pre-
mier is nol aware that under the old Act
once a license was issited it was a very
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difficult malter to refuse to renew that
license.

The Premier: No. It was held for only
a year.

Mr. A, E. PIESSE: It has been laid
down that the licensing court had no
power to insist upon any serious altera-
tion {o the building once it had been
licensedd.  That, of course, was obviated
by the passing of the existing Act, two
years ago. At the same time 1 submit
that so far as Wongan Hills is con-
cerned, the petition which the Premier
has mentioned might possibly bear in-
quiry. My experience has ledi me to be-
lieve that many of these petitions are not
worth the paper they are wriiten on, and
T warn {he Premier that he should make
further investigation, and give the people
of the distriet an opportunity of saying
whether or not they desire the esfablish-
ment of this house. That ean he easily
done by amending this measure in such
a manner as to insert those provisos
which were in the Bill vecently brought
down to anthorise the Government to es-
tablish and maintain State hotels gen-
erally throughout the State. I think the
Government, when they propose to erect
an hotel, should post a nofice on the block
of land to be occupied, in the manner
provided by the licensing court. Then
the people who are interested can lodge
an objection, if they think fit. So far
as Rottnest is concerned, I am decidedly
opposed to any license being granted
there.

The Premier:
there?

Mr. A, E. PIESSE: Neo, but T am
decidedly opposed to the proposition. I
have a jpretty good idea that a large
number of people will he visiting Rott-
nest on Sundays, and I do not think we
require to offer any greater facilities
than at present exist for people to take
a little more liquor than is good for them.
1 think the Government might, by the es-
tablishment of a hostel, bé going far
enough for the present. Members will
remember that during the passage of the
existing Licensing Act there was a good
deal of discussion in regard to the bona-
fide traveller provisions of that measure.

Have yon ever been
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If members are to be consistent with the
views which they punt forward on that
oecasion they ean hardly vote for the es-
tablishment of a State hotel at Rottnest.

The Premier: What bearing have those
provisions on ihis question?

Mr. A E, PIESSE: You will find
people who can get away on Sundays
tempted by the very low fares at which
they will be able to travel to Rottnest,
and it will be a further inducement to
large numbers to go over ihere for the
renson that they will be able to obiain
there what they cannot get in their own
distriet. However, I am not going right
baek through the whole question of the
bona-fide traveller provisions,

The Minister for Works: Every hotel
is outside the limit from some place or
other.

Mr. A. B, PIESSE: 1 think if ithe Gov-
ernment are anxions to make Roltnest a
popular health and nleasure resort they
might start by establishing, not a publi-
can’s general license, but a house of ac-
commodaiion, which will meet the require-
ments of all,

Mr. HARPER (Pingelly): T rise to
support this measure in so far as it re-
lales to Roltnest. Tf the Government put
up a substantial building and make of it
a good residential hotel T do not see that
any great harm ean come of it. T would
rallier approve of it, because it will eer-
tainly make the island more attractive.
In regard to Sunday trading, Lhis can be
dispensed with, and certainly a good hotel
at Rottnest is uwrgently required. As for
Wongan Hills, T do not know anvthing
about the renquirements of the people in
that distriet, and for that reason T am not
going to express any opinion in ihat res-
pect. But there is one thing T would like
to see fully earried out. T think that a
majority of the people in any given dis-
trict should sign a requisition in faveur

of an hotel before either the Government

or any private individual is allowed to es-
tablish an hotel in such disirict,.  The
people sheuld have the onns of approval
or disapproval cast upon them. 1 am con-
vinced that where hotels are to he erected
in the future it should be definitely un-
derstood that the majority of electors in
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that neighbourhood must petition for sueh
hotel before the hotel be established.

The Altorney General: How great
would you make the area to be covered
by the petition?

Mr. HARPER: Three or five miles,
whichever may be decided upon.

Mr. Taylor: How would that acl at
Rottnest?

Mr. HARPER : Rottnest is an excep-
tion.

The Altorney General: Three to five .

miles is not much in the covntry.

Mr. HARPER: Well, you could muke
it seven miles; that is a detail which could
easily be arranged. I think the people
should show a desire for an hotel before
such hotel is established in their midst.
As for the manner of securing the license,
I agree that all ordinary conditions should
be carried out. The Government should
place the licensing court in a position to
grant or- withhold the license. Tt is de-
sirable in the interests of the good eon-
duet of the hotel that that condition should
he followed out. T am certainly opposed
to the granfing of any license unless the
people in the neighbourhood show a desire
for an hotel.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS (Subiaeo): I am
one of those who recognise the superiority
of State hotels over those held by private
individuals, and I am exceedingly pleased
to see that the Government have brought
down this measure for the purpose, first of
all, of legalising those State hotels which
are already in existence. It was quite
humourcus to listen to the leader of the
Opposition and a number of his followers
giving it out as their belief that before a
State hotel should be established or its
manager appointed the Government
should be compelled to approach the licen-
sing court, seeing we have it on unmistak-
able authority that not only did the leader
of the Opposition establish a State hotel
absolutely without legal authority, and
appoint a manager there without consult-
ing the licensing court

Hon. J. Mitchell: Where was that?

My, B. J. STUBBS: The Caves House
at Yallingup. Prior to that a previouns
Liberal Government established a Staie
hotel ai Gwalia without any legal sanc-
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tion whatever, and without econsulting
Parliament; they established the State
hotel and put suceessive managers into
that place, without ever drenming of eon-
sulting the licensing eourt.

Mz, Taylor: They consulted the eourt.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Bui not as to the
appointment of manager. Now their eon-
tention is that no manager should be ap-
pointed until he has been before ibe licen-
sing court, and approved. I think when
we compare their past attitude with their
present conlentions, we will find that their
ohjection in that regard is put up merely
to make some little oppoesition to the pre-
sent Government. With regard to the
establishment of State hotels, althongh I
am an oppenent of the liguer trade, yet
I am convinced that if the people desire
an hotel they should have it, And in num-
bers of districts in this State where popu-
lation is gathering very fast, where it is
impossible to foresee the neecessities for
accommodation of this kind, a loeal option
vgta ean be taken, and in a very short
time afterwards the inerease of popula-
iion may bhe such that those new seltlers
might demand this accommodation. Then
it becomes necessary that the Government
should have power to establish State hotels
in response to a requisition from those
people. And in eonnection with the anthori-
sation sought to be obtained to establish
a State hotel at Wongan Hills, there can
be no question whatever that it is an abso-
Inte necessity, The demand has been made
by the people in the distriet and 1 believe
the Government are only acting in con-
formity with the wishes of the people in
the district when they bring forward this
measure. With regard to the ereetion of
a State hotel at Rottnest, I am with those
who believe that it is entirely upnecessary.
I fail to see why a holiday resort, a place
where people go for a very short period,
principally week-ends, to enjoy them-
selves, why there is any necessity for an
hotel at a place like that. I contend it
is not wanted. I contend the people who
go to this holiday resort go there to get
away from the ordinary conditions of city
life. If they go at all they go there to
get away from their ordinary habits, and
the ordinary habits of a pgreat majority
of people are that they indulge in
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hquor. T contend also thai if a number
of those people whe have been to Roti-
nest and have spent holidays there desive
io have a Siate hotel there, they should he
wiven an opportunity of voting on ihe
quesiion.

AMr. Dwyer: Why should nol a person
have beer when thirsiy?

M. B. .}, STUBBS: The guestion is
not whether a person should have heer
when thirsty or not, the question is
whether a State hotel should be established
in a certain eentre, and T say one or two
people who want beer when ihirsty are
not the people to say whether a State
hotel should be established there. Bui it
is the majority of the people whe pahro-
nise the place as a loliday resort who
should say whether an hotel should exist
there or not. I eontend hefore establish-
tng an hotel there, State or otherwise, the
people who patronise the holiday resort
should be given an opportunity of ex-
pressing an opinion.

The Premier: The person who dees not
visit Rotinest has no right to express an
opinion 2

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: The person who
does not visit Rottnest has no right to vote
on the question. Nobody has the right to
vote In any other distriet than that in
which he vesides. Tt wounld he logieal that
the (Government should take a poll extend-
ing over 12 months, if necessary. of all
those who patronise Roftnest during that
period. NMr. Dhwyer says their patience
or their thirst would he exhausted. Rott-
nest has existed for more than 12 months
up 1o the present time without a license
theve. The Premier puts forward the
argument thal the objeet of the license is
to prevent people from laking liquor there
and consuming too much.

The Premier: Not only that.

Mr. B, J. STUBBS: I say if vou es-
{ablish an hotel you will have {0 place a
policeman on the island teo prevent that
bheing done, heeause there is nothing to
prevent people taking liquor there even
if vou have a licensed house.

The Premier: We cearry their grog for
them now,

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: You eannot open
every parcel that is taken to the island.
Tt you do that vou will eompel persons
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to wrap wp their liquor so 1hat vou would
not recogmise the parcel. It a parcel is
io be examined, or anyone is 1o he placed
there to prevent liquor being carried un
the island after the hotel is established,

the same procedure can be adopted
whether an hotel is established (here
or ‘not. It is  just as easy to

prevent liquor going on the island with-
oul a license heing granted there as with
a licensed house established {here. 1 sug-
gest to the Premier that before vstablish-
ing this hotel on Rottnest Island, a vote
of sorme kind should be taken, no matter
what period it extends over, of ihe people
who patronise the resont,

Mr. Dwyer: Where would you 1ake the
vote?

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Over on Lhe islanl.
The people who palronise (he place ure
the only people wlo have a righl io vole
ot the queslion. You are not eniitled lo
establish an hotel withont consulting the
people and the people in my opinion who
are entitled to be consulted are the people
who pafronise the resorvt. | trust the Pre-
raier will not establish this license al [otl-
nest withont giving the peaple the right
to say if they desire it or not.

Mr. UNDERWOOD (Pilbara): T can
not possibly agree with the member for
Subiaco (Mr. B. J. Stubbs) in his pro-
position, that we should appoint, I pre-
snme, n commission or eommittee of some
deseription to go round the country and
find out the people who are likely to go
to Rottnest, and get these people together
and rive them a vote as to whether we
shonld epen an hotel on the island. T just
want to say that in my opinion it iz the
desire of the people of Western Australia
that State hotels should be erected pretty
venerally over the State. The last local
opiion poll clearly proves that, and that
being so it is the duty of the Govern-
ment, whatever Government are in power,
to give effect to the wishes of the people
and open these State hotels wherever they
are likely o be a payable proposition.
The only reason that would induce me
to vote against an hotel at Rottnest wonld
be that it would not be likely to be a
paying proposition. In my opinion that
is about the only reason that can be urged
against it. ¥n regard to the interjection
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of the member tor Cue (Mr. Heitmann),
that the people as well as voting in fav-
onr of State hotels voted for no increase
ol licenses, 1 think there is some slight
niizeonception on that point. In my opin-
ion that vote meant that the people were
not in favour of an increase of licenses
untder private enterprise, but the vote
wus undoubtedly in favour of establish-
ing State hotels. The member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin  (Mr. K. B. Johnston)
savs *‘na.” but 1 say “yes.”

M K. B. Johnsion: That ends it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: That does not
end it so far as Western Anstralia is‘eon-
cerned, buf il ends it, so far as [ am con-
cerned. Perhaps, after all, my vote will
he of some weighl., I trust the Minister
will not 2o to all this trouble and expense
of endeavonring to find out who ave likely
to visit Roitnest during this eentury. 1
presime those who intend to visit the
pilace some years hence would he equally
entitled to sav whether they have to take
their Liqgior with them o1 not.

Mr. Dwyer: How do vou suggest that
should be done?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: T am not explain-
ing how it is fo be done, it is up to the
member for Subiaco to explain how it is
to be done; 1T am trving to explain that it
is pot desirable to do it. When we get
into Committee the member for Subiaco
no doubt will show ns the method by
which he will give the people an oppor-
tunity of voting on this question. In the
meaniime T intend to support the Bill,
and 1T (rust it will not be long before
visitors to Rottnest will be able to slake
their thirst in something more strong and,
in my opinion. more healthfn] than water.

Mr. MALE (Kimhberley): Tt is cer-
tainly refreshing to hear the remarks of
the last speaker. He at least was candid
in his advoeacy of State hotels when he
stated that thev werve only justified when
thex could he made a paying proposition.
T believe the Premier and nearly every
speaker supporting him has been advoea-
ting State hotels in the interests of tem-
perance. The Premier has been doing his
level best this session by the introduetion
of BRillz to foree hotels on the people of
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the Siate, whether they wani them or not,
and in the interests of {emperance.

Mye, Heitmann: There is no necessity
to preach temperance where a pub will
not pay. ]

Mrv, MALE: It seems absolutely illogi-
cul tor the Premier to persist in this direc-
tion. [ am going to oppose the Bill holus
bolus, not that 1 have the slightest objeec-
tion to hotels. If the people want hotels
af Wongan Hills and at Rolitnest, there
i= no reason why they should not have
them. But T do object o the methods
of the Premier in bringing in Bills, trying
to override the law in existence.

B, Taylor: You object to State hotels
anyhow,

Mr. MALE : I have not gaid so. Do
not take that for granted yvet. What I

object to is that the Premier will not es-
fablish his hotels in the same way as
private hotels are established under the
Act.

The D’remier: T cannot.

Mr. MALE: You ¢an in most instances.

The Premier: No, T eannot.

Mr. MALE: We have already provided
under the Act for loeal option that gives
the people power to say whether they re-
quire an hotel or not. But the Premier
does not do thal, he says, “You shall have
an hotel whether vou wish or not.” That
is absolntely wrong. Even in this Bill the
people are not given that measure of pro-
tection which was given in the previouns
Bill which was hrought hefore the House,
by whieh the people could oppose an
hotel if the Government decided fo ereet
it.  The Government do not under this
measure give the people a chance to op-
pose it.

The Premier: Thev ask for it, that is
why.

Mr. MALT: I the Premier establishes
his hotels under the principal Aect and
conforing to the loeal option voie and the
licensing beneh in the establishment of
his State hotels. I shonld have no obhjec-
tion whatever, but when the Government
resort fo these measures, I certainly shall
object. Again, we are told this is all in
the interests of temperance. The Pre-
mier is the Colonial Treasurer, and we
are told these hotels must only be estab-
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lished if they are paying propositions.
‘We are told that one hotel 1s paying £100
a week.

The Premier : Do you know of any
hotel that is established unless it is a
paying propesition ¥

Mr. MALE: No; £100 a week is £5,000
8 year. Suppose we established one bun-
dred of these hotels in the State, what a
magnificent thing it would be for onr
Colonial Treasurer to have £500,000 of
revenue coming in from State hotels!
Will the Premier tell me that, in the
interests of temperance, any Treasurer
will wipe ont the State hotels and
£500,000 worth of revenue? Has it not
been the desire of the Premier to see State
hotels established and the revenue in-
creased to meet the big deficit? 1 say the
Colonial Treasurer, when he has 100 State
botels established producing £5,000 a year
each will not be game to wipe them out,
even in the interests of temperance. I
shall certainly object to this Bill.

Mr. Heitmann: That is an unoecessary
remark,

My. MALE: But if the Premier will
establish them on the lines laid down in
the Licensing Act, abiding by the local
option c¢lauses and applying to the licens-
ing bench for licenses, I will nof oppose
him.

Hon. J. MITCHELL (Northam): I
think the Premier should feel very happy
if he gets the snpport of every temper-
ance member of this House. The Pre-
mier is fortunate in getting the support
of temperance members en his own side.
One wonders how those members support-
ing the Government answered the ques-
{ions submitted to them by the temperance
people,

The Premier:
them?

Mr. Foley: Sent them back without
answering them at all, and I am one of
them.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: That was an
honest thing to do.

The Premier: How did you answer
them ¢

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I do not know
that that coneerns the Premier. How
did the Premier answer them?

How did you answer
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The Premier: I did not answer them
at all.

Mr. Foley: Did you unswer them?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I think the Pre-
mier and Mr. Tregear have been together
on several occasions talking temperance.

‘The Premier: He is my spiritual ad-
viser.,

Mr. Heitmann: Spiritueus adviser.

Hon. J, MITCHELL: I believe every
hotel should he State-owned. To thal ex-
tent T agree with the Premijer. 1 think
if hotels are to be opened, they should
be built by the State, and I think the
income should be taken by the State. I
urged previously that the Licensing Act
should be amended to make it impossible
for licenses to be granted to any pri-
vate jndividual in the future, I was (old
that the time was not opportune, or that
the session was loo far advanced, and
there was no time to alter the principal
Act,

Mr. Dwyer: When did you propose
that?

Hon, J. MITCHELL: When the Pre-
mier was putfing his Bill through for the
establishment of a State hotel at Dwel-
lingup. The Attorney General took the
opportunity of telling the House that the
Government were only opening t{he Dwel-
hingup hote! becaunse the previous Govern-
ment had promised to license a private
individual. That is opposed to faet.

The Attorney General: That was one
reason, not the only reason.

Hon. J, MITCHELL: I believe we
thould own these hotels. 1 urge again
that the Act shonld be amended to make
it impossible for private individuals to
obtain licenses. That is fair, seeing that
the Government are favouring Btate
hotels.

The Premier: Would you support that?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Most assuredly.

The Premier : And your colleague in
ithe Council?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I have no col-
league in the Couneil.

Mr. Dwyer: Your friends in the Liberal
League.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: T would back my
friends in the Liberal League against the
lion. member’s friends, I will support the
Bill if the Premier brings it down. The
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Premier is not game to bring down a Bill
to provide against granting licenses to
private individuals,

The Premier: T will make it an amend-
ment of this Bill,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier can-
not do that. It shows how little he knows
pbhout his own Bill. 1 agree with the
member for Kimberley (Mr, Male) when
be says that the Premier should abide by
the local option vote. Although the local
option poll was taken——

Mr. Dwyer: You are inconsistent,

Hon, J. MITCHELL: No, I am very
consistent. A poll was taken, and in the
Fremantle district 158 voted in favour
of an increase in licenses in that district
and 930 were against any increase; 1,590
voted that the State should hold all
publican’s licenses, and 957 were ngainst
the State holding licenses. It is quite
true that, if the Premier likes to disregard
the vote in favour of an inecrease, he can
excuse his action to his temperance friends
on the olher vote in favour of Stale
ownership, but I would point out to the
Premier that I should always vete for
- Btate ownership, notwithstanding that I
am against any increase. It does nof
follow that the voter on State owner-
gship is a bit more valuable, It
is not nearly as valuable consider-
ing the question before us 1is the
vole for increase or no increase, and the
Premier, just as other people, should be
subject to the local option poll. In ovder
that he may get over the local option
poll, he brings down a Bill, and asks us
to approve of the establishment of an
hotel at Wongan Hills. Wongan Hills is
an agricoltural centre, and I daresay there
is some need for a house of aceommoda-
tion of soine sort there. 1 have no doubt
that the Premier might obtain a requisi-
tion, signed by most of the landholders in
that loeality, because, unless they have an
hotel, they have to put up travellers, and
more than likely the people there would
gign the requisition for an hotel. I have
no objection to an hatel being established
if that is the case, except the objection
which I have stated that the Premier is
over-riding the prineipal Aet.  Whilst
Wongan Hills may have something to
justify its claim, there is no justification
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for an hotel at Rottnest. If the Premier
persists in his desire to open an hotel
there, we can only eonelude that his
object is to gain revenue. People who
visit Rottnest for the day do not want
liguor, and if they do, they ean take it
with them. That is betier than selling
liquor on the island. Will the Premier
imagine a few hundred people going over
in a pleasure hoat, and after reaching the
island and being permitted to drink at
the Premier's State hotels as mueh as they
please, return in a balf-drunken eondition
on the boat on which women and children
are travelling 7

The Premier: Have you been over to
the igland on one of those hoats?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: No.

The Premier: You are generally hap-
piest when talking on something you know
nothing about.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: I know some-
thing about this.

The Premier: They go over and get
drunk under the packet license you
agreed to.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Is the Premier
going to cancel that license? People will
get half drunk on the way over on the
Premier’s boats, and properly drunk in
the Premier’s hotels. There is no need
for a license at Rottnest, though there
might be sormse justifieation for asking
the House to agree to establish an hotel
al Wongan Hills.

The Premier: How do you know? You
have never been there.

Hon, J. MITCHELL : One ¢an know
something of a place only twelve miles
away without baving becen there. A
poorer case for an hotel was never made
out. The member for Subiaco (Mr. B.
J. Stubbs) urged the Premier to take a
vote of the people who visited the island.

The Premier : He has never been
there either.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : The State
hotels I have visited are well run. The
State hotel at Gwalia, I believe, is better
than a private hotel, and the Caves Hotel
is well run.  There were some dreadful
tales when the Dwellingup Hotel was
established of men who were drunk being
chained to a log, and there was talk
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about it having been a disgrace to eivil-
ization. T am glad {o hear that things
have improved. 1 have not been there,
but T believe it is beiter controlled than
it was,

My, Meitmann :
hotel 2

Hou. J. MITCHELL : I am not say-
ing that the management could not be
improved upon. T have not heard of men
being e¢hained to logs up there recently.
1 repeat that the hotels 1T have visiled
al tiwalia and the Caves House are well
run, and it Jdoes not matier to me who
i= vunning them,

The DPremier: Tt is tattle you have
picked up in the streetl.

Hon. ), MITPCHELL ;| wmeei the Pre-
mier in the street, and surely I awm en-
titled to speak to him when 1 do. T will
be pleased il the Premier can tell me
whether, in regard to the early mauage-
ment of the Dhwellingup hotel, it is ‘not
true that men were chained up?

The Premier @ We were not
sible for e¢haining them up.

Hon, J. MITCHELL : T am not speak-
ing of the hotel as it is being run now.
We have to remember thal fhe Premier
opened fhai hotel in the midst of an in-
dusirial centre where the very flower
of owr workers congregate. We have
heard that a tremendous profit is being
made. I believe in that centre the earn-
ings of 80 men are week after week
spent in lignor, that is the 2ross earnings
are spent in liquor.

My, Dwyer: The gross earnings! That
38 nonsense; how can they lhive?

Han, J. MITCHELL :  The money
spent in that hotel is equal to the gross
earnings of 80 men.

Mr. Heitmann : Thal is not what yvou
said.

Hon. JJ. MITCHELL : T do not mean
the 80 men go there and live on bheer,

Mr. Dwyer @ That is what vou said.

Hon. J. MTITCHELL : When £240 a
week is spent by working men, the Pre-

Whoe manages this

respon-

mier has nothing to be proud about in-

the fact that he opened the hotel.

The Premier : How about the Shamn-
rock hotel, where it means €8.000 for the
ingoing.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. J. MITCHELL : We are dis-
cussing State hotels. T daresav the Sham-
rack hotel takes five 1imes as mueh as the
Dwellingup hotel. \We are discussing the
question of continming this sysiem of
State hotels.

The Prewier : The earnings of 160
men would be spent at a private lhotel
instead of 80 at a State hotel.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : The Premier
should he honest enough to sax that the
man from whom he bought the hotel
woulid  have applied of a subsequeni
meeting of the licensing hench for a
license, 1t 1he Premier had vot put his
Bill through.

The Premier : He previously applied,
and the Bench said, if ilie State wonld

not  take up  the license, they would
granl if.
Huon. J. AITCHELL:  The position is

fhat  as  ihe Premier had time to  put
through a Bill to aniborise him 1o open a
hotel so he had fime (o prevent Mr, Me-
Neil or any other man from getting a
license. He elecled to open a hotel with
the result that [ have wmentioned. T
think the Premier should ahide by (be
local option vote. [ think he should, if
lie acts wisely, immediately amend the
Licensing Act to prevent any mun gelting
a license in the future. I think also he
should conform to the requiremenis of
the Ticensing Acl in every parlicular in
connection  wilh  1he eonduct of ihere
hotels.

The Premier: Have you sold any shares
in the Swan Brewery?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: T never had any,
but the I’remier has shares which arve of
a less respeclable ¢haraeter than these of
the Swan brewery,

The Premier: No. I have no small vices.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: The I'vemier has
some redeeming vieces which probably
would not eompare favourably wilh the
beer trafiic which he professes to dislike
so much,

My, Heitmann: T have never heard of
redeeming vices before.

Hon. J, MITCHELL: The position
now is whelher we shall lei the P'remier
have ihese licenses or noi. 8o far as my
vole & concerned, it will he ammingt licen-
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ses altogether, becauses the Premier is ig-
noring (ke Licensing Act,  If ihe I're-
mier will bring in a Bill to amend ihe
Licensing Act he will have my sapport.

The Attorney Geneval: Tha i= whal he
is doing,

Mr. TAYLOR (Mt Margaret): 1t is
refreshing to hear the hon. member for
Northam (Hon. J. Miteheli) uwrging the
Premier to remove the sale of liynor from
private enterprise and to place the con-
trol of the traffic in the hands of the Gov-
ernment. [ am in accord wilth the Pre-
mier in that respect. 1 have always advo-
cated State control of the liquor traffic.
The difficulties which are supposed to have
arisen in conneciion with the State hotel
at (twalia ean be wot over by the Premier.
T would like to say that had the fthen
Premier, Sir Walter James, submitied to
the House his intenfion lo establish a
Stute hotel at Gwalia, he would have heen
opposed more bitterly by the gentlemen
who are now in opposition. or those of
them who are in the House to-day, and
wlio were in opposition to the James Gov-
ernment. than anvone else. Tt would have
been much more difficult to harmonise
Stute ownership of the liquor traffie with
the great bulk of ihe people in Western
Australia in those days than it is to-day.
The experience of the hotel ai Gwalia has
eonvinced every person who has seen it
of the advantage of the State control of
the traffie. No matter to what side of the
House a man belongs, no maiter bis brand
of polities, all we have to do is lo travel
in that district and meet the people of all
shades of political and other beliefs, and
people from all parts of the world who
have staved there for a day or two, and
have had the opportunity of seeing how
the establishmeni was condueted, and we
will hear all say that they are firmly
convineed that the nationalisation of the
liguor {raffic ts an admirable thing and
they wonder why Governments neglected
to carry it out before. T am in favour of
the State opening hotels; ceertainly we
eanmot compare from a business point of
view, the State hotels already in existence
with privately-owned establislnoents, be-
cause the former have been erected in dis-
tricts where there is no opposition.  Af
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least thal is rhe case so far as the hotels at
Gwalia and Dwellingup are concerned.
The Caves House is in a district which is
more of a pleasuve resort. The two first
named, iowever, are in gool centres wheve
there is o loi of industrial aclivity and
where the men are earning goo! wages,
and that being so there is always a cerlain
perceniage of the earnings of the com-

munity zoing 1n the consumplion of
liquor. Gwalia has no opposition io-day,

nor has Dwellingup.  They are both in
favoured cenlres, but | would like to see
State hotels compeling diveetly with pri-
rate enlerprise, and the effect 1 am sure
would be that the State hotel would he
pairvonised in preference to the privately
owned hotel, unless the privately owned
establishment aldopted improved methods.
Wilh reference to the charge of the mem-
her for Northam ahout peaple heing tied
up, one looks upon the faet of tving np
a person to a tree or a log as inhuman
anfdl a thing (hat is objectionable, bui is
there vne cenfre in any part of Ansiralia
where an hotel has been built prior to the
establishment of a lock-np» where people
have not heen treated in this manner. In
every centre where an hotel has preceded
a lock-np, offenders have always been
chained up to a iree or a log. T know of
many nstances in my own eleclorate in
the very early days where this custom was
praclised, distriets in whieh T was afler-
wards instrumental in having lock-ups
provided so as to remove this objection-
able feature of chaining up men fo trees
in places where licenses had been granted
for four or five vears. Tt is undoubtedly
an objectionable feature, but unless therve
is a lock-up and eonstables are provided,
what is to be done with a person who
breakes the law if the nearest lock-up is
20 miles away? The Premier may argue
as others have done that the nationalisa-
tion of the liquor traffie will Lave a len-
dency 1o minimise the consumption of
liquor because the same inducement for
drinking will not obtain. There would of
conrse he more inducement in State hotels
to provide other facilities for customers
than eontinually supplying liquor to them.
The average hotel is run .for its bar trade
alone, and T hope it is not the desire of
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the Government to run their hotels solely
for the bar trade. We know, however,
that what is served over the bar is the
very best thai is procurable. As far as
Rotinest is concerned, that is quite an-
-other matfer. Tn any place in Western
Ausliralia where a hotel is needed it should
be erected and conirolled by the Govern-
ment, and if it is necessary to provide one
at Rottnest it should he established at
once. 1 have not been to Wongan Hills,
but judging by the prosperity of that
poriion of the State there is a necessity
for an hotel there, and T hope the House
will give the Government the opportunity
to erect it and run it in the same manner
as the other State hotels have beenr con-
dueted. T am sure this will prove an
advantage to the people of Wongan Hills.
After the able remarks of the member for
Northam (Hon. J. Mitehell) in Favour of
State control, T do not see how his fellow-
memhers can offer any opposition to the
measure. T am sure if the member for
Northam had spoken hefore the member
for Kimberley (Mr. Male), the Iatfer
would have adopted a diffevent tone in re-
gard to what we eall the injustice of the
Government stepping in and becoming
licensed hotelkeepers. I am sure when
the Bill comes down to make it impossible
for a private person to obtain a license to
sell liquor the hon. member will support
that measure.

Mr. ALLEN (West Perth) : 1t is ueed-
less for me to say, as one opposed to
State ownership of hotels, that T am op-
posed to this Bill, and more particularly
am T oppesed to the opening of an hetel
at Rottnest Island.

The
there?

Mr. ALLEN: Lots of times; stayed
there, and camped there. T look upon
Rottnest as a resort for public recreation,
and I think if an hotel is opened there
a very serious mistake will be made. There
is not the slightest doubt that if an hotel
is established there people will go to the
Island merely to have a glorious spree.
Tt has been said that those who require
refreshments take them with them, and
that sometimes they take too much, but
it will he a greater objection if an hotel

Premier: Have yon ever heen
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is provided where they will be able to get
an unlimiled supply. We have heard a
good deal about State control, but I con-
tend that if the Licensing Act was pro-
perly administered the Government would
have sufficient control over licensing busi-
ness. ft is want of administration in re-
gard to the liquor laws that has called
for this amendment of the Licensing Aect.
T am sirongly opposed (o establishing an
hotel at Rottnest. T ean see what will
happen, and I ecan see that.a great in-
justice will be done to numerous people
who desire to go there with their wives
and children in order to find recreation.
Reputable people will be debaired from
going there, and the effects of an hotel
there will be lo turn Rottnest from a
pleasure resort into a place which res-
pectuble people will find it almost impus-
sible to go to. I feel confident that this
will be a big mistake, I am nol going to
diseuss the opening of other hotels and the
making of a profit. I am opposed to the
State running hotels and more partica-
larly am [ opposed to one being opened
at Rottnest. T am sore it will be detri-
mental to the island, and will prove a
great disadvantage to the people who go
over there to stay.

The PREMIER (in reply): I had no
idea when T introduced this small meas-
ure that it would receive opposition
from any party in this Chamber, but it
is evident that those members sitting in
opposition are determined, notwithstand-
ing the desire on the part of the Govern-
ment to meet their wishes as previously
expressed, to oppose all and sundry meas-
nves ithat may be submitted for their con-
gideration. Tn the first place, we had a
measure earlier this session which gave
the Government general powers in regard
to the establishment of State hotels, and
our friends in opposition then asserted
that they would have no objection to giv-
ing us the right to establish hotels in
places where they were required, if we
would submit the names of those places
for the approval of the House.

AMr. A, E. Piesse: As long as you got
a true expression of opinion.

The PREMIER: We do get & true ex-
pression of opinion. So far as Wongan



[19 Noveameer, 1912.]

Hills is concerned, a private license ean
be granted there if the licensing bench so
desires, because the distriet is ontside the
15 mile limit, but under the exising law
if the licensing bench was desirons of
granting a license to the State it could
not do so. The hon. member for Kimber-
ley advised the Government what to do
in couneection with the establishment of
State hotels, but apparently the hon.
member does not know the Act. It wonld
be well if hon. members who are going to
advise the Government would make them-
selves acquainted with the law, and then
perhaps their advice wounld be worth some-
thing. The hon. member does not know
that notwithstanding the faet that the
licensing bench can grant a license to a
private applieant in any distriet 15 miles
away from an existing license, the State
cannot 7o in and obtain a license. I ad-
mit that the member for West Perth
would oppose the State getting a license
whetlher it was inside or ountside the 15
miles limit, becanse he is opposed to State
ownership, but why are not ithe member
for Kimberley and the member for Nor-
tham equally open in their opposition?
*The fact is they are trying to run with
the hare and hunt with the hounds; they
desire (o make themselves appear to be
in sympathy with the temperance reform
party and at the same time work hand in
glove with the liquor trade. Tt has been
recognised all along that the hon. mem-
bers now sitting in opposition are those
desirous of protecting the interests of the
liquor trade, and no further evidence of
that is required than the Licensing Act
now 1n operation: but they would make
it appear that they are desirous of assist-
ing the temperance party and are in op-
position to the exiension of the traffic. Is
it not a fact that the member for Katan-
ning, who talks against giving faeilities
for the sale of linuor at Rottnest on Sun-
days, is one of those members who sap-
ported the section of the Act which per-
mits of steamers plving to the islands
dispensing as much liquor as they choose
to persons travelling to and fro? The
hon. gentleman has no objection to a
hotel being established on a boat where
people can obtain as mueh liquor as pos-
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sible all day long, but be objects to.the
State being able to sell liquor at Rottnest
on a Sunday.

Mr. O’Loghlen: The steamers never
abuse their privileges.

The PREMIER: Oh no, of course not;
they would never abuse it. If the hon.
member for Katanning knows anything
about Rotinest he would be aware that on
many oecasions complaints are made
aboub the boats plying to Rottnest being
permitted to dispense liquor, owing to the
drunken state in which some passengers
arrive at the island, and we have often
had to appoint officers to prevent some
of those persons, who had obtained too
much liguor on board, going ashore and
being a nuisance {o other people there.
Yet, because in ovder to prevent that sort
of thing occurring on the island, and to
prevenl people taking over more liquor
than is good for them, we propose to es-
tablisb an hotel where we can give them
all the liquor that is good for them and
no more, there is an objection that we are
not eomplying with the provisions of the
Licensing Aet.

Mr. Monger: You should improve the
standard of the liquors sold at your State
hotels.

The PREMILER: The hon. member is
no judge of good liquer; he has drunk
so much bad stuff in his {ime that he does
not know good stuff when he tastes it.
As T was pointing out, the provistons of
the existing Aet do not permit the Gov-
ernment to establish a State hotel any-
where in the Btate, whether oniside of the
15 miles radius or not.

Mr. A. E. Piesse: Then why not amend
the parent Act? .

The PREMIER : We will deal with the
parent Aet in good time; all we are con-
cerned about now is to provide for public
requirements at certain places. T will
read to hon. mewbers a letter which I re-
ceived from the Wongan Hills progress
committee, under date 10th June, 1912—

Dear Sir, At a meeting of our pro-
gress association, Wongan Hills. it was
carried unanimously that a petttion he
sent to vou asking for a State hotel to
be erected here. We consider it is abso-
Intely necessary something for the con-
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venience of settlers and travellers
should be built as there is no fit aceom-
modation to be had. We feel certain it
would refuwrn a fair profit right from
the start. There is a lot of settlement
zoing on all round, everyone clearing.
There appears to be quite enough grog
sold here now to keep a hotel going. If
you think it neeessary a petition with
the names of townspeople and farmers
be sent you, T shall be pleased to for-
ward same as soon as possible. Thank-
ing you in anticipation of a favourable
reply, I am, Dear Sir, Yours obediently,

{Signed) M. Coomer, chairman, Won-

gan Hills Progress Assoeiation.

Hon. J. Mitehell 1 Did you get the
petition ?

The PREMIER : No, the petition
was not forthcoming bhecause it was not
necessary, We sent up there the man-
ager of the Gwalia State hotel to report
on the necessity for establishing a State
hotel and he said that in the interests
of the people the State should establish
a hotel because a good deal of liguor
was being sold of a nature which would
do the people selling it no credit.

Mr. Allen: Do you mean sly grog
selling ¢

The PREMIER : Yes.

Mr. Allen : Did vou do anything to
stop it ¥

The PREMIER : Let me lell the hon.
member that we have done more during
the past Lwelve months to check sly grog
selling than has ever been previously
attempted in the State. Ever since the
coming info existence of the Kalgoorlie
and Boulder districts, there have been
scores of boarding houses which were
nothing but sly grog shops, and althougl
the matier was frequently reported to the
Government there was never auy at-
tempt to eateh those people until this
year, when the Government took aection
with the result that in QOctober, or Sep-
tember, we received something like L3fil)
in fines. The same action has been taken
at Gwalia, and steps arc being taken to
see that the police are shifted on after
they becomne too fanmliar with the place.
We have given definite inslructions to the
Commissioner of Police ihat he must
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under any econditions within his power
prevent sly grog selling in any part of
the State, and that is being done to such
an extent as to cause considerable con-
sternation in the ranks of those people.

Mr. Heitmann @ A prosecution took
place at Wongan Hills.

The PREMIER : Yes, and the person
was fined £30. If we establish this Stole
hotel at Wongan Hills it will not be auy-
thing like the Dweliingup hotel, so far as
the profits arve coneerned; we do not ex-
pect that; bul we say that we must either
establish a Srate liotel there or allow
private enterprige to do su. If the Gov-
erminet do not establish a Stale hotel,
then the licensing benech will grant a
license tu a private person, which would
be enlirely against the wishes of the
people, who desire a State hotel. Our
triends opposite refuse to grant the
wishes of the people, and talk about
giving consideration to the wishes of the
people as expresed at the local option
poll. A local aption poll does not give
an expression 6f opinion on the guestion
of no inerease in licenses at all in a dis-
triet : (he most the people can express an
opinion on is whether there shall not he
any increase of leenses in a distriet within °
15 miles of an existing license; outside of
that 15 mile limit it is in the hands of the
licensing heneh to grant as many licenses
as il pleases.

Mr. A, E. Piesse: It would he =a
simple matier to take a poll al Wongan
Hills even now.

The PREMIER : When in the Bill
introduced edrlier this sgession we
serted a provision that we should post
on the site where we proposed to estab-
lish a Stute hotel a notice that on a cer-
tain date an hotel would be established,
and that we should also publish a notice
in a paper cireulating in the distriet, and
that people within three nilas of {lLe
proposed site of the hotel shoulidl Le alile
to petition against its establishment, onr
friends oppnsite began to guilihle.

Mr., A. E. Piesse : It was only (he
three mile limit that we objected to.

The PREMIER : T am satisfiel thit
the Opposition were seeking anviking in
raise an argument. The hon. member-

in-
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will find in the Licensing et that the
locality in whieh a State hotel is to be
established shall be as decided by the
Minister., I am salisfed that the objee-
tivn to this Bill and to the preceding one
is absclutely opposed to rhe principle
of State management, but owr friends
opposite have not the ccurage to come
out and show it, because they know that
the result of the loeal option poll was
oy erwhelmingly against privale eontenl as
compared with State conirol. If they
only had the honesty to come ont and
declare themselves against State conlral,
like the member for West Perth, we would
know where we are and go aliead. 1
again assert, notwithstanding the re-
marks of the member for Kimberley and
others. that {hrough State management
we will remove the abuses in the liquor
tralfie and bring about temperance; tem-
peranee does not meon prohibition, or
totz]l abstinence. The hon. member seems
not to understand whal the word means;
it simply means that a person shall be
temiperale in his drinking habits, and if
we have Stale management we can com-
pel that through the manager of the
hintel, in some cases. Buf in any case
State control would canse the people
to see the wisdom of being temperate in
their drinking, and there would be better
accommodation provided and less desire
to push the sale of liquor than there is
1 the present fime. One hon. member
suid that if we were to enforce the pro-
vistons of the Licensing Act there would
he no desire and no need for the estab-
lisment of State hotels, bui the Aet ean
only be enforced by having officers
gtationed on the premises.

Mr. Allen : There are glaring breaches
every day avound Perth.

The PREMIER : I am prepared to
admit it, bal the diffienlty is to stop
those breaches, unless we have an officer
on each hote] premises.

AMr. Harper: And even then you could
unot do it

The PREMTER: And even then we
vonid not do ii; the hon. member heing

interested in the trade will know how
ensy it is to get around even the law, Tel
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me again say that I am absolutely in
earnest in this maiter. The matter of
providing 1rvippers to Rottnest with
drinks on Sunday can he dealt with under
the Licensing Act. My own opinion is
that if we are going to have a section
dealing willi bona-fide travellers and per-
mit such persons to be supplied with
lignor on Sunday, then it would be betler
to have the lLotels open during specified
hows, but if we do nol desire to mve
persons other than bona-fide iravellers
the opporiunity to proecure liquor on
Sundays, then it would be betler to elose
the hotels altogether. We arve willing to
permit the people to decide that: we are
agreeable that they should completely
control not alone the establishment of an
hoiel bul also its manneement.  1f the
people of Rottnest do not desire us to
establish (his hotel we will nob thrust it
upon them, but what is the position of
the people who go over there? With the
exception of a few of the wealthy class,
like the member for West Perth, who ¢an
take over a case of champagne and in-
dulge as freely as he likes, knowing that
he is under the eyes of his electors

Mr. Allen:
me?

The PREMIER.: T referved to people
like the hon. member, not to the Lon.
member. Those people are not desirous
of an hotel being established, hut others
who go there for pleasure and desire a
drink in moderation shonld have an op-
portunity of getting it. I again repeat,
notwithstanding the faet that T do not

Are you speaking about

‘personally require it, that I believe that

if we are to make Rottnest the place that
the people who use it desire, we must
have a license there. During the last two
years we have expended something like
£20,000 in making Rottnest a health re-
sort, and if we are going to have anything
at all to recoup us for that expenditure
we must have a license.

Mr., Allen: Is it not a faet that you
cannot accommodaie the people there
already? .

The PREMIER: The hon. member

does not appreciate the faet thal every-
bhody who goes there wants to go at the
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Christmas helidays; we cannof accommo-
dale them all in the one fortnight. Last
vear we spent £10,000 and this year we
are spending £10,000 in order to give
people the opporiunity to enjoy them-
selves at Roltnest.

My, Allen: To get some advantage.

The PREMIER: We want to get some
advantage, but not in the sense the mem-
ber for West Perth would make out. If
we provide these facilities for the people
at such expense to the general taxpayer,
then when there is an opportunity of
gelting some of it hack in a legilimate
way we are entitled to do it rather than
allow the merchants in Perth, or the pub-
licans, or the Swan Brewery to send over
big quantilies of liquer and dispense it
under condilions which arve havdly within
the law. There is no gainsaying the faci
that sly-grog selling takes place at Rott-
nest, as well as other places. In the cir-
cumslances it would be better to remove
that evil and have the sale of the liquor
under proper contrel. If there is not
that prorer control we will scon hear of
it, because the people going over there
every week or every fortnight will see no
advantage in nol speaking of abuses if
they oecur. It will be to the advantage
of the people as a whole to have an hotel
al Rotinest and prevent the abuses that
exist under the preseni conditions.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes . - .. 2b
Noes .. . .. 8
Majority for .. 17
AYES,
Mr. Angwin Mr. O'Lnghlen
Mr. Bath Mr, A. N, DPiesse
Mr. Cnlller Mr. Price
Mr. Dooley Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Pwyer Mr. B. J, Stubbs
Mr. Faley Mr. Swan
Mr. Harper Mr. Taylor
Mr. Hudson Mr. Thomas
Mr. .Inhnson Mr, Turvey
Mr. Jnhneton Mr. Walker
Mr. Lewls Mr. A. A, Wilson
Mr. McDowall Mr. Underwand
Mr. Munsie (Teller).

*" Toodyay
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Nozgs,
Mr. Allen Mr. 8. Stubbs
Mr, Male Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Mitcheil Mr. Wisdowm
Mr. Moore Mr. A. E. Piesss
(Teller).

Question thus passed.
BRill read a second time.

Message.
Message from the Governor received
and read recommending the Bill.

In Commitiee,

Mz, McDowall in the Chair, the Pre-
mier in charge of the Bill

Clause 1—agreed to.

Clause 2—Power to establish certain
State hotels:

Hon. FRANIK WILSON: While he
had no objection o Wongan Hills gelting
a State hotel providing there was the
means of taking a vore of the people
there, he objected to an holel being es-
tablished at Roltnest: but as he could
not at present formuliute the words neces-
sary to provide for a vote being taken,
it would be better to strike out the whole
of paragraph 1 containing the words “to
establish a State hotel at Wongan Hills
and at Rottnest Island.”

Mr. E. B. JOOINSTON: If the leader
of the Opposilion moved in that direc-
tion wounld it be possible to move an
amendment “merely to sirike out “Rott-
nest Island?

The PREMIER: As the member for
Toodyay (Mr. A. N. Piesse) wished to
move an amendment to insert “Kunun-
oppin®™ it would be best to move to strike
out “Wongan Hills” first, and when that
was disposed of then the member for
could move his amendment,
which would leave the position open for
members lo deal with Rotinest Tsland.

Hon. FRANK WILSON moved an
amendmeni—

That in paragraph (1)} of Subclause

(b) the words “Wongan Hills” he

struck out.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Would the Pre-
mier assire the Committee that he wonld
obtain a petition from the residents of
the loeality before esiablishing any hotel?

The PREMIER: All the information
required had heen obtained. He was re-
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sponsible for introducing the measure
and the hon. member could take the re-
sponsibility for defeating it. He would
do nothing further.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The
should agree to he reazonable.

The Attorney General: Whatever the
Premier does, you will not he satisfied.

The Premier: You are only pgiving
your friend Colebateh a tip what to do.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Fremier
would not get a license at Wongan Hills
if he was applying as a private person.

The Premier: 1 have received a peti-
tion; I do not propeose to ask for an-
other.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: We have just
been told by the Premier that the pro-
gress association had been advised not to
sign a petition. If the Premier could
quote a few names one might agree to
the proposal.

The Premier: I bave a petition from
the progress association. That is suffi-
cient for me.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: One was loath
to oppose the granting of a license at
Wongan Hills; because if the State did
not open an hotel, a private person might
zet a license; but the method of the Pre-
mier must he opposed. The Premier
flouted the local option vote entirely and
refrsed to eonsult the people before es-
{ablishing an hotel, thus placing members
agreeable o State ownership in a very
awkward position, as they would have to
vote against the Bill if it remained un-
altered.

The PREMIER: There was a pelition
received from the progress association
asking for the establishment of an hotel
at Wonean Hills, and Mr. Hunter of the
State Hotels Department had visited the
distriet and reported on the Gih Jume
last—

Tt is absolutely essential that an hotel
either under State control or private
enterprise be erected, as accommodation
is urgently required for the travelling
public and surrounding settlers. In
support of my views, on the nizht of
my arrival there were ahout 15 people
looking for sleeping, eteetera, aecom-
modation, but this was unobtainable;

Premier
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and all had to camp out in the open,
I was very fortunate in being at Won-
gan on Tuesday, as there was a meeting
of the farmers and also the progress
association, and I was thereby enabled
to obtain reliable information as regards
the general feeling towards the erection
of an hotel aud am pleased to report
that all were unanimously in favour of
an hotel under State control, thereby
minimising the illicit traffic in liguor
at present being carried on to a large
extent in the township and distriet.
If it was the 1dea of the Opposilion io
oppose the State getting an hotel at
Wongan Hills in order to enable a private
person to get the license, their wishes in
thai respect would miscarry, because the
local people proiested strongly against
any private person getting a license. They
asked unanimously for the State to estab-
lish an hotel. It was for members to say
whelher they would accede o the wishes
of the people.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Amendment put and negatived,

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON
amendment—

That the. words “and at Rotlnest

Island” be struck out.

The Government owned the island, and
therefore there was no chance of any
private person establishing an hotel there.
Moreover, although we had been told that
the people of Wongan Hills desired the
establishment of an hotel, yet the Premier
bad not said that the people of Rottnest
had expressed a similar desire.

Mr, A. N, PIESSE: Before the amend-
ment was put be had a previous amend-
ment to move, the purpose of which was
te add to the elause the words ‘“‘and at
Rununoppin.”

The CHAIRMAN : The amendment
would not be in order, hecause it involved
a further expenditure of monev, and
therefore could only be moved by a Min-
ister of the Crown,

Mr. DWYER: All that the Bill stated
was that “It shall he lawful” to establish
certain hotels. Nothing was said ahout
the expenditure of money. Surely the
proposed amendment would be in order.

moved an
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Chairman’s ruling seemed to him the
correct one. The Bill contained specific
provision making it lawful to establish
certain lotels. It had been necessary to
obtain a Message from His FExeellency,
recommending the Bill, because if the
mensnre passed it wounld be lawful at any
time, without further permission, to estab-
lish  these hotels.  Certamly Ffurther
authorisation would be required to cover
the expenditure, but the Bill authorised
the commencing of the operations and the
entering into contracts, and it was for
that reason that His Excellency’s message
liad been required. To add to the list
would be to go heyond the order of leave,
and therefore the amendment was im-
proper on that secore. The order of leave
made it lawful to establish anly the hotels
mentioned in (he Bill. He was obliged
to say that even a Minister of the Crown
eould not go beyond the order of leave.

Mr. E,. B, JOINSTON: As he had
already stated, we had not been told that
the people of Rottnest desired the estab-
lishment of an hotel. No loeal opiion
poil had bheen taken amongst them or
amongst the people who visited the island.
It Liad been pointed out that visitors to
the island could obtain liquor on the
passenger boats, If so he would like to
gee that traffic stopped. It was the duty
of the Govermmnent to stop the sale of
all liquor on the island, or on the passage
across,

Mr. 8. Stubbs: They want te raise rev-
enue by il .

My, B, B, JOHNSTON: It was alto-
gether an improper means of raiging
revenue. [f an holel was estahlished at
Kottnest it would simply be providing
additional facilities for drinking, Tt was
not required there at all. He was glad
the Government had erceted an aecom-
modation house on the island. This would
be lavgely avatled of by zuldfields and
other inland visitors, but he would ask
the Government not to spoil their action
in that respeet by transforming the ac-
commodalion house into a mere drinking
saloon, Already holels wera established
at practieally every health and pleasure
resort within the metropolitan area.
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Mr. CARPENTER: If the proposal
had been Lo establish au ordimary drinking
shop lie would have opposed the measure,
bul if there was any argument at all in
Tuvour of the poliey of State hofels it was
that a State hotel was free from the more
objectionable fentures supposed to aliaeh
v the ordimary licensed house. Alihough
1o poll of the residenis of Roltnest had
been (aken, slill the electors of the elec-
toral distriel of Fremautle, which com-
prised Rottnest, had been consulted, and
had expresserl {hewselves as favourable to
the Government opening any new hounse
that might be opened in the dislriel.

Mr. Heitmann: But they first said they
would not have an additional hotel at all,

Mr. CARPEXTER : Tt might be as the
kon. member stated. Siill, the general
vote in favour of Stale ownership of
lwtels had been enrried in the Fremantle
district and almost entirely through the
State. In view of that, there was no
reasolr why we should single out Rottnest
ag onhe place where a State hotel, even
though desired, should not he established.
Nevertheless the present premises at Rott-
test were not altogether smitable for the
establishment of an lotel, whiech should
be it a bhuilding apart altegether from
the hostel.  Although there would be no
really objectionable features attached te
a State hotel, still the people who would
go to the hostel 10 spend a week or a
fortnight would probably prefer that the
Lolel, or al leasl the bar, should be in o
building at some little distance from the
hostel. Tt was (rue that liquor could be
obtained on the passenger boats plying to
Rottnest, and it was also a fact that n
number of pienickers who sailed aeross
io the island carried liquor with them.
He did not know but what, if we could
siop that by the establishment of a Siate
hotel on the island, we would not be
choosing the lesser of two evils.

Mr, Heitmann: I should have thought
that your desire would be to get rid of
the evil altogether,

Mr. CARPENTER: He would choose
the lesser of the two evils, and would
gay, “let us have the State hotel rather
than the existing evil” In his opinion,
the residents of Rotinest, and a propor-
tion of Lhe visitors who went Lhere,
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desired to have a well-conducted hotel on
the island. For that reason he would
oppose the amendment. With that belief
he opposed the amendment,

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayesr .. - . .o 18
Noes .. .- .. Lo 28
Majority against .o 10
AYES.
Mr. Allen Mr. A. N. Plesse
Mr. Johnston Mr. B. J. Slubbs
Mr. Male Mr, 8, Stubbs
Mr. Mitchell Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Moogsr Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Moore Mr. Heltmenn
Mr. A. E. Plesse (Telier).
" Noes.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Mullany
Mr. Bath Mr, Munsie
Mr. Carpenter Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Colller Mr. Price
Mr. Dooley Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Dwyer . Mr. Swan
Mr. Foley Mr. Thomas
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Turvey
Mr. Harper Mr. Walker
Mr. Hudson Mr. A. A. Wllson
Mr. Lander Mr. Underwood
Mr. Lewls [ Teller)

Amendnient thus negatived.
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON

amendmeni— °

That the following words be added at
the end of the clause:—“Provided that
no intoxicating liquor shall be sold at
State hotels on Sundays”

moved an

Hundreds of exeursionists would be car-
ried to Rottnest every Sunday many of
them on State boats, and it was desived
that State hotels should be an improve-
ment on existing hotels. That improve-
nient conld not be effected unless the
liotels were closed on Sunday. Many peo-
ple had conscientious objections to the
Siate owning hotels. While we should
not consider that, we should eonsider their
feelings to the extent of closing State
hotels on Sunday. Tf a veferendum was
taken the desire would he in the direction
of Sunday closing.

The Premier: No one individual ean
say what all (he country would favour.
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Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON : Thai was bis
opinion, and he was entitled to express
it.

Mr. Monger: You have {o do what you
are told.

Me. E. B. JOHNSTON: The Labour
party stood for the abolition of Sunday
labour, and the employees in State hotels
should be given a holiday on Sunday as
far as the liquor trade was econcerned.

Mr. Underwood: What about apple
citder?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: The Labour
party eame into power largely because
1t stood for the reform of the ligquor trade,
and we could not do more to improve the
trade than by prohibiting the sale of
Hquor on Sunday.

The PREMIER: The Commiftee were
agked to establish an liotel on the same
conditions as private persons enjoyed.
Staie hotels would comply with the con-
ditions which this State might desire at
any time, If a local option poll decided
that a license should not be issued, the
Government would he prepared {o carry
ont the wishes so expressed. At present
the publiec had not expressed any desire
that lquor should not he dispensed to

bhona-fide travellers on Sunday. Regaed-
ing Sunday lahour, the hon. member

might have mentioned that it was desir-
able to close Rottnest on Sunday, so that
the cook would not have to make sponge
cakes for visitors. Labour was employed
at Colitesloe to lend out bathing suits lo
enable people to indulge in mixed bathing.
The hon. member did nol suggest the
abolition of that because he derived some
pleasure from it. There must be a eertain
amount of Sunday labonr. He was un-
aware that the Labour party stood for the
total abolition of Sunday labour. The
Labour party stood for the minimising
of Sunday labour and for the payment
of special remuneration where labour was
necessary. Did the hon. member refuse
Lo ride in a tramear or train on Sunday?
The hon. member objected to the drink
traflic, and wanted to prevent liquor from
being dispensed. Restrictions shounld not
be placed on State hotels exclusively.
They would be conducted in a manner sat-
isfactory to the poblic. Tf the hon. mem-
ber introduced a Bill prohibiting Sunday
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trading, and it was carried, the Govern-
ment would observe it. It should be
sufficient if the Government conducted
State hotels in conformity with the licens-
ing Aet as it stood.

Mr. B. 4. STUBBS: The amendment
would have his support. There could be
no gainsaying the fact that the consensus
of opinion of the people of the metro-
politan area was totally against Sunday
trading in hotels. If it was put to a vots,
the people wonld favour the abolition of
the boua-fide traveller seclion, and wipe
out Sunday trading.

Mr. O’Loghlen: I think you would be
mistaken.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: There had been
experience at Claremont where the hotel
in {hat town, being just outside the radius
either from Perth or Fremantle, was made
the rendezvous for Sunday drinkers.

Mr. Underwood: That shows how good
the ligquor is,

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: The same condi-
tion of affairs would be brought about
at Roitnest if Sunday frading was per-
mitted. Instead of making it a holiday
resort where people would go for a week-
end ouhing, it would be turned into a
drinking place.

My, Turvey: Is that why they go to
Mundaring Weir on Sundays?

Mr. Allen: There are Applecross and
Canning Bridge as well.

Mr. B, J. STUBRS: A large number
of people weni fo those places becanse
they were oulside Lhe radivs and they
could obtain a dvink. The Labour party
was the advanee party for reform in all
directions.

Mr. Monger: What?

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: 1t we wished to
make any advance in liquor law reform,
we should accept the amendment.

AMr. ALLEN: The amendment wonld
have his snpport. He could speak wiih
a little experience of the amount of liguor
sold on Sundays in some of the hotels
which were getatable by boat. In re-
turning from Canning Bridge many of the
passengers if they had not to be helped
on te the steamer, simply rolled on.

The Premier: Nousense.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr, ALLEN : Experience convinced him
that that was a faet.

Mr. Underwood: You should ehange
your brand.

The Premier: FBEvery man who gets
dronk imagines everybody else is drunk.

Mr. ALLEN: For several months he
lived at the Applecross botei and more
[rade was done on Sunday than during
the vesl of the week. Many people who
went there to get drink could be seen
Iving about under the trees.

The Premier: [ have been there as much
as you.

Mr, ALLEN: For four months he lived
al the hotel and he came away disgusted.
The electors would not treat this maiter
a5 a jJoke which the Premier seemed to
do. The House should seriously consider
ile amendment before rejecting it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: It was his inten-
tion to oppose the amendment on the
ground that this was not the Bill in which
to pul it. 1f we were to bave State hotels
they shouid be run in accordance with the
existing Licensing Aet, and if it was un-
desirable to sell intoxicating liguors eon
Sunday we should amend our Iicensing
Act.

Alr, 5, B. Johnston: The Licensing Act
does not apply to State hotels,

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Some members
liked to take their sins in sections; the
member for Williams-Narrogin was evi-
dently in favour of a State holel at Won-
gan Hills but not at Rottnest, and was in
favour of drinking on week days but not
on Sundays. The member for West Perth
made an extraordinary statement about
men having to be assisled to the boat at
Canning Bridge; this was probably due
to the hon. memnber’s eyesight. When he
{Me. Underwood) found his eyesight be-
coming affected to such an extent he
changed the brand.

My, Allen: That is not my experience;
speak for yourself.

Mz, UNDERWOOD: He had vot been
elecled as an advocate of Sunday trading
nor as an advocate of the abolition of the
sale of intexicating liquors. The amend-
ment should not be made, firstly because
it would not fit in this Bill, and secondly
because he sympathised with his fellow-
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thirsty man, and knew that a drink on
Sunday was a source of eomfort and a
joy for ever.

Amendment put and negatived,

Clanse put and passed.

Titfle—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

BILL—DISTRICT FIRE BRIGADES
ACT AMENDMENT.

Returned from the Legislative Counneil
with requested amendments.

RESOLUTION—ABORIGINES RE-
SERVES.

Message received from the Legislative
Couneil requesiing the concurrence of the
Legisiative Assembly in the following
resolution :—*That in the opinion of this
House it is desirable, for the preserva-
tion of the native race, to continue and
extend the policy laid down in C.8.0. file
1709/11, viz, by reserving large areas
of virgin eountry for the sole and exclu-
sive use of the aborigines.”

BILL—ARBITRATION.
Council's Amendments.

Schedule of 72 amendments requested
by the Legislative Council now considered.

In Committee.

Mr. Holman in the Chair, the Attorney
General in charge of the Bill.

No. 1, Clanse 3—After the word “In-
dustry,” in line 5, insert “and of worker”:

On motion by the ATTORNEY GEN-
ERAL amendment made.

No. 2. Clause 4—1In the definition of
“industrial disputes” strike ont the words
at the end “or in any related industry”:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—
That the amendment be not made.
Tt was his desire to have these words re-
tained, more particularly as others had
been retained which were consistent with
the wording of the clause as it originally
left the Assembiy.

1123]

3534

Mr. MONGER: It was his desire to
move an amendment on the Legislative
Council’s amendment, and he moved—

That the amendment bLe mads with
the following modification: Add after
the word ‘industry”: “and during
the continuance of any strike, lock-
oul, or conference arising out of an
industrial dispute which prevents the
members of any industrial association
earning twages, the salaries or other
emoluments of every officiel of such
indusirial association shall cease and
determine until such time os the mem-
bers resume work”

The CHATRMAN : The Committee were
now dealing with the interpretation clause,
and the amendment dealt with a sobse-
quent matter whick could not possibly
come under this clause.

Mr, MONGER: The moving of these
words was perfectly permissible so as to
make the meaning of “industrial dispute”
absolntely eclear to the minds of those
eoncerned.

Mr, Carpenter: On a peint of order, do
I understond you to have ruled that this
amendment cannot be moved at this stage
of the Bill? If se, is the hon, member in
order in disecunssing the amendment?

The CHAIRMAN: The member for
York (Mr. Monger) was not in order
but a little latitude had been allowed him
in order that he might explain the reason
why he considered the ruling from the
Chair was not correct. This amendment
could not be moved at this stage even if
the Bill was being considered in Com-
miitee in the ordinary way.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The amend-
ment was on all fours with a definition
in the Workers’ Compensation Bill. Tn
the definition of “employer” in that Bil
it was provided {hat certain people should
be indemnified.

The CHATRMAN : The amendment had
heen alveady ruled out of order, and no
debate could be allowed wnless the hon.
member intended te move that the Chair-
man’s ruling be disagreed with.

Dissent from Chairman’s Ruling.

Hon. Frank Wilson : T dissent from
vour ruling. :
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The Speaker took the Chair.

The Chairman stated the dissent.

Hoen. Frank Wilson : I have dissented
from the Chairman’s ruling for the rea-
sun that the amendment amplifies the
sugpested legal inecidence aitaching to
an industrial dispute, strike or lock-ouf.
The Bill before us defines ‘‘industrial
digpute.”” and the motive of the member
for York in moving the amendment is
to show an incident in connection with
any dispute, lock-out, or conference. It
deals with the emoluments or remunera-
tion of any officials of a union or indus-
trial associaton and it provides that the
emoluents shall cease during the period
of industrial dispute. I maintain that
the proper place for that amendment
to be iuserted is in the definition
of ““industrial dispute.’’ In the Workers’
Compensation Bill, whieh was recently
considered it was provided under the de-
finition of ‘‘employer'’ that certain
workers should be deemed to continne
in the ewmployment of a certain indi-
vidnal and that individual should be en-
titled to be indemnified Ly some other
person to the extent of certain compen-
sation which might be paid under the
Aot. I took exception to that at the
lime, but was told that that was a per-
feetly proper place to make the addi-
tion. In this ease it is proposed to pro-
vide under the definition of ‘‘industrial
dispule’’ that eertain sums shall not be
paid to cerinin persons under eertain
conditions, and T maintain that this pro-
posed provision is equally as important
and correct as the other. If we could pro-
vide in one Bill that certain amounts
were to be paild under the definition
elause snrely we ean provide in the de-
finition clause of another Bill that cer-
tain sums which the people eonnected
with a dispute are receiving shall be sus-
pended for the time beinr. I maintain
that the member for York is perfectly
in order in the cireumstanees and I hope
that your ruling will uphold my conten-
tion.

The Attorney General : I
the hon.
moving the amendment—in

submit
member is not in order in
the first
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place because it is not an amend-
ment to the amendment requested by the
Legislative Council. We cannot reopen
the whole Bill; we are now only consider-
ing the Legislative Council’s amendment ;
and by no stretch of imagination can the
hon. member’s proposed addition be eon-
sidered relevant to that amendment.
Further than that, the clause in which
the Legislative Council’s amendment oe-
eurs is one purely of definition; it is not
an enactment and it imposes no penalty,
whereas the proposal of the hon, member
is ohe of the enaectment of positive law,
and would beeome law—and the positive
law—if it passed both Houses; and more-
over it would be of the nature of a pen-
alty. Therefore it is distinetly irrelev-
ant to a simple definition on both these
grounds. It adds nothing to the defini-
tion, it neither narrows nor broadens the
definition but it fakes advantage of the
words ‘‘industrial dispute’’ to, in a side
wind, enact, in a place where it should
oot come, positive law.

Myr. Monger: Are there any other
places in the Bill where I can bring it
in ¥

The Attorney General : It is not
my place to instruct the hon, member.
I wish to confine myself for a moment
to ihe question as fo whether the
amendment is in order or not. The
leader of the Opposition has endeavoured
to raise an analogy between “what is in-
trodueed in the definition of the Wor-
kers’ Compensation Bill and the pro-
posal now made by the member for
York; but the two cases are in no wise
analogous, they are not comparable.
In the first place, in the Workers’ Com-
pensation Bill the definition was broad-
ened so as to inelude those who were
not, strietly speaking, the direet em-
ployers; and in order that there might
be no confusion and that it might he
understood that these were put in purely
for that purpose, it was shown that, not-
withstanding that, there would be in-
demnity existing between the two par-
ties. That was all to make the defivition
clearer, to add to the definition, to broad-
en i, to make it wider in its inelusive-
ness.
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Hon. Frank Wilson: That is absolutely
legislating in a definition.

The Attorney General: No, ii widens
the definition of employers in such a way
as to make it impossible to exclude the
agent of the original employer.

Hon. Frank Wilson: This proposal is
widening a definition.

The Attorney General: Without those
words being added the meaning would
have been obseure. They were absolutely
necessary in the definition to make it
clear and to cover all the enacting clanses
that succeeded.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Bui you made
someone liable under that definition,

The Attorney General: In this case it
is & pure definition, and I suggest that the
hon. member’s amendment adds nothing
to the definition, gives it no wider seope,
but seeks to impose a penalty on strikers.

Mr. Monger: I do not desire to inflict
any penalty.

The Attorney (General: The hon, mem-
ber's wording is unfortunate, However,
the point is this—and I do not think it
will stand argument further—it is clear
that the amendment is not relevant to the
amendment requested by the Legislative
Couneil, and the Committee can only eon-
sider the amendment refquested by the
Legislative Couneil. Further, it is not of
ihe nature of a definition and therefore
cannot eome within this clanse which is
purely one of definition.

Mr. Nanson: In an ordinary definition
of “industrial dispute” it would naturatly
be supposed that an incident of such a dis-
pute would be the stoppage of payment to
the union officials, although it would be
an ordinary incident in regard to the
workers employed in the industry, be-
cause if they ceased work their pay would
naturally cease also. But as 1 under-
stand it, the member for York has moved
an amendment the effect of which will
bo to enormously widen the incidence of
a sirike.

Mr. Monger: There will be fewer of
‘them.

Mr. Nanson : I do not know about that,
but the object of the amendment is to pro-
vide as one of the essential features of a
sinke, an automatie stoppage of the
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amoluments of the union officers; and I
submit, on the lines of the argument nsed
by the leader of the Opposition, that it
is perfectly legitimate to insert this pro-
vision in the definition portion of the Bill,
not with the idea of imposing a penalty,
but with the idea of enlarging the scope
of the definition of a strike, There might
be some doubt on the subjeet but for the
fact that the House has already agreed
that it is possible in the definition of the
Workers’ Compensation Bill te do a pre-
cisely similav thing, with the only differ-
ence that in the one ense, as pointed out
by the leader of the Opposition, pay-
ment is provided for and in the other case
non-payment is provided for. On these
grounds the amendment should he allowed.
At any rate T hope that, it there is any
doubt ou it, the benefit of the doubt should
rather go to the amendment moved by
the member for York than otherwise, be-
cause, I take i, the object in this Cham-
ber, as in all Legislative Chambers, is to
facilitate diseusion. Therefore, if there
is any doubt at all on the watter it
should be on the side that will enable
diseussion to take place.

Mr. Speaker: The amendwment de-
sired by the member for York is a pro-
vision imposing certain conditions dur-
ing anything which may oecur under the
operation of the Ael, and T have no doubt
in my mind that the place to move that
amendment is not in Clause 4, which is
the interpretation elause of the Bill. The
clause deals essentially with interprefa-
tion and T cannot see how the accept-
ance of the amendment would be rele-
vant to it. I have, therefore, no other
eourse but to uphold the Chairman’s ral-
ing.

Committee resumed.

Mr. Holman in the Chair.

Question (that amendment No. 2 be not
made) put and passed; the Council’s
amendmeunt not made.

No. 3—Clause 4, in the definition of
‘‘industrial matters,’’ strike out para-
graphs (d)} and (e) :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : These
paragraphs enabled preference to union-
ists and -preference of employers to
uniecnists to be indusirial matters that
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could form the subjeet of an industrial
dispute. He moved—

That the amendment be nel made.

Hon, FRANK WILSON : As it would
be doing a great injustice to many wor-
kers here in onr State to permit the court
to extend preference to unionists, he sup-
ported the amendment requested by the
liegislative Conneil. To do justice to all
classes of the community we mnst per-
mit an individual freedom, we munst per-
mit a man to work as he thought proper,
we must permit him to be clear of any
union and we must not in our legislation
have anything whiebh would compel a
citizen against his own jndgment to join
or refrain from joining any trade union.
He protested against preference being
granted to any section of the workers by
the Bill. He would support the amend-
ment which the Council had requested.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : As on
the previous oecasion when the Bill was
before the Commitiee, {he leader of the
Qpposition was dealing with great prin-
ciples on the interpretation clause. All
that the original Bill proposed was that
among those things which should be
called industrial matters were these
claims of industrial unions to preference.
It was inecluded in industrial matters and
was an industrial matier inecidental to the
progress and movement of industrial
affairs just as was the claim of
members of a union to be employed
an industrial matter. These were mat-
ters coming within the scope of ‘‘indns-
try.”  The question was not as to
whether it was right or wrong to give
preference, but as to whether these
things came within the scope of indus-
trial matters. If they did they had a
right to be placed here. It was possible
there might be disputes arising out of
that very right to be employed in pre-
ference to another. :

Question put and a division taken with
the following result :—

Ayes .. ‘e .. 26
Noes .. .. .
Majority against .. 156
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AYES.
Mr. Angwip | Mr. Mollany
Mr. Bath ' Mr. Muasie
Mr. Carpenter t Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Colller + Mr. Price
Mr, Dooley Mr. Bcaddan
Mr. Dwyer I Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Green : Mr. Swab
Mr. Hudson © Mr. Thomas
Mr. Johnson I Mr. Turvey
Mr. Johnston Mr. Underwood
Mr. Lander Mr. Walker
Mr. Lewts | Mr. A, A, Wlison
Mr. McDowali | Mr. Heltmann
(Teller).
Nogs.
Mr. Allen Mr. A. N. Plesse
Mr. Harper Mr. 8. Stubbs
Mr. Mitchell Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Monger Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Nanson Mr. Male
Mr. A. E. Plesas {Teiler).
Question thus passed ; the Council’s

amendment not made.

No. 4, Clause 4—In the definition of
“industry,” paragraph (c), strike out the
words “or a group of industries”:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
was 1o need to further argue the point.
He moved—

That the amendment be not made.

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment not made.

No. 5, Clause 4—“Add at the end of
the definition of “industry” the following
proviso, “Provided that the agrienltural
and pastoral induostries shall not be in-
cluded in this definition ¥:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: A long
disecussion had taken place on the ques-
tion before it was agreed to insert the
pastoral and agricultural industries, He
moved—

That the amendment be not made.

Mr. MONGER: Presumably it was
futile on the part of the Opposition to
take any exception 1o the motion.
Caucus had ruled on these amendments,
and consequently the Bill would go back
to the Counneil in the shape in which it
was originally sent to them, with perhaps
one or two minor amendments. He hoped
the Attorney General would, at all events,
show some reasonable consideration to the
lengthy debates that had taken place on
this measure in another place. Was it
worth while adopting these various -
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amendments, or would it not be as well

if the Atltorney General went en bloc and’

sent the measuve back to anoiher place?

My, HARPER: It was hoped ihe At-
torney General would agree to this
amendment. [t was snicidal to force
upon the people of the agricnitural dis-
tricts this arbitration legislation. Tt was
not possible for the agrienltural industry
fo ecomply with the conditions of arbitra-
tion, We had had enough experience of
arbitration on the goldfields. Arbitration
was a failure. It was not possible (o
make men work when they did not wish
to. The arbitration legislation was quite
useless and should never have been placed
upen the statute-book. He would like to
sea it abolished. If we went on as we
were doing it would be useless to build
agricultural railways, because the agrieul-
tural industry would shortly be closing
down. It was well that we had another
place to deal wilh tyrannieal measures,
such as this.

The CHATRMAN: The hon. member
was not in order in referring to measures
passed by this place as tyrannieal.

Mr. HARPER: He would withdraw,
but that was his opinion of it.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. memher
would be vequired to withdraw unquali-
fiedly.

Mr. HARPER: The withdrawal would
be made accordingly, but he desired to
emphasise the point that Weslern Aus-
tralia now had only one industry which
could bear the burden of taxation. In
his opinion this was a most iniquitons
measure. - :

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was not in order in referring to the Bill
as iniquitous, No resolution or clanse
of a Bill passed by the Committee, could
be referred to in such terms. He would
ask the hon. member not to refer to it in
such terms.

Mr. HARPER: Again he would with-
draw. He did not know how to express
his opinion in sofficiently foreible yet
permissible language. The eountry
should have some chanee of going ahead.
and the people in the agrieultural areas
should not be submitted to the same con-
ditions as those on the mining flelds. If
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such conditions were imposed, the indus-
try to which we were looking to pull the
State through would close down. Arbi-
fration in every country had proved a
fallaecy. In New Zealand during the last
six years there had been 66 strikes al-
thongh compulsory arbitration had been
the law.
Myr. Green: Nothing of the kind.

Mr. HARPER: New Zenaland had the
most advanced legislation, and a year or
two ago 7,000 farmers were brought De-
fore the court for breaches of the Arbi-
tration Aet.

Mr. Green: You said that was on ac-
connt of leasehold the other night.

Mr. HARPER: The hon. member did
not know what he was talking about.
The amendment should be aceepted. No
good could come from opposition. It
would be almost impossible to continne
farming if the elause was enforced. No
Act of Parliament could make people
work if they do not wish to. The
people in the agricultural distriets did
not want to be humbugged by a court
that did not and eould not possibly under-
stand the conditions. To stipulate hours
and conditions would be ont of the gues-
tion.

Mr. 8, STUBBS: It was his hope that
wiser ecounsels wonld prevail with the
Governmment. . As a representative of an
agrienitural distriet, he was certain that
the area of land under cultivation would
be greatly restrieted if the Committee re-
jected the amendment. There had been
no agitation on the part of a very large
majority of bhe men engaged in the agri-
cultural industry for this legislation.

Mr. Green: That is because they are
not organised,

Mr. S, STUBBS: Ninety-nine out of
every hundred persons who applied to
an employer of labour in the agricul-
tural areas wanted work on contract.
They did not ask to go on wages. They
wanted to earn as much money as they
could, and they did not work eight hours
but they worked ten, twelve, and fourteen
hours a day, and some of them earned £4
a week, They d&id not ask for this legis-
lation. He agreed with the remarks of
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the member for Pingelly (Mr. Harper)
which had been withdrawn.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon,
member was not in order in referring to
a remark which had been compulsorily
withdrawn by saying that he thought ex-
actly the same. A remark veflecting on
any motion or ¢uestion passed by the
{ommittee was highly disorderly, and he
eould not countenance a member getting
up and deliberately saying that he
thought likewise becanse that also was
highly disorderly. He asked the hon.
member to withdraw.

My, S. STUBBS: Then he would with-
draw the remark, but the vast majority
in the agricultural industry would agree
with what had been said. If he had to
withdraw that, he would do so, but it was
true all the same.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! If what
the hon. member stated was said outside
this Committee he bad no control, but he
would allow no reflection to be cast on
any question already passed by the Com-
mittee or the House.

Mr. S, STUBBS: The opinion cutside
the Hounse was that this Jegislation was
unnecessary. Would that be in order?

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
wounld be ealled to order when he got ont
of order,

Mr. S. STUBBS: If the Government
desired to hamper the agricultural indus-
try they were going the right way about it
by endeavouring to place on the statute-
book legislation that had never been agi-
tated for except by a few people.

Mr. Hudson: Bookmakers do not agi-
tate against betting.

Mr. 8. STURBS: That was a logieal
argument, His constituents included
1,000 farmers and 950 would agree that
there had been no agitation in any part
of the agricultural distriets for such legis-
lation. The Committee should agree to
the amendment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
was surprising that two representatives
of an agrienltural constituency should
have so little faith in their country and
in their industry as to deem it necessary
to east such reflections upon agrieultural
dabourers. What was proposed was to put
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all labourers on an equality in the eyes
of the law. That heing so the hon. mem-
ber lived in a wrong age. e should have
lived in the time when the lord owned his
peasant body and soul and claimed him
as an appendage to his household and
when he sold bis property sold the pea-
sant with it.

Mr. 8. Stubbs: Rubbish.

The ATTORNEY GENKRAL: The
hon. member’s remarks were rubbish.
Wihat were members afraid of? Were
they afraid that if there was any dispute
among agricultural labourers they would
wp to the Arbitration Court?

Mr. Harper: Arbitration is a farce
anywhere.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1L
would be if the interpretation of some
members of the Opposition was correct.
In their arguments they had shown no
senss of fairness or justice.

Mr, Harper: You ecannot mention
where they abide by it.

The ATORNEY GENERAL: What
could be expected if we had such masters
exhibiting such a disposition towards the
men, treating their rural labourer as if
he was something ountside of flesh and
blood.

Mr. Harper: I treat my lahourers all
right,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Not in
sentiment. He would do the hon. member
this justice, that in his heart and emo-
tions be had a sense of fairmess and a
spivil that would do kindly justice to his
fellowmen when it did not involve the
financial aspect. TUnder the Bill ag it
left this Chamber these people were not
mentioned, and as it was returned to the
Chamber the stigma was cast on the
labourers of the agrieulturists and pastor-
alists. All others might have the benefit
of the Act, the seamen and even the
domestic servant, but the rural labourer
was to be out of the pale of the law.
That was what he objected to. Was
there to be a distinetion in the classes
of labour?

Hon, J. Mitehell: The agricultural
worker is the freest worker in the land
to-day.



[19 Novesper, 1912.]

The ATTUORNEY GENERAL: Then
he should be kept so. He should have the
freedom if a dispute arose to enter into
every court of the land. The amendment
would deprive him of some of the benefits
whick his fellow labourers enjoyed. T£
members of the QOpposition were fair and
just they would put him on the same
footing. That was all which was asked.
He could understand the objection of the
member for Wagin when bhe said that
arbitration was sueh a bad thing, but
there were those who believed arbitration
had virtues, had done some good, had
settled many disputes and had brought
Jots of men to betler understandings with
their employers. Give to each one a fair
chance and fair play. The hon. member
by his constant intervuptions and nnwise
ebullitions ot temper was only displaying
the faet that he was unconsecions of the
real spirit of the times in which he lived.
The time when men eould be kicked and
buffeted and conld be sacked at a mom-
ent’s notice, the time when they could be
treated as chattels, had passed.

Mr. Harper: On a point of order, was
the hon. member in order in using that
langnage? He (Mr. Harper) understood
the position thoroughly, and he wanted to
inform the Ilouse——r -

The CHAIRMAN:
point of order?

Mr. HARPER: The Attorney General
stated that he (Jir. Harper) did not
understand the Arbitration Act. He main-
taiged that he did.

The CHAIRMAN : There was no poink
of order in that. The hon, member must
resume hLis seat.

Mr. IIARPER : What he wanted to tell
the House was that he had employed men
in Western Australia for twenty years,
and he had always treated them well, and
had absolute proof of it.

The CHAIRMAN: There was no point
of order, and the hon. member must re-
sume his seat.

Mr. HARPER: But the Attorney Gen-
eral reflected on him by saying that he
did not know what arbitration meant, and
that he was incompetent to judge.

What was the
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The CHAIRMAN : There was no point
of order in that. The Attorney Geneval
might have thought that that was so.

Mr. HARPER: The Altorney Greneral
might have thought it, but he said so as
well.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member should not feel offended be-
cause there was no ill-feeling or spite
or malice towards the hon. member. All
he had was a feeling of compassion to
think that in the twentieth century there
were those who had the cast iron ideas
of our ancestors who believed that there
were a certain munber of people born to
rule the earth, and another kind of people
to bhe hewers of wood and drawers of
water, The hetter we treated the worker
all the world over, the more prosperous
would the world become. If we treated
these people as men and as our eguals,
we would become hetter served, get morg
profit from the land, and so would the
land beeome more fertile and more prolific.
All this would come about when we recog-
nised the rural labourer as our fellow,
and as our brother and comrade. If we
did that, we would get all the good that
a man could give to another. In moviug
that the amendment be not made, he pro-
tested against the shame that was cast
agzinst the rural worker by specially men-
tioning him for exemption. The rural
worker had not been mentioned in the
original Bill. He had been left out be-
cause it was thought that all men were
equal and could be treated on an equality.
When the Bill reached the other place,
the rural worker was specially selected
as the person to be branded forever as
not fit to pariicipate in the blessings of
arbitration.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The agrienltural
worker was a freer man than the Attor-
ney General himself. No class of men in
Western Australia to-day was more
sought aftec. The experienced agrieul-
torist could get work at lhundreds of
places.

Mr. O'Loghlen: At what wages?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: At high wages.

Mr. Green: 13s. a week,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The hon. mem-
ber might pay 15s. a week, but he {Mr.
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Mitechell) paid men a long way better
than the member for Kalgoorlie was ever
worth.

Mr, Green: What do you pay your
Chinamen?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The hon, mem-
ber lad been already informed that,
whilst he (Mr. Mitchell) kept clear of
Chinamen, the hon. member ate their
vegetables. The Attorney General could
be assured that the agricultural workers
were absolutely free, and they were free
becanse they were sought after. There
was no need for them to approach the
gourt.

Mr. O’'LOGHLEXN: As one who had
travelled in the agricultural districts, he
elnimed to know as many agrieulturists
as hon, members who had spoken. What
Pleased him was the fact that the Attorney
General was sticking to the original meas.
yre. A few hackneyed arguments had
been heard from members of the Opposi-
tion who eclaimed to represent the agri-
cnltural distriets, but the House had to
consider whether logical arguments had
heen advanced as to whether the Bill
ghould differentiate between the workers
in the State. If any workers bad a right
to the henefits of a measure such as this,
it was the rural workers. Why should
not they have the right to approach the
eourt?

Mr. Monger: Because they would not
be able to work under eontract.

Mr., O'LOGHLEN: There would be
nothing i the measnre {o prevent the
men working at contract rates. A eir-
ewlar which had been published in the
provineial journals signed by o Mr. Mon-
eer as President of the Farmers and
Settlers’ Association pointed ouf the dive
ealamity that would happen if the Bill
was passed.

Mr. Monger: 1 have nof seen any con-
_iradictory arguments against it in any
of the papers.

Afr. O'LOGHLEN: Perhaps they dealt
with this gentleman as they dealt with
most of the elan; they did not take him
seriously. Tf we were to give assistance
ta the rural workers, we should carry the
povisiont as outlined by the Attorney Gen-
eral.  To-day the Federal Arbitration
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Aet was prepared to give recognifion to
these men’s claims, and if we refused
under aur industrial laws to allow them
to partieipate in these benefits, we would
be driving them to the place where they
conld get registration. Which was pre-
ferable?

Mr. Harper: I should say the Federal.

Mr. OLOGHLEN: Notwithstanding
what had been said by the members for
Pingelly and Wagin, even if the rural
workers had no organisations to speak
for them, was not that all the more rea-
son why this Bill should give assistance
to those who needed it most. There was
to-day a wnion of pastoraliste which was
working on a colossal scale, It had
60,000 members and a bank balance of
£50,000. Hon. members knew that
for ten years the workers had been
appealing for an amendment of the
Aecet so that they could approach the
court, but notwithstanding that the hon.
member sat behind the Governmeni all
that time no genuine effort had been made
to alter the Act so as to bring it into con-
formity with public opinion and give the
workers an opportunity of approaching
the conrt. Unions had had their funds
depleted and had been beaten back time
and again owing to technicalities.

Mr. Monger: Name one industry.

Mr. LOGHLEN: The tailoresses and
the shop assistants could be instanced.
The pastoral industry had gone ahead
and, working under awards given by the
Federal Arbitration Court, was as pro-
sperons to-day as ever before. _The
workers had been able to hnild upﬁ'hat
industry. The member for Pingelly had
eondemned arbitration, but what alterna-
tive had be to offer?

Mr. Harper: Give them plenty of work.

Mr. O’LOGHOLEN: The desire was to
see that the eonditions and wages attach-
ing to work were fair and reasonable.
His experience of a great number of
farmers in the country was that if they
were prepared to pay a fair wage they
conld get good employees, hut what counld
we expeet from a number of farmers who
expected good men at absolutely the low-
est price they were called upon to pav?
There were at least four members of an-
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other place who employed farm labourers
on a large scale and said that the ma-
jority of men coming to them for work
were not worth their tucker.  Whether
those men were inferior labourers or not,
they had wives and children to keep, and
if they were given employment they
should receive a wage which wonld en-
able those wives and children to be de-
cently kept. If they were not competent
to give the farmer a decent return for
his wage then he should try to get better
men. The Labour Bureau was constantly
receiving requests from farming distriets
for good men at from 13s. to 25s. a week
and good harvest bands received up to
£2 a week.

Mr. Harper: They may be new ehums.

Alr. O'LOGHLEN: Were we always to
take advantage of the new chums? The
member focr Northam (Hon, J, Mitchell)
bad said that the court could not be taken
advantage of by the ruval workers be-
canse they had no union and were too
satisfied with fheir present freedom to
desire to form a union. If the Aet was
not fo apply to rural workers why was
there so much trouble about agreeing to
this proposal?

Mr, Monger: Do they want it?

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: The rural workers
dd want it. The only reason which the
hen. member eould give against extending
the provisions of the Aect to the rural
workers was that the agricultural indus-
try could not stand the strain. The
workers had to have a wnmion before they
could approach the court, and the member
for Northam said there was no union in
existence to-day. and there was not likely
to be one.

Hon. J. Mitechell: I did not say there
was not likely to be one.

Mr. LOGHLEN: The inference was
that they were so satisfied that they would
not form a union. Suppose they did
form a union, they would, according to
the hon. member’s staterzent, be weak
both finanecially and numeriecally. Against
them would be the landed classes of Aus-
tralia, who, whether they were new or old
settlers, were in a better position to mar-
shall their statements, analyse their facts,
and put them in a clear and convineing
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macner before the president of the court,
who was to be a judge of the Supreme
Court entirely apart from parties. If
the president was not to be trusted to
give a decision based on the evidence a
bigger reflection was being cast on the
judge than tlis amendment would cast
on the farmers, The amendment meant
that the farmers were afraid to face a
eross-citation by the ruval workers. Two
hon. members had said that if the mea-
sure was applied to the farming industry,
the industry would be crippled.

Hon. J. Mitchell: If that log was ap-
plied to the industry it would shut it up.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: There was no union
in existence to pat forward a log, and no
log had been ever granted in its entirety
by a court.  The practice was for the
workers to put in for a higher rate of
pay than they were prepared to accept
and for the employers to offer a lower
wage than they were prepaved to pay.
The man who put forward a log and said
that was going to be a common rule was
talking nonsense. If the amendment was
disagreed with and rural workers were
brought under the Aet, they would have
to put their elaim before the court to be
refuted by the other side, and would any
one say that the strongest party would
not be the farmers? The farmer who was
afraid to place his case againsi the rural
workers in the hands of a judge of his
own country had a very poor case to
place there. As to the general indiet-
ments of arbitration and the il effects
that had followed the working of the Aet
in this State, we need not take much no-
tice of those remarks, beecanse it was ad-
mitted that whilst there might be difficul-
ties and breaches and evasions of an
award, the Avbitration Act, if it would
only prevent one strike justified its ex-
istenee on the statute-book of any coun-
frv. Those who condemned arbifration
and yet brought in no measure that wounld
meet with the aspirations of the people
had no alternative to offer but a wild
raging strike.

Mr. Harper: Introduce wages boards:

Mr, ’LOGHLEN: Wages boards had
proved a failure and even in Sounth Aus-
tralian a Liberal Government was intro-
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ducing an Arbitration Bill.  Mnch was
sai@ about the virfues of a rvound-the-
table conference, but four representatives
of the employees sitting at a table with
four representatives of the employers
found their independence sapped {o an
exient {hat they were not free to speak
strongly for their fellows because they
knew the result that would follow. The
arbitration system was much betier where
we had an independent jndee and repre-
wentatives of both parties.  After all,
when a wages hoard without ilie extensive
and comprehensive powers (hat an Arbi-
tration Act couferred, gave such low
awards as had been given in South Aus-
tralin and Victoria, that was sufficient to
condemn the system. The chairman of
a wages board had not the vight to take
inte consideration anyhody bnt the
worker, but surely the wives and children
of the workers were entitied to some con-
rideration. What alternative was offered
by those members who said that arbiira-
tion had proved a failure? This conflict
of opinion was going on in all lands.
and was it not hetier that we should
in the light of reason and experi-
ence avoid the pitfalls of older coun-
tries by getting a measure which wonld
have the confidence of those who sought
its provisions. whether they were mas-
ters or men? Admittedly there had
heen  failures in  connection  with
the working of the Arbitration Aet.
In the old counfry we found the masters
organised on the one hand and the men
organised on the oiher, and there was
nothing but eoal strikes, shipping strikes
and dock labourers’ strikes, and strikes in
the manufacturing industry.  Speaking
with a knowledge of what might happen
in Western Aunstralia unless some ade-
quate provision was made to cope with
it, he kvew that the position was really
serions. FHe represented a strong indus-
trial eleciorale and knew the position in
ibat electorate. TFor five years the timher
workers had kept on working under aun
agreement absolutely useless to them and
under great disadvantages eompared with
their fellow workers in other industrial
enterprises, and after keeping the wheels
of industry running smoothly for so long,
they were fold by some hon. members
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that they were pot to have a Bill that they
eould take advantage of, that they were
not to have anything like a fair deal in
approaching the Avbitration Court. Every
other industry was drawing 9s. a day, bat
simply becanse these men were acting hon-
ourably their minimum was 8s., and if
some members had their way they would
have no alternative but io appeal to the
tribunal not of the Arbitration Court hut
of public opinion. It was said that arbi-
(ration bad failed, that no effort of Par-
liament would make a perfect measure,
that we would cripple the industries, and
that ihe Act bad become a farce. Who
had helped to make it a farce? When
the Act was passed 10 years ago it was
an experiment, but it must be admitted
that in scores of instances troubles had
been avoided in consequenee of the exist-
ence of the Act, imperfect as it was;
and though the president of the court
was pointing ont its inadegunacies, and
how impossible it was to administer it,
vet the party recently in power made
no attempt to get an amendment through.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Yon will get a good
Riil.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: One could not be
so optlimisiic. The responsibility, if the
Rill failed, would not lie on the shoulders
of the Government and the men who
knew the diffieulties they had heen
srappling with for many years, and who
came to Parliament with a direct mandate
from the people to bring about reform
it industrial legislation. The Minisler
should give way on very few points in
regard to this Bill. e should send it
back to amother place again as represent-
ing the views of men sitling on the Gov-
ernment side,

Hon. J. Mitchell: We are near Christ-
mas you must remember.

My, O'LOGHLEN: Just so, and many
workers in the country were thinking of
Christmas and wondering what the pro-
speet was. The Bill should go to the
other Chamber again as representing the
views not only of members on the Gov-
ernment side but also of the overwhelming
body of electors. The party were going
to stand or fall by the Bill and take the
responsibility for it,

Mr. Monger: T am glad to hear that.
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Mr. O’LOGHLEN; Members were not
8o irresponsible as the member for York.
The Bill shonld zo back to the other House
with the hail mark of the appreval of
members on the Government side.

Mr. Monger: Has the Attorney Gen-
eral told us that?

Mr, ’LOGHLEN : Undoubtedly. Mem-
bers were prepared to rake the responsi-
bility for the measure and to advocate
all its worst provisions as well as the best,
and they were prepared to see that the
penalty clauses would be enforced. No
member would assist any movemeni to
commit a breaeh of the Aect. They did
not wish an opponent to say, “This is
an arbifration measure; abide by its pro-
visions,” and yet not allow the men to
mould it according to their requivements.
The party supporting the Bill wisbed to
see the industries expand and grow, and
to see that the workers enjoyed fair con-
ditions. Tt was possible to bring about
such a state of affairs and prevent dis-
astrous industyial sirikes and confliets such
as those going on all round us. The
clanse shounld not he amended as the Coun-
eil desired. It would give the rural
workers the opportunity of making their
positions in life a little better than to-
day. The shearers under the A.W.LU.
award were working under good eondi-
tions and were building up their industry
to its further expansion, and similarly
the organisation of the rural workers
would mean the establishment of a betier
class of rnral workers. Men would he
attracted to the industry by the betier
conditions of work, and the farmer would
get a good return for the money. The
tdea of the party was to see the farming
industry flourish and move along.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Has not the agrieul-
tnral worker the vight to go to the Arhi-
tration Court now?

Mr. (’LOGHLEXN: No. If we allowed
the rural workers to approaeh the Arhi-
tration Court they would have confidence
in n State institution rather than try to
go to the Federal tribunal, and they would
bave a Dbeiter chance of getting their
grievances settled in a cowrt nnderstand-
ing loeal eonditions. Then we would get
a better class of agricultural labourer, and
the agrienlturizst would in time thank
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Parliament for putting the industey
on a fair and rensonable footing and
giving the agriculturisis the chanee Lo
progress.

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: While seeking
to bring about legislation for the eontrof
and settlement of disputes in wvarious
industries, it was very diffieult to put
up any argument why a special industry
should be exempted, unless there were
some principles underlying the measure
which might bhe strenuously objected
to. Not only in one industry but in
regard to all industries. there were
principles underlying this measure which
were of compulsory character and which,
if applied to the agricultural industry,
would cause serious trouble. He saw
no reason why the agriculturist or worker
in the agricultural industry should not
be brought under the operations of an
industrial settlement Aoct. Some object-
ions were raised in another place that
we were legislating for troubles that
might happen. There was no dispute
at present, and there never had been a
dispute of a serious character in the
agricultural industry, and it was only
to bhe expected that farmers viewed
with some alarm the bringing of the
rural workers under the operation of
the measure. Tt was made compulsory
for every worker to become a unionist.
That was the principal objection from
an agriculturist’s point of view.

Hon. W. (. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : The Bill does not compel every
one to be a wiionist.

Hon. A. 1X. PIESSE: Practically
it did. There was no getting away from
the fact underlying the Bill that it was
one of compulsion. Why should the
agricultural labourer he forced into
8 union ? The whole of the measure
provided for preference to unionists,
for if we are going to adopt this prin-
ciple we wounld be compelling every
person engaged in the industry to hecome
a unionist. That was the main ohjection
he had ta agriculturists being brought
under the operations of the Bill. We
had heard a good denl of the manner
in which agricuitural labourers were
treated, and we had been told that they
were paid as low as 155, a week. Pro-
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bably there was no industry in the State
which had such a variety of work to
offer as that of agriculture. Lads grow-
ing up in the country were eager to gain
experience and, in consequence, were
ready to accept a low wage for s start.
He had no objection to any body of
workers forming themselves into a union
with a view to improving their conditions,
but he objected to those who knew
nothing about the industry attempting
to regulate it. In Vietoria to-day there
was an agitation afoot to bring all the
rural workers under the Federal Arbi-
tration Act. He would be sorry to see
any of our industries brought under the
Federal Arbitration Act.

Alr. Heitmann : Why ?

Mr. A. E: PIESSE : Because we here
were in a very much better position to
understand the peculiar conditions of
the State. There was no dispute or
likelihood of a dispute in the agricul-
tural industry at the present time. He
did not object to the agricultural worker
being brought under s measure of this
kind, but he certainly objected to the
underlying principle giving preference
to unionists.

Mr. Mullany: Then your objection
is political and not industrial ?

Mr. A. E. PIESSE : The two were so
closely connected that it was difficalt
to differentiate. However, he strongly
objected to agriculturists being forced
inte & union without an opportunity
of being able to make their own terms.
We had nothing to fear in regard to
agriculture. He did not desire it to
go out to the world that the industry
would be crippled if it were brought
under industrial legislation; but to
allow some of the principles of this
measure to pass wounld be to bring serious
trouble on the agricultural industry.
Awards would be made which would
seriously retard the industry. He could
not support the amendment in its entirety,
but he would vote for it for the same
reason a8 he would vote againat other
principles in the Bill.

Mr. S. STUBBS: The remarks which
had fallen from the Attorney General
would lead the public to believe that
he (Mr. Stubbs) was one of those generally
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termed sweaters. In his opinion the
indusiry would be crippled by the
introduction of legislation such as this.
He firmly held thet everybody in every
industry should get a fair day’s work for
a fair day’s pay, and if the Attorney
General could assure him that the agrieul-
tural industry could afford to pay ls.
3d. or 1s. 4d. an hour for eight hours
a day he would be prepared to listen. Tt
was to be remembered that if wages
were raised the farmer could not secure
an equael rise in the price of his commodity.
The agricultural industry would get a
serious set-back if the amendment were
not made. If the principle underlying
the Bill of forcing everyone into & union
was adopted, and if, after forming a
union, the men decided that their wages
must be increased, the industry would
receive a serious blow.

Mr. Price: Would it necessarily
follow that wages would be raised in the
agriculbural industry as a result of the
passing of the Bill ?

Mr. 8. STUBBS: A certain number
of men were traversing the agricultural
districts endeavouring to form branches
of an industria) union.

Mr. Hudson: The Liberals are trying
to do that to-night in Perth.

Mr, 8. STUBBS: The prices received
for the produce of the agricultural
industry were ruled by London. If it
was going to cost 3s. to raise wheat in
future and the London price was 3s.
6d. the industry would get a serious
set-back. Was it the desire of the
Government that the agricultursl industry
should be thus hit ¥ At harvest time
the employees could command 9s. for
eight hours, with overtime added, and
that was about all the industry eruld
stand. In the best interests of the
agricultural industzy the Coromittes
should agree to the amencdments made
by the Legislative Couneil.

Mr. HARPER: The Arbitration
court created a bad feeling between the
employer and the employee. Both
parties went into open court and gave
exaggerated evidence. The fact that
the court was to fix the rate of pay
for the varying conditions which pre-
vailed in the agricultural industry—
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Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Was the hon.
member in order in discussing as he
was doing arbitration generally.

The CHAIRMAN : The member for
Beverley was about to allude to the
conditions in the agricultural industry.

Mr. HARPER : It was not so much
a matter of wages but the difficulty
which would follow & decision of the
Arbitration Court in connection with
the payment of the varying rates which
would have to be fixed for the different
kinds of labour performed. In one
day a farm lebourer might have four
different occupations, and it would be
difficult for the farmer to keep a record
of all those so as to give proper pay
afterwards. He (Mr. Harper) employed
men long before Arbitration Courts were
thought of and both sides always lived on
amicable terms, and even to-day he would
prefer to employ men under the old con-
ditions. In connection with agriculture
the Arbitration Court might fix differ-
ent rates for the different work and
compel the farmer to keep a proper
record of the hours worked.

Mr. Heitmann: Are you in favour of
arbitration ¥
Mr. HARPER : No.

Mr. Heitmann: I heard you say on
the platform that you were in favour
of arbitration and unionism.

Mr. HARPER: The hon. member
was making s mistake, but that did
not matter. He did not belisve in
arbitration for agricultural labourers.
He did not mind the wages that the
Arbitration. Court might be likely to
fix, but what he objected to was the
technicalities that would have to be
observed by the farmer. The position
in fact would be full of difficulties and
neither side would be satisfied with
regard to the records kept. It was had
-enough in regard to mining, but on the
mines there were always time-keepers to
lock after these things, and moreover
the work was not so difficult or so
varying as in connection with the agri-
cultural industry. The Committee should
see the necessity for carrying out the
clause as amended by the Legislative
Council.
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Mr. A. N. PIESSE: There was some
justification for the amendment made by
the Legislative Council, because he
failed to see how agricultural labourers
were going to derive any benefit. There
was no discontent among them, they
were aatisfed to.day, and- in proof of
that we had only to remember the
failure of those who recently tried to
organise & rural workers' union. If we
asked ourselves what prompted these
efforts we could not shut our eyes to
the fact that the sole object was the
desire on the part of the organiser to
get himself into Parliament. That man
failed in his work and that waas proof
that there was no justification to carry
out the desires of the Government. He
failed to see how it wouwld be possible
to adjust the working hours of farm
labourers. Many farmers were away
14 or 15 miles from a railway, and if
they sent out a loaded team, an eight
hows' day could not be fixed for that
particular class of labour. The same
argument opplied to droving. IF eight
hours were lixed for that oceupation that
would he the end of the industry.

Mr. Turvey: Who said they were
fixing eight hours ?

Mr. A. N. PIESSE: That was what

-the log set out.

The Attorney General: Your dreams
have as much relation to this amendment
as the log has.

Mr. A. N. PIESSE: This log had
been published throughout the State.
There was a union of rural workers in
the Eastern States, but an attempt to
fortn one in this State had failed. The
Minister should be satisfied with half
a loaf and agree to this amendment.

Mr. Foley: Ii we do there will be no
bread at all.

Mr. A. N. PIESSE: Bread was
plentiful at present, but if the Minister
insisted on defeating this amendment
bread would be scarce. It would cer-
tainly be scarce if the rural workers’
union succeeded in bringing about an
eight hours’ day in the farming industry,
because the industry would not be able
to stand it.

Mr. NANSON : All the evidence
available showed thst the agricultural
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worker in this State did not wish to be
brought under the Act. The Trades’ Hall
had strained every nerve to form a rural
workers' union, and had failed. 1f there
wag p powerful union of the agricultural
workers in existence this question would
not have been debated at any length,
but if a fractional number of workers,
perhaps the bare statutory namber of
15, formed & union, it meant, if the
agricultural labourers were brought under
the Act, that these 15 workers could go
before the court and ohtsin an award
that would be binding not upon them-
selves only, for no one would object
to that, but on every rural worker
throughout the length and breadth of
the State. In all States of the Common-
wealth there came a condition of things
when employment became secarce in
town, and a number of city workers and
those previously employed by the State
went into the country districts and
were glad to obtain employment from
the farmers, even though they were
destitute of agricultural experience. An
award made by the Arbitration Court
would be one which would fix the wages
for the competent worker, and if we
were going to tie down the farmer in
no instance fo pay less than he would
pay to the competent worker, the net
result would be that this avenue of
employment in bad times would be
entirely closed to a large munber of men
to whom in times past it had been of
the utmost advantage and benefit.
There was no objection on the part of
the farmer to paying » fair rate of wages
to competent agriculturists, but were
we going to shut our eyes to the fact that
there was a very considerable proportion
of men in country districts who were
learning their business, and for the fArst
few months of the time they were with
their farmer - employer might not be
worth the current rate of wages for
agricultural labourers ¢ It would be
an exceedingly difficult matter so to
fix an awerd as to provide for this class
of labourer, and if no practical provision
could be made, the net result would be
not to increase employment, but rather
to diminish it in agricultural districts ;
and whilst that would be to the dis-
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advantage of the worker it would also
be an enormous disadvantage to the-
country at large. Hitherto the operations
of the Arbitration Act and the awards
under it had been, with very few ex.
ceptions, applied to industries which
were able to pass the burden on to the
consumer. It might be argued that the
great pastoral industry, in which the
workers were highly organised and which
paid a very liberal rate of wages to its
employees, was not an industry which
could pass the burden of increased wages
on to the consumer in other parts of
the world.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs:
pass it on ?

Mr. NANSON : No, and that was why
the present position at Kalgoorlie was.
go serious. Only to a limited extent
conld the pastoral industry pass on to
the consumer the burden of high wages.
The pastoral industry stood in a peculiar
position. Australia had practically a
monopoly of fine wool ; no other country
had the enormous natural advantages for
the growth of merino wool, or could pro-
duce it of equally good quality. Employ-
ing relatively to the output an exceedingly
small amount of labour, and given good
seazons, it was possible to pay a very
liberal rate of wages, and this had never
been grudged by the employer who in
this State had fixed the rate of wages
by agreement with the employees with-
out recourse to the Arbitration Court.
But the agricultural industry involved
an altogether different state of affairs.
There was no large margin of profit
for the wheat grower. He was threatened
on every side with an increase of burdens,
and although he had no objection to
paying a fair rate of wages, he viewed with
considerable uneasiness the adjudication
of wages in his industry by a body that
eould not possess that close and intimate
and practical knowledge which he and
his employee had. There was validity in
the argument that when the employer
and employee had got on perfectly well
for 10 years without any trouble, and when
an endeavour had been made to form
s union it was an entire or a virtual
failure, it might well be argued that
there was no desire on the part of the.

Can gold-mining
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agricultural worker to be brought within
the provisions of the Bill; that he preferred
to do his bargaining on his own behalf,
that he obtained greater freedom of
action and more elasticity in regard
to the terms of his employment and
the amount he could earn and also had
greater ease in obtaining employment.
A man might go to & farmer and be
totally destitute of farming knowledge
and he was able to bargain with the
farmer as to whether his services were
worth remunerating at a certain wage.
But if the agricultural worker was
brought under this law it would be
practically impossible for that class of
worker, of whom there was s large number
in the country districts, to obtain em-
ployment. The right of private bargain-
ing would be teken from him. While
admitting that he was there to get
experience, he would not be permitted
to accept a lower amount of wage than
an award would give him, and therefore
the result would be that employ-
ment in the agricultural districts would
be more difficult to obtain and the
productiveness of the country would be
considerably ‘lessened. If there was one
thing more than another that was
calculated to bring the whole fabric
and structure of compulsory arbitration
into disrepute it must be dragging into
the law persons who did not wish to be
brought under its provisions. He would
be the last to offer any opposition to
bringing agricaltural labourers under
the measure if it could be shown that
thers was a reasonable desire to be
included, but the evidence was so
enormously in the other direction and
what would be the consequences in this
country if purely on theoretical grounds
legislation was passed compelling the
agricultural worker to accept an award,

Me. B. J. Stubbs: Where is the
compulsion ?

Mr. NANSON: The whole of the
Bill was compulsion. Was it not &
compulgory Arbitration Bill ? Did the
hon. member know what he was talking
about ? A worker was denied any justice
under the measure unless be belonged
to a union. There was nothing but
‘compulsion all through the Bill and

-ciple of compulsion ?
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what was the consequence of this prin-
What was  the
consequence of endeavouring to drive
men into unions ¥ We saw the con-
sequences in New Zealand. In one town
there was practically civil war. Workers
who did not wish to be in a union found
that they were subjected to the taunts

-and the assaults and other provocation

on the part of the unionists, and at last,
denied ample protection from the law,
they took the law into their own hands
and showed that instead of the unioniats
being in the majority they were con-
siderably in the ininority, and that so far
as physical force was concerned, when
not backed up by explosives and revol-
vers, . the unionists were no match in
point of numbers or courage for the
non-unionists. If the agricultural worker
against his will was to be dragooned under
this law, and if he found that avenues
of employment now open to him were
closed because of awards under this
law, would he be prepared to quietly
acqujesce in that state of affairs ¥ Mem-
bers of the Labour party were sowing a
wind and -ultimately, no doubt, would
reap & whirlwind. The avowed object
of that party if we could judge by the
opinions frequently expressed in their
official organ, The Worker, waa to create
animosity between employer and em-
ployee, and again and again the effort
had been made to create animosity be-
tween the agricultural worker and the
farmer. Although these two clasaes,
the farmer and his employee, had lived
in the utmost amity for years past,
yeb persons not connected in any way
with the industry, with funds not supplied
by the workers in that industry, had gone
out into the agricultural districts and
tried to prove to the workers that the
farmer was no friend of theirs, that if they
were to got their rights it could only
be by believing that the employer was
their enemy and that there was no
community of interest between the
employer and the employee. It was
largely because there was at least one
industry remaining in this Staie where
thege feolings did not exist and where
there was the utmost good will between

employer and employee and where,
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despite every effort to create ill-feeling,
that effiort had failed, that membets
representing agricultural constituenciee
were unwilling, when there was no wish
on the part of the agricultural worker
to come under this measure, that he
should be dragged into it. It was useless
for the Attorney General to talk about
liberty when the Bill denied liberty
to the individual and when it wished
to teke away from the agricultural
worker the liberty to-day enjoyed by
that worker.

Mr. ALLEN: Anything likely to
retard the progress of the agricultural
industry should be entered on with very
serious reflection. That there was har-
monious working between the farmer
and his employees was shown by the
failure to form unions among agricul-
tural workers. That harmony should
not be impaired. Far too much was
being done to form unions and create
strife and ill-feeling between employers
and employees, and it was being done by
agitators with the idea of securing
remuneration as union secretaries. The
prosperity of the State depended upon
the agricultural industry. Anything that
would retard the industry should be
approached with great consideration and
avoided on every possible occasion.
The better conditions of to-day had
been brought about by the efforts of
Liberalism and not by the Labour
party. Of course the fate of the question
before the Committee was sealed, no
matter how long it was debated.

Mr. MONGER : Early in the evening
the Attorney General hed been appealed
to to make the mild amendment sug-
gested by another place, but the member
for Forrest (Mr. O'Loghlen) had since
told us of the mandate of October, 1911,
and had said, “ We are going to carry
this Bill, and if we do not we are going
to the country.” It reminded one of
the eloquent address of the Attorney
General at Esperance & few months
since where he said, ““ We are going to
reintroduce that legislation ’—or words
to that effect—*' We are going to re-
introduce that illegitimate legislation we
attempted to foist on the people of the
State during last session, and if it is
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not carried in its entirety we are golng
to disband the Legislative Council and
will go to the country.”

The Attornoy General: That is not
correct.

Mr. MONGER : It was to that effect
that the Attorney General spoke. One
could never hope to express himself in
the wmctual language of the Attorney
General, but could only give the gist
of the remarks. Was the expression of
the member for Forrest to be taken as
& threat ! Was that hon. member em-
powered by the Goverrunent or by those
who so frequently met in one of the
committee rooms of the House to say,
“We are going to carry this measure
in the way we desire irrespective of what
another Chamber may desire.”” If that
be the interpretation of the remarks of
the Attorney General and the member
for Forrest, he (Mr. Monger) would see
that some of the vital portions of the
Bill were slightly altered so that the
promise of these hon. members might
be given effect to and we might have
an early appeal to the country.

Mr. Price: Why do you misquote
the member for Forrest ?

Mr. MONGER: The amendment
requested by the Legislative Council
was a8, very reasonable one. We recently
had before us the Shearers’ Accommo-
dation Bill ; and though the member in-
troducing the Bill assured us that the
pastoralists required nothing more than
was embodied in his Bill, he accepted
every amendment requested by the
Legislative Couneil and thanked another
place for passing the measure. The
member for Cue (Mr. Heitmann) had
gone through the farming electorates.
He did not know whether the hon.
member was pleased with his reception.
After months of atternpts on the part
of the membera for Cue and Forrest,
and other members on the same side
of the House, to forrn a rural workers’'
union, what was the result ? 1t was &
defunct organisation.

Mr, Heitmann : T am sorry to say 1
had nothing to do with it.

Mr, MONGER : Hon. members oppo-
gite had agitated and advoceted for
assistance for that organisation but
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without result. He advised the Attorney
General to accept the Legislative Council’s
amondment and so facilitate the passage
of the remaining smendments.

Mr. TAYLOR: The moment any
legislation was brought down to make
the conditions of the employees in the
pastoral or farming areas better than
they were, they were opposed tooth
and nail by mermbers of the Opposition.
Any legislation to improve the position
of the employer by voting large sums of
money to the Agricultural Bank however,
was supported by ell sides. The member
for York accused hon. members of stump-
ing the country in the hope of organising
a rural workers' union; the speeches
which had been made in the Chamber
more than justified the stimulating of the
workers to protect themselves against
their representatives in the Legislative
Assembly who wanted them excluded
from the provisions of the measure.

Mr. Nanson: They have had this
provision for ten years and have never
availed thermselves of it.

- Mr. TAYLOR: The member for
Northam was afraid that his employees
would go to the court and expose the
injustices to which they were subjected.
The Attorney General, it wasto behoped,
would not accept the conditions sub-
mitted by another place

© Mr. NANSON: The last speaker had
not aceurately represented the reasons
advanced by the Opposition for support-
ing the amendment from another place.
The wain ground for this support was
that the agricultural worker had no desire
to join a union,

Mr., Taylor: This will not compel Lim
te do so.

AMr. NANSON: There were several
thousand agricoltural workers in the
State, and provided that out of that
number 15 could be found te form a
union, those 16 could then go to the court,
get an award, and all the other workers
would be bound by that award equally
with the employers. We had had a great
deal of general talk from the last speaker
as to the tyranny under whicl (he agri-
cultural labourer laboured, BRut there
was po evidenece whatever of disecontent
on the part of the agricultural workers.
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All the available evidence went to show
that the agricultural worker did not wish
to be brought under the Act. Every effort
had been essayed by the Trades Hall
organisation to make the agrienltural
labourers discontented, but the resnlt had
been an abjeet failure. A number of paid
agitalors, whose business it was (o foment
discontent, had wused their uimost en-
deavours among the agrieultural labour-
ers, but without suecess. Was that not
convineing evidence that the acricultural
worker bad no wish to be Lrought under
the Aect? Moreover, we had had hon.
members going through the agricultural
distriets and trying to persnade the rural
worker that he was an ill-used individual.
Those gentlemen who wished to persnade
the rural worker that evervihing was not
right with him, had gone into the agri-
cultural distriets and endeavoured to form
& unioen, but when the workers came to
know the amount they would have to pay
cut in support of this, that, and the
other, in support of the Trades Hall, and
{be caucus machine, and the agitators, the
agricultural labourer had showed fight and
preferred to do his own business in his
own way. That was what hon. members
on the Ministerial side objected tp. They
did not like the independent man. Their
enthusiasm for the agricaltural labourer
was unot worth twopence. They simply
desired to get him into the meshes of ther
political net. What amount of interest
had hon, members on the Ministerial side
taken in the agrieultural labourer until
they thought some seats were to be won?

Mr. Taylor: We have tried to improve
the conditions of agricultural labourers
ever since I have been in the House.

Mr. NANSON: Hon. members had cer-
tainly tried to make their own positions
better, and they had succeeded. Hon.
members had raised the cost of living and
generally made emplovment more diffi-
cult. How was it going to benefit the
agricultural labourer if that worker had
noe grievance? All the evidenece pointed
to the fact that the agrienltural labourer
was contented with his eonditions, with
the liberty be enjoyed in making bis own
terms. What would be the result if the
agricnltural labourer was to be dragged
to this legislation against bis will? A
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considerable number of the agricultural
workers were inexperienced, but had ihe
necessary physieal strength, and the desire
to become skilled agricalturists. Conse-
quently they made satisfactory bargains
with the farmers, and in a few months’
time hecame competent, and so achieved
the certainty of obtaining the full rale
of wages.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : The market for farm labourers is
overflooded.

Mr. NANSON : It might be over-
flooded so far as the inexperienced wor-
kers were concerned, but not in respecl
to experienced men, What would be the
market for the inexperienced agricul-
tural labourer if times were to become
bad ¥ We had the experience again and
again in this State that when employ-
ment hecame slack in the towns a large
number of workers sireamed into the
country and obtained employment on the
farms, even though they had no experi-
ence, at terms which could only be ar-
ranged by individual bargaining between
‘employer and worker. No Arbitration
Court could fix those eonditions, and if
the court did fix an award for competent
workers in the agricultural industry, that
numerous ¢lass of casual workers would
be denied the opportunity of obtaining
employment in the country at all. With
the short-sighted views of the Labour
party in regard lo eapital and labour,
instead of employment being made more
plentiful in a new eouniry like this it was
so frequently made scarcer. Hitherto
the agrienltural industry had gone along
well, as vegards both the employer and
employee, without this continnous tinker-
ing by legislation. Freedom of contract
had had full sway in the agricultural
industry, and would anyone say that the
agrieulfural industry and ‘the agrienl-
tural worker had not thrivea 7  How
many men were there working their
own farms to-day who began as agrienl-
tural labourers ? Any one who would ex-
ereise a reasounble amount of thrift had
no need to remain all his life a servant,
but eould, at any rate before the new
fangled ideas of the Government in re-
ard to land tenore had heen introduced,
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obtain his own freeliokl. The great bulk
of onr farmers were men who had be-
gun as farm labourers in the first in-
stanee, and conld we have any better
example of the advantages of freedom
of econtract in an industry in which there
was no surplus of labour, than was to be
found in the agricultural industry § We
saw indusiry after industry being stunted
and dwindling away owing to the con-
tinual interference of the legislature, and
the one indualry whieh was thriving to-
day, and whiel in the last ten vears had
hronght Australia from a eondition of
depression to one of greai prosperity,
was the agrienltural industry which had
never been inlerfered with by this class
of legislation. In those eircumstaneces
eould it be wondered at that mewbers
representing agricultural constituencies
were unwilling that the agrienltural wor-
ker, against lis inclination, should he
dragged before the Arbitration Court,
and that the future of the indnstry shonld
be endangered to some extent, when in
the past all had been well ¥ Why should
we embark on a hazardeus experiment
when the indusiry was sound, when there
was no complaint from the workers, and
when the indusiry had brought to Auns-
tralia a prosperity which it had not
known for many years. When an indus-
try which had hitherto been spared from
interference by the political labour agi-
tator was no longer to be spared, were
members not justified in opposing this
legislation to the last diteh? Althoungh
it was hopeless in (his Chamber to ex-
pect victory they were eompelled on this
point to enter their emphatic protest. He
resenfed in 1he strovgest manner possible
the statements of persons like the mem-
ber for Mount Margaret that in the stand
the Opposition were taking they were
actuated by hostility to the worker, in-
stead of being actuated as they really
were by regard for his interests, They
wished employment to remain abundant
in that industry and not to limit it and
make it difficult as it has been made in
other industries through too much legis-
lation and interference, and too little re-
speet for the individual liberky of the
subject.



"Question put aund a division taken with
tie following result:—

Ayes .. e .oo023
Noes .. .. .. 10
Majority for .. 13
AYESB.
Mr. Angwin Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Bath Mr. Prlece
Mr. Collier Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Dooley Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Foley } Mr. Swan
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Taylor
Mr. Green ! Mr. Thomas
Mr. Lander \ Mr. Turvey
Mr. Lowis i Mr. Walker
Mr. McDowall i TMr. A, A, Wiison

Mr. Mullany Mr. Underwood

Mr. Munsic {Teller).
NoEes.

Mr, Allen Mr. 8. Stubbs

Mr. Harper Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Mitchell AMr. Wisdom

Mr. Monger Mr. Male

Mr. Nanson (Teller).

Mr. A. E. Piesse

Question thus passed; the (‘ouncil’s
amendment not made.

No. 6.—Clause 4.—Definition of “IWor-
ker,”” add at the end of the definition
the following:—“But shall not ineclnde
any person engaged in domestie serviee:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—
That the amendment be nol made.
Mr. Monger rose.

The CHAIRMAN : Already he had
called attention to his determination that
after the question had been put he would
not withdraw it.

Mr. MONGER : The Chairman had not
given time.

The CHAIRMAN : On the olher hand
he had dwelt upon the question bnt mem-
bers seemed to have a desire to wail uii-
til the guestion had been put before ris-
ing to speak., If the question lLad been
put it was not ecompetent to withdraw if,
and he would adopt that eourse in future.

Mr. MONGER : The amendment was
a reasonable ove and he could nobt under-
stand why the Attorney General took
exrgption to it. If he desired a workable
Act this was one of the snggestions whieh
might he necepted. Those engaged in
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domestic serviee did nol desire to be
brought under the definition of worker.

[y, Melowall took the Chair.]

Mr. HARPER : The amendment wounld
have his supporl. There was no great
agitation for the inclusion of domestices.
For some time there had been a dearth of
domesties and competent bands conld
alinost dictate their own terms.

The Minister for Mines :
have their wages reduced.

Mr. HARPELR : Where labour was
searce an arbitration award did not ap-
plv. Higher rates were being paid even
at present than were stipulated under
atbitration awards.

Mr, Foley : In what industry 7

Mr. HARPER : At Brookton brick-
layers were being paid much more than
the award slipulated. They had always
refused to belong to a union and did not
wish to be interfered with and he stood
there to defend their rights and privil-
eges. There was far too mueh interfer-
ence with the rights of the subject and
this was another imposition. Domesties.
were practically the bosses of their em-
ployvers. At the present time they eould
dietate terms and hours and practically
do as thev liked. In many cases the em-
ployer had te do the work bhecanse the
domestic would not work after eertain
hours,

They might

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter) : We have a lot of girls coming here
next week.

Mr. HARPER : And more were re-
quired. Al whoe were brought in were
rapidly absorbed. Al present domes-
ties practieally dietated their terms but
trades unionists had not ereated that
position, It had been due to the progress
of the eouniry. It would be soon enough
to.bring in a measore of this kind when
the necessity arose. Right through the
whole chapter of arbitration the diaboli-
cal feature of it was the ereating of bad
feeling between the parties.

Question puf and passed, the Council’s.
amendment naot made.
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No. 7.—Clause 6, Subelause (4), para-
graph (a),—8trike out the words ‘‘the
Court or (if the Court is not sitting)”:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the amendment De not made.
This took away the power of the court
altngether and left it with the president.
At a later stage the Couneil made an
amendment whieh practically gave all
the power into the hands of the presi-
deni and did away with the assessors.
The idea of ilie (lovernment was to re-
tain the president sitting with assessors,
and they therefure eould not make the
amendment requested by the Couneil
Later on if Lhere was a compromise and
it was necessary to make this amendment
it eould be done.

Question passed, the Council’s amend-
ment not made.

No. 8. —Clause 6, Subelanse (4}, para-
eraph (a). line 3—Inhsert after the word
““union’’ the words ‘‘or validate the ve-
gistration or supposed regisiration prior
1o the eommencement of this Aet of snch
soelely as an industrial union’’:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—
That the amendment be made.

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment made.

No. 9 (consequential) not made.

No. 10.—Clause 6, Subclause (4), para-
graph (a}, line 10—Strike out all the
words within brackets after “example,”
and insert “the voeations of clerks or
engine-drivers’”:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved--

Tha! the amendment be not made.

Question passed, the Counecil’s amend-
ment not made.

No. 11.—Clause 6, Subclause (4), para-
graph (a)—Insert at the end of the para-
graph the following:—*“or where interesis
are of a like composite character”:

The ATTORNEY GENERAIL moved—

That the amendment be made subject
to the following modification:—That

“where” be struck out and “whose” in-

serted in lieu,

Question passed, the Council’s amend-
ment made as amended.

No. 12.—Add the following sutclanse
1o stand as (5):—“The Metropolitan
Shop Assistants and Warehouse TFn:-
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ployees' Industrial Union of Workers or
any other society registered or purporting
to be registered under ‘The Industirial
Conciliation and Arbitration Aet, 1902,
may apply to the eomrt or the president
for an order validating its vegistralion
or supposed registration. and the eour: or
president may make such order as they
or he may think just, notwithstanding
that such seoeiety or union consisis of
persons who are not all employers or
workers in or in conneetion with one
specified industry”:

On motion by the Attorney General, the
Couneil’s amendment made,

No. 13~Clause 7, Subelanse (1).—Acid
at the end:—“of whieh seven days’ pre-
vious notice speeifying the time, place,
and objects of sueh meeting shall Lave
been given™:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved —

That the amendment be made suhject
to the following modification ~—.-dd the
words :—“Such notice shall be given by

publication of an wdverlisement in a

newspaper circulating in the district in

which the office of the union iy sityate
and by posting a copy of the notice

17 o conspicuous place outside the said

office.”

This would have the effeet of making it
much more explicit.

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment made as amended,

No. 14.—Clause 7, Subclause 3, para-
graph (b).—Add at the end:—“Such
notiee shall he given by publication of
an advertisement in a newspaper cireulat-
ing in the distriet in which the office of
the union is situate and by posting a copy
of the notice in a eonspicnous place out-
side the said office”:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved-—

Thut the amendment be not made.
Hdn. members would notice that this re-
quested -amendment lad been made to
Clanse 7, which was the proper plaece
for it, :

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
1ment net made,

No. 15.—Claunse 7, Subclause 4, para-
graph (b).—After the word “State” in«
sert “or elsewhere”:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the amendment be not made,
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There was a principle involved in this
amendment, This clause provided that
.o fund should be paid or applied fo
assist any person engaged in a strike in
the State, and the Legislative Council de-
sired to make this apply to elsewhere as
well. We had enough to do to look after
our own State to say that we should make
il an offence to contribute to funds else-
where. In this State in the ease of a
iock-out the parties to the dispuie would
bave a eourt to approach. We had some
justifieation for saying “You shall not
sirike, apd in every instaxice you shall
pin your faith to arbitration.” That was
a different thing from saying that we
should not help our fellows in other parts
of the world.

. 12 o'clock, midnight.

Mr. NANSON: The amendment sug-
gested by another place would not prevent
a person of generons instinets contribut-
ing to distressed persons elsewhere. It
merely prevented the funds of a union
being used for the purpose. If there wes
a strike in the old country, and if publie
feeling here ran strongly in favour of the
strikers, there was nothing to prevent
a public relief fund being opened in
Western Australia; but these union funds
had been subseribed for speeific purposes,
and the minorify in the union should not
be overridden in respect fo their disposal.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The ar-
guments of the hon. member would apply
to the helping of strikers here, as outside
the Siate, if the interpretation of the hon.
member was aceepted. The unions were
ever siruggling after ideals, partienlarly
the general betterment of the weorld, and
they were not eirenmseribed by geographi-
¢al boundaries in their desire to aid their
fellow men. They were bound by the
laws of the Sfate, certainly, but those
laws did not obtain beyond the State.
As the cause of unionism was one, they
would be helping their brothers who had
not got this Bill if they contributed their
funds eollected for that purpose. Surely
we should not restrict them by declaring
that they could not do this with their
corporate fuuds.

Mr. NANSON: The Attorney General
argued as if there was always perfect
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agreement within the ranks of labour
as to the rights or wrongs of individnal
strikes. That was not so. Freguently
strikes oecuiTed in respeet to which there
were strong differences among unionists
as to whether or not the strike should he
supported, and it was sound pelicy that
the directions in which the funds of a
union might be spent should be Hmited.
Otherwise we might find union tunds
squandered in directions ountside the
seope of the union, in which case the
union itself would suffer. Even if there
was a small majority of the members of
a union who were endeavonring to alien-
ate a portion of their funds, the minority
had ecertain rights, and surely they were
entitted to say, “Those of you who wish
to belp this particular movement can do
so without bringing the funds of the
union into it.”

The Attorney General: It has abways
been the practice, all the world over.

Mr, NANSON: What was the limit to
this distribution of union fands?

The Attorney General: Common sense.

My, NANBON: It was the duty of the
Chamber to protect the minority in
unions quite as much as the majority, if
it counld be done without injuring in any
way the main purpose of the union.

Hon. J. MITCHELIL:: The Attorney
Genersl shonld agree with the amend-
ment. If was ridieulons to say that the
funds should not be used within the State,
but conld be sent out for a similar pur-
pose elsewhere. If it was not mood to
support strikes here it counld not be good
to support them elsewhere.

The Attorney General: Surely you ean
make a distinetion beiween this State and
a country which has not this Bill.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It was uot fair
that we should legislate to make it possi-
ble for even the majority of the members
of a union to deal with the funds of the
union in a way which was never intended
by the contributors to those faunds.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The Bill
as it had left this Chamber had simply
provided that it should be illegal to assist
a strike in this State, and we were making
laws only for this State. The Western Auns-
tralian Parliament conld not make laws
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for elzewhere. What right had we to re-
slrain the unions from giving sympathy
and help to other unions? Surely tlere
was good sense enough amongst the ma-
jority in any union to direet them as to
the disposal of their funds. He objected
io this limitation of the liberty of even
the majority to exercise their henevolence
towards their fellows outside the State,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Surely the Attor-
ney General wonld agree that if the men
desived to assist strikers elsewhere they
could do so individually, but power was
given for 51 oul of 10{) members of a
union to resolve to use (he union fonds
to help people elsewhere nagainst the
wishes of the minority.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: .\ man
in a union, gelting the benefits of union-
ism, better wages, shorter hours, and hetter
conditions generally, who would not help
his fellows outside fhe State. who were
struggling for those privileges. was so
contemptible as (o be unworthy of con-

sideration. There were no unionists of
that kind in thizs State. In connection
with indnstrial matters for the benefit

of their fellows, he had scarcely met one
man who was not willing to exercise to
the utmost his generosity, and encourage
others in helpfulness.

Hon. J. Mitchell:  What
strike in New Zealand?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
sirike had been eniirely misrepresented
by 1he Press. The strike had been con-
demned by the head exeentive of the
unions.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: The amendment
was a reasonable one. nnd the Attormey
General had given no reason why he ob-
jected to il. If we prevented unions
from using their funds to assisi strikers
in this State how much more importani
was it to prevent them from assisting
strikers elsewhere?

Mr, NANSON: The Attorney General
argued as if a minority in a unien op-
posed to sending awav funds to assist
strikers were actnated by meanness and
lacking in ordinary philanthropie motives
towards lmmanity. That argument did
not apply. Tn the ease of a recent strike
in France a bhody of workers, who them-

abhout the
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selves were employers, bad been fighting
against their worker employees, and in
sael a case it eonld not be said to he
meanness on the part of the minority te
desive to prevent funds being sent away
to assist one body of workers against
anotlher body of workers. We had a
ease in this State where the Minister for
Railways, himself a worker, was resisting
o demand on the part of certain workers
to whose class he belonged. There they
had an ingtanee of n worker resisting the
workers because he consideved their de-
mands were wrong. It could not be said
that the Minister was a mean man be-
c¢ause he objected to voting funds to as-
sist those sfrikers. A case on all fours
with that might oecur ountside the State.
There was nothing to prevent a majority
giving assistance outside the Siate in their
capacity as ovdinary citizens, but they
muast not touch the union funds, and that
was certainly fair from the nnion point
of view. It was necessary in the inter-
ests of the union that the fands should
be safegnarded as much as possible se
that thex might he used for the direet
objecis of the nnion rather than for the
indivect objects.

The .\itorney General: You want to
prevent the majovity from ruling.

Mr. NANBOXN: Certainly. In some
cases [he minority had righls and where
it was not a direct object of the union
it might be wise to restrict the purpose to
whieh union funds counld be devoted. One
might a8 well say that the Minisier for
Railways as a worker was an absolute
tyrant because when he beeame Minister
and an employer of lahour be refused to
coneede to the demands made by the em-
Moyees, persons who belonged to the same
elnsz ag himself, and with whom he would
bhe sympathetic if be were siiting on the
Opposition side of the House.

Quesfion put and passed; the Counncil’s
amendment not made.

On motions by the ATTORNEY GEN-
ERAT, amendments Nos. 16 to 25 made.

No. 26, Clause 40.—Shike out this
clanse:

The ATTORNEY GENERATL moved---

That the amendment be modified as
follows:—*That the words ‘strike out’
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be deleted and ‘amend’ ivserted in
lieu, and that the following words be
addded after ‘cluwse’ :— Provided that
before making any declaralion wnder
this seetion fn respecl of any industyy,
the court must be satisfied that o ma-
Jority of the warkers engaged in that
ndustry in the locality specified in the
ayreement are desirous thal sueh de-
clavation should be made, or that the
employers of such a majorily of work-
ers (belny u majorily of the employers
engaged in thal industry in such loca-
Iity), are desirons that such Jdeclaraiion
shoutd he made’”

Hon. J. Mitchell: Have you copies of
your amendinent ?

The ATTORNEY GEXERAL: No,

My, Male: Reporl progress and get
ropies.

The ATTORNEY (GENERAL: No, it

was fairly simple. In the event of an
agreement it must he at {he instance
of a majoriiy of lhe workers or a
majority of the emplovers employing 2
majority of the workers in that locality.
It was only just to make sure it was not
a eatch movement of the eouwrt bni was n
properly considered proposal,

Mr. NANSON: This was a mosl im-
portant amendment to frv io consider
under such disadvantageous eirenmstances.
A copy of the amendment should be sup-
plied to members, as it seriously limited
the effect of the clause. Tf we were to
take everything the Attorney General en-
dorsed as absolutely safe, members might
very well go bome. The Attorney Gene-
ral should postpone the most important
matters and pass merely formal ones,
otherwise debating these things in the
cireumstances was a fravesty on legis-
lative proceedings. One must object to
being asked withowt previous ronsidera-
{on to agree to a proviso so limiting the
power of the comrt. How was it to be
aseertained there was a majority of em-
.ployers or employees?

The Attorney General:
made, ‘

Mr. NANSON: The whole responsi-
‘bility for any farcical legislation must
be placed on members who endeavoured

Rules will be
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to secure the consideration of it ar (his
‘early lour of the morning.

The ATTORNEY GEXERAL: T'_ﬁere
-was - nothing eontroversinl in this.  He
‘had heen most patient tv-night durit{g_ihe
sitting while members had heen throwing
off fireworks and belching ont  criticism.
We had been getfing on very rapidiy
during the last half hour.

Mr. Nanson: On aon-eoulroversial mat-
ters we do not wish to have any delay,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
was not conivoversial. The (‘ouneil had
moved fo delete Clause H) and there was
nothing complicated about that. He pro-
posed that il shonld stand.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: 1t was clear that
the elause should he struck out, HKither
one side or Lhe other might apply to have
the eommon rule made. hul what he
argned was thal hoth parties should he
consulted before the common rule was
made. The amendment simply made it
possible for one side or the other to adopt
an award and make it apply o an in-
dustry. Why nof make hoth sides go to
the conrt? Neither the amendment nor
the proviso would meet the siivation.
Would it be fair to inelude workers in an
agreement without econsulting (hem? At
any rate the Committee should report
progress hecause good work had heen
done.

Mr. B. .. STUBBS: Now that there
was a clanse in the Bill which would allow
of the settlement of dispuies hon. mem-
hers opposite wanted to destroy if. All
that was desired to be brought under the
proviso was that whenever an agreement
was signed by. a majority of workers and
by the employers emploving n majority
of workers——

Mr. Nanson: Must you have hoth a-
jorities?

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Yes, it was neces-
sary. When a majority of the workers
and the employers emploving a majority
of the workers came to an agreement
either side should be able to go fo the
court and ask that the agreement be made
an award. Of eourse the court would not
make it an award withouf first taking
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evidence on the question, and it would re-
quire to be proved that a majority had
arrived at that amicable agreement.
What objection could then be offered to
the award being made a common rulet
There could be no logieal objection to the
clause or the proviso. The clause would
lighten the work of the court and encour-
age the employers and the employees to
come together and fix up their agreements
amieably.

Question put and passed;
amendment made as amended.

No. 27, Clause 42, Subelanse 1—Strike
out all the words after “eonsist of” and
insert “a President nominated from time
lo time by the Glovernor from among the
indges of the Supreme Court”:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
was the important clause. He moved—
That the amendment be not made.
le proposed to stick to the original word-
ing, and have the court composed of two
layman and a President who might or
might not be a judge of the Supreme
Court.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It had been ex-
pected that the Attorney General would
agree to the President being nominated
hy the Governor from among the judges
of the Supreme Court. It econld easily be
urged that the President should be the
whole court. For this we had a precedent
in the Federal Avbitration Counrt, consist-
ing of Mr. Justice Higgins. Under our
existing system we had two lay members
who, as partisans, offset each other and
thus left the real business of the court to
the President. Was it desirable to have
these lay members retained if they eonld
be treated as Mr, Somerville had recently
been treated, namely, severely censured in
a public meeting for the reason that they
dared to exercise their own judgment?
In the ease of the Midland Junction en-
gineers’ trouble, the men had refused to
kave the ordinary court and had a court
specially eonstituted to deal with their
case. They had that excellent unionist,
Mr. Diver, representing them, Mr. Hope
represented the Commissioner of Rail-
ways, and the Rev. Brian Wibberley acted
as chairman.

Couneil’s

[ASSEMBLY.]

1 o'clock, a.m.

The Minister for Mines: That board
did good work, better than one man would
have done alone.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: That might be
so, but the decision did not suit the men
who had been on sirike and they called
upon Mr. Diver to come along and be
reprimanded.

The Minister for Mines : Yo do not
give np a principle because a small see-
tion disapproves of a deecision.

Hon. J. MIICHELL: It was wrong
that a union should be able to censure a
member of the court becanse he had not
done what they wanted. The Attorney
General was urging that gentlemen who
could be taken to task by those who had
nominated them should administer the
Act, Surely the bappenings of the last
few weeks should convinee the Attorney

" General that the system had failed and

that the President alone should consti-
tute the court.

The Attorney General: Would you de-
prive the workers of the services of a
man like Mr. Somerville?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The workers
said they did not want Mr. Somerville.

The Attorney General: I am asking the
Committee to say what they want. You
are going to allow the workers to jump
on Mr. Somerville,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: WNo, the desire
was lo assist Mr. Somerville to jump on
the workers. .

Mr. B, J. Stubbs: I suppose you did
not see that the Fremantle unions had
passed a vote of confidence in him,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Committee
were told that if the members of the court
gave a decision according to the evidenece
the dissalisfied party could take them to
task for their decision.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Did you ever know
any lesing litizant before a court to be
satisfied ¢

Mr. Nanson: Did youn ever know of the
suitors choosing the judge and then at-
tempting to dismiss him?

Hon. J. Mitchell: When the parties
chose their own judge they should be
satisfied, but notwithstanding what had
bappened to Mr. Somerville and Mr.
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Diver, the Attorney General said that the
president should be treated in the same
way, and shonld not be & judge of the
Supreme Court.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Bill as it left this Chamber said that the
court should consist of three members to
be appointed by the Government. One
should be president and the other two
should be called ordinary members. The
president was to hold office for seven
years, and unless he was a judge of the
Supreme Court should receive an annual
salary of £1,000. The president might be
a judge of the Supreme Court, or he
might not.

Mr. Nanson: The poliey of the Gov-
ernment was admitted in the debate we
had.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
was the policy of the Government, but
the president might be a judge of the
Supreme Court. The object now was
more to preserve the ordinary members
and make the eourt one of three instead
of merely a president. In this State the
court of three had worked well. Mr.
Somerville had certainly done exeellent
work and it would be n pity to lose his
services in the court for some time o
come,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: When it came to
a question of appointing the president,
unless he was to be a judge of the Su-
preme Court, pressure might be brought
to bear on the Government to appoint a
man nominated by the unions or some-
body else. That wounld be unsatisfactory.
Tt was not likely that the president would
Te a jndze of the Supreme Court in view
-of the fact that the Attornev General re-
sisted the amendment.

The Attorney General: T want it to be
Teft free.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: There was a
strong objection to the president heing
other than a jadge, to the salary being
fixed at £1.000. and to the term of ap-
pointment being seven years. The man
who oceupied the position should be as
independent as a judge of the Supreme
Conrt.
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The Minister for Mines: The eondi-
tions of his appointmeni make him inde-
pendent of any Ministry.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: At the end of
seven years he must please the Ministry
of the day or go out. Every member
ought to object to that provision. The
nominee of the unionists had not had a
happy time. We liad not heard of em-
plovers ealling their representative to
task

The Minister for Mines: Perhaps they
did it quietly.

The Attorney General: I have heard
them say a few nasty things about their
representative.

Hoan, J. MITCHELL: The court should

"be so constituted that when the decision

was given no one should have a right to
take the court to task. What would hap-
pen if the words used toward Mr. Som-
erville were used toward one of the
Judges? The Attorney Ceneral would bhe
the first to protect the judge and because
of that he urged that the nmendment
shonld be made. Tt was better to have
for a president a judge of the Supreme
Court as was the ease with the Federal
court than a president as proposed by the
Attorney General. The Attorney Gen-
eral had nol urged that a judge was not
the most suvitable person: in faet, it could
be conciuded from his remarks that he
had no objeetion to the appointment of
a judge. Judges had done the work sat-
isfactorily and had exercised independ-
ence which had satisfied everybody. They
had spoken their mind whether in respect
of the House, the Ministry, or the ease,
and they had done their duty fearlessly
and well. In the interesls of all con-
cerned it was necessary to agree to the
amendment, It anxthing fuarther was
done to shake the confidence of employers
there would be less work than at prosent
and more unemployed, The conrt should
be unbiassed and the employér should be
able to realise that the decision would be
in aceord with the evidence.

The Minister for Mines: The railway
hoard gave the same rates of wages as
T offered.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: There was no
fanlt to be found with the attitnde of the
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Minister. Mady of the railway men de-
served the inecrease they goi, but the
Minister eould not go on inereasing their
wapes indefinifely.

Mr. NANSON: The queslion whether
the. president of the eourt should be a
menther of the Supreme Court hench had
aiready Dbeen fuliy debated in a full
House.

Myr, Monger called attenlion to the state
of the House; bells rung and a qurorum
formed.

Mr. NANSON: If the subject was
again debated the resnlt was not likely to
he any different. So far as that portion
of the amendment was concerned the At-
torney General naturally expected that
it should not be debated at great length
if at all, but the other portion of the
amendment suggested introduced some-
thing new so far as that Chamber was
concerned. Tt lhad never been snggested
in that Chamber that the courl instead
of consisting as at present of three mem-
bers, should eonsist of only one and that
a judge of the Supreme Court. The
chance of any compromise being arrived
at with another place must be seriously
lessened if when new proposals were put
before the Chamber they were disposed
of in a way that could ounly be vegarded
85 formal seeing that three-fourths of the
members were out of the Chamber and
those who were in i} were not in a condi-
tion to give very much attenfion to the
matter. The Attorney General should
have grouped the amendments and al-
lowed a certain amount of discussion on
any uew proposal made by the other
House such as this. Any lengthy debate
during this sitting had taken place on new
proposals not previously debated in this
‘Chamber. The question of the constitu-
“tion of the court was one that should be
debated at a time when members could
do more justice to it. Otherwise the very
.first objeciton of another place would be
that there was no actual ecounsideration
given to their requests, and that the deci-
sion of the Assembly merely represented
the views of the Attorney General and
the Government. On the whole, the method
of having three members to eonstitate
the court seemed to answer, though Pfrom
lime to time the workers’ representative

[ASSEMBLY')

was carpeted by sowe dissatisfied union.
No doubt that would always continue
while the assessors were elected by the
suitors before the eourt. The prineipal
objection to having these additional mem-
bers of the court was that they could not
be independent. If from conseientious
motives either representative found him-
self aequiescing in awards which failed to
meet with the approval of these by whom
he was elected, he knew he would not he
re-elected, ard it was not a desirable
state of things that the judiciary should
be in that dependent pesition. Tt was
alien to all our ideas of justice that a

‘person’s sitting on a court shonld depend

on giving satisfaetion to the parties be-

fore the court. In nine eases out of ten

the workers' representative or the em-

ployers’ representatlive was merely the

echo of the demands of those he repre-

sented, Judging by the encomiums heaped

by members on the Government side on

Justice Higgins, the practice of having

one judge in the Federal Arbitration

Court was a suceess, If the work could

be done well by one judge, it only en the

score of economy and efficiency it was

no use having three people to do it. There
were very few instanees in which there
was absolute vnanimity on the part of
members of the existing court. If mem-

bers of the court eonld feel that they had

some security of tenure and could not be
punished for any aection of theirs, there

might be something to be said in favour

of three heads being befter than one, bui

it was absoluitely impossible to expect a

degree of imparitality when two of the
members of the court were elected. Under

existing condilions the president really

determined the result of the award. Whal-

ever he decided hie had one representative '
supporting him. Thal was not one'’s idea

of a properly consiitnied court. The tdea

was that a judge shonld be impartial, yet

two members of this eourt could not he

impartial. BSeeing we could not alter the

methed of appointing these two members

of the court, it would be better to accept

the suggestion of another place and abo-

lish the assessors altogether.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Whilst
it was true that this proposal was en-
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tively new so far as the Legislative As-
sembly was concerned, it nevertheless
<lealt with one of the principles of the
Bill that was fully debated when it was
previously betore the Chamber. There-
I'ore there was no need to debate it fur-
ther at any length. Whilst it was true
ilat some criticism had taken place
recently with regard to one of the
Arbiteation Court judges, the faet re-
mamed that the couwrt as at presenl

constituted lad been very suceessful.
Hon, members opposite were very
meonsistent in their arguments, The

amember for Greencugh argued futly
a8 to the absurdity of having any eourt
or body representative of both sides to
the dispute. Yet was it not a fact that
just prior to the recent elections one of
the main principles advecated by his
parly was the abolition of the Arbitra-
tion Court and the substitution of wages
boards as they were known in Vietoria.
Those boards would intensify the evils
complained of by the member for Green-
ough.

Mr. Nanson: They sit around a table
and they all belong to the industry ex-
cept the chairman.

The MINISTER FOR MINES : In-
stead of having one yepresentative from
each side they had a number of repre-
sentatives with a layman as the chair-
man, If that prineiple was good why was
it not good in the present instance? The
ordinary members of the court were us-
nally selected because of their general
knowledge of the industries and he was
cerlain that if the president of the court
could be asked for an expression of
opinion, he would at once admit that the
adviee and assistance rendered to him
by the ordinary-members of the court
in coming to a decision on knotty and
technical problems was of material value.

Mr. Nanson: I think the judge would
prefer two experts chosen from the par-
tienlar indunstry.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: In
that case they would he more likely to
be violent partisans than if they were
appointed for a term. Hon. members
were mistauken in assuming that the
award reecently delivered was the only
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one upon which the members of the court
unanimously agreed. There were dozens
of cases on which the eowrt had given
unanimous decisions. That showed that
ihe court was capable of taking an iwm-
partial  view of the evidence. The
criticism of Mr. Somerville was wn-
just because there was no more up-
right and conseientions man, and {hat
being so whatever decision that gentleman
gave was given honestly upun the evidence
Maced hefore him. The experience we
had had of the court justified us in en-
deavouring to retain the court as it was
constituted,

The ATTORNLEY GENERAL : As the
member for Greenough rightly put it the
whole of this matter was fully debated
in this and the other Chamber and was
reported in Hansard. It was true tlut
there was the new elemeni which was
debatable, and which had not been dis-
cussed in the Assembly, namely the ex-
istence of two assessors. In the old Act
the accessories to the court had been pro-
vided for and in the other States they
had been found to work well. He was
not blind to the faet tbat the way in -~
which the Federal Court had operated
had proved sometimes the difficulty of
having one judge to accept the respon-
sibility. It had advantages, but for the
present he preferred the court of which
he had had experience, and he preferred
to trust those men we had already tested.
Therefore, he was anzious that this
should go back for the re-consideration
of another place. Doubtless it would re-
turn to us again, and then it would be
neeessary Lo more minutely discuss the
points suhmitted.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : It should be
pointed out to the Minister for Mines
that we could not compare this system
with that of the wages board. He be-
lieved the wages board system was the
better of the two, but since we had deter-
mined {o have arbitration, and not the
wages board system, he thought it was
necessary tbat we shounld provide a court
which should satisfy all people and en-
conrage the investor. Uhless we had as
president a judge of the Supreme Court
this conld not be hoped for.
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Mr. Hudson: But the member for
Pingelly (Mr. Harper) has condemned
the Supreme Conrt{ judge to-night.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : The Atiorneyv
General should aceepl the amendment,
hecause it was necessary in the interests
of the worker that people should have
every confidence in the rort. 1If a lay-
man was appointed as president the
eourt would lose much of its value in the
eyes of the people. We were actuated by
a desire to encourage all classes to work
in harmony and bring about industrial
peace. The Attorney General ought to
agree with the amendment as far as the
president was concerned. Let us make
the Bill law as quickly as we could for
it had been urged that the law was re-
quired at once, that without it very
serions trouble might presently oceur.
Why not be reasonable ¢

The Attorney General : I wish you
would be reasonable and sit down.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : There was no
chance of the Bill becoming law unless
it was agreed that the president should
. be a judge of the Supreme Court. Con-
stituted in any other way the eourt would
not meet the wishes of the people. YWhy
shonld we wait until the Bill was again
returned to us—why not agree to the
amendment now ?

Mr. 8. STUBBS : This was the most
importaut amendment in ihe whele Bill,
in fact in his opinion it was the erux of
the Bill. Undounbtedly a judge of the
Supreme Court was the fittest person to
preside over this court of arbitration.

Mr. Hudson ; We have only to refer
to the remarks of the member for Pin-
gelly.

Mr. 8. STUBBS8 : The contention of
the member for Pingelly that arbitration
had proved & failure had been on the
ground that if an award did not suit the
parties they did not obey it. If the At-
torney General was agreeable that the
president should be a judge of the Su-
preme Cour{ there was no need for a
long diseussion. Certainly the Attorney
General had advanced no argument why a
judge should wot be appointed president
and he wonld be well advised to accept
the amendment.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. MONGER : If it was the desire
of the Attorney General and those sup-
porting hinz that instead of a judge of the
Supreme Court we were to have as presi-
dent the member tfor Dundas with all his
knowledge and leral eapacity, it shoald
be made known that this was another ap-
pointment the Government were desirons
of giving—

Mr. Lewis: As spoils to the vietors.

My, MONGER : The hon. member
had kindly put the words in his (Mr.
Monger’s) mouth. Was it the intention
of the Attorney General to foist upon the
people of Western Australia, not & .man
respecied as a judge of the Suapreme
Court wonld be, but a person like the
member for Geraldton, who had given
yeoman service to the eause of bis party,
or like the member for Subiaco——

The CHATRMAN : The hon. member’s
remarks ave entirely bevond the clanse
and I eannot allow them,

2 o'clock a.m.

My, MONGER : It might be explained
that he was talking about

The CHAIRMAN : The hon, member
had been allowed more latitude than he
was entitled to. He counld not be per-
mitted to wander all over the country and
degenerate into personalities and reflee-
tions on members. If the hon. member
persisted in that he must know what the
result would be.

Mr. MONGER : There was no desive
on his part to cast any reflection upon
any memher, but he considered he was
within his rights in saying what might
oceur if the amendment was not made.
Would it be fair for the Attorney General
to place the member for Albany (Mr
Price) .

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! The hon.
member had already been informed that
these reflections would not be allowed.
If he desired to discuss the question he
could do so, and the hon. member was al-
ways allowed the utmost latitude. TUnless
he intended to deal with the question the
hon, memher must be dealt with under
the Standing Order relating to irrele-
vance and vepefition. TIf this tediouns
repetition continued the hon. member
must come under the Standing Order.
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1t was early in the morning and we had
haid quite enough of irrelevant discussion.
While he was in the Chair he would allow
it no longer.

Mr. MONGER: Very little part had
been taken in the irrelevant debate by
him. The Attorney General had caused
him to make a few comparisons. Ninety-
five per cent. of the people of Western
Australia were desirous that this high
and honourable position should be held
by a judge of the Supreme Court, and
he hoped the Attorney General would
give an assurance that no one other
than & judge would be appointed to the
position. )

Question put and passed ; the Council’s
amendment not made.

No. 28, Clause 42, Subclause (2.)—
Strike out this subclause :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
dealt with the same matter. He moved —
That the amendment be not made.

Question passed ; the Council’'s amend-
ment not made.

No. 29—S8trike out all the clauses
from 43 to 49 inclusive:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : These
clauses dealt with the constitution of
the court. Consequently he moved—

That the amendment be not made.

Mr. Monger rose.

The CHATRMAN : These are practi-
cally consequential amendments and
must be mede. Tt was no uase the
member for York (Mr. Monger) wasting
the time of the Committee in this way.

Question passed ; the Council’s amend-
ment not made.

On motion by the ATTORNEY
GENERAL amendments Nos. 30 to 37
(consequential) not made.

No. 38—Clause 60, strike out this
clause :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the amendment be not made.
Clause 60 dealt with industrial disputes
in related industries. It was a provision
taken from the New Zealand Aet. This
clause should be retained as it was
inconsistent to omit it

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It was wrong
to allow different industries to be affected
by a dispute in one industry.

The *
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painter need not be affected by a dispute
between the plasterer and his master.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: What
about the mines at Kalgoorlie where
there were surface men and men in the
pit. and they were all related though
they were doing different work ?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: There was no
reason why trouble in one branch shounld
affect another branch. The Attorney
General wes wrong in dismissing tho re-
quested amendments with such scant
courtesy.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
was with the utmost courtesy that he
desired to enforce the brevity necessary
for the preservation of one's physical
strength consistent with one’s public
duties. We must have this Bill.

Mr. 8. Stubbs: Then you are going
the wrong way about it. Another place
will not agree to this.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: We
must stand to our principles. What
would the hon. member think if we threw
all cur principles to the wind ?

Mr. 8. Stubbs: Is there no principle
about the president of the court ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL :
doubtedly.

Mr. 8. Stubbs: You object to a judge
of the Supreme Court.

Un-

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Do
not snap.
Mr. S. Stubbs: I did not.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
was now the ‘‘witching hour of night
when graveyards yawn’® and when we
should be courteous to one another,

Mr. 8. Stupbs: It is some of the
medicine you used to administer to the
Liberal Party.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It is
not ; it is pure castor oil, it slips through,
The Bill had been practically before
two sesgions and fully discussed and mem-
bers had read in Hansard what had taken
place in another Chamber, so that it was
mere waste of time and prolongation of
the agonies of legislation to discuss it
at this hour of the night.

Mr. S. Stubbs: The Council will not
swallow these proposals.



The Minister for Mines : Who is going
to govern the country, those fellows or
ourselves 7

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
responsibility belonged to the Govern-
ment and they would stend by it
Simply because another Chamber ven-
tured to suggest amendments we were
not bound to fall down and worship
the golden calf.

The CHAIRMAN:  The principle
contained in this amendment had been
debated on the second amendment.

Mr. MONGER: This Bill was blud-
geoned through the Chamber on the
“second reading.

The CHATRMAN : Order! The hon.
member would have to withdraw that
remark. It was distinctly out of order.

Mr.- MONGER: The word would be
withdrawn and he would say that the
Bill had been forced through with all
the strength the Attorney General could
get behind him,

The CHATRMAN : The hon, member
was not talking to the subject before
the committee, If the hon. member
would make wuse of arguments which
affected the clause wunder discussion,
the Committees would listen to him,
otherwise he would have to resumse hin
seab,

Mr. MONGER : The arguments used
in another place

The CHATIRMAN: The arguments
used in another place had nothing to do
with the Legislative Assembly. The
hon. member had not touched on the
clause at all and he {the Chairman) would
not allow the time of the Committee to
be wasted in that manner, If the hon,
member did not touch upon the subject
the Committee were discussing, he would
have to resume his seat.

Me. MONGER : We were on the eve
of & very peculiar position in regard to
the situation on the goldfields while so
far as the {imber industry was con-
cerned B

The CHAIRMAN : This kind of thing
could not be permitted to go any longer.
‘'he hon. member would have to resume
his seat. The clauss under discussion
had nothing to do with the goldfields
dispute or any other dispute.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Question passed ; the Council's amend-
ment not meade.

No. 38.—Clause 64, Subeclause (4)—
Strike out thiz subclause, and insert the
following :—** Provided that when the
Court iy sitting for the trial of any
offence, counsel or solicitor shall be en-
titled to appear and be heard before the
Court on behalf of the prosecution or of
the defence " :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the amendment be made subject
to the siriking out of the words *° Strike
out the Subclause and.’'

This would keep the subclause in but
would add the proviso.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : If we left the
subclause in we would provide that no
legal practitioner could appear before
the court, but if the amendment was
accepted a legal practitioner could ap-
pear. The amendment made by the
Council would be a decided advantage.
He knew, too, that the work could not
be expeditiously done by ordinary lay-
men ; and, apart from thet, it was
doubtful if the litigants were as well
served in any particular, while it probably
meant that in addition to their agents
the parties required to have their solici-
tors all the same. He hoped the At-
torney General would agree to the amend-
ment as eent down to us. In endeavour-
ng to modify the amendment of another
place the Attorney General had de-
liberately defeated the objects of that
other place.

The Attorney General :
meeting them hali way.

Hon, J, MITCHELL : It was scarcely
meeting themn half way. He thought
the Attorney General should agree to
the Council’s amendment,

Question put and passed ; the Council’'s
amendment made as amended.

No. 40, Clause 65, SBubclaunse 1.—
Strike out in line one * and in any pro-
ceeding under this Act:

-The ATTORNEY GENERAL : There
was no reason why we should strike out
the reference to proceedings under the

No, I am

Act. He moved—
That the amendment be not made.
Hon. J. MITCHELL : A man might

« be charged with some serious offence
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and, therefore, he would be entitled to
be judged by the law of the land ; whereas
the Attorney General desired to have
him tried apart from all legal techni.
calities and without regard to the rules
of evidence. The Council’s amendment
was a good one and did not interfere
with the Bill. - .

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : After
all, he was not wedded to this. We had
proceedings for penalties and offences
under the Act, and the accused would,
of course, be defended by lawyers, as
we had given the lawyers power to come
in. And although equity and good con-
science were supposed to prevail in all
proceedings, there were legal forms and
procedure for trials for eriminal offences.
Therefore he would concede this amend-
ment, withdraw his motion, and move
that the amendment be made.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the amendment be made.

Question passed ; the Council's amend-
ment made.

On motions by the ATTORNEY
GENERAL Council’s amendments Nos.
—4] to 51 not made.

On motion by the ATTORNEY
GENERAL Nos. §2 and 53 made.

No. 54, Clause 79—Insert at the
beginning *“ the Court may order that.”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the amendment be not made.
This amendment applied to the common
rule which had been fought for very
strongly. It was one of the best features
of the old Act, and the Committee would
be weakening it by making the suggested
amendment.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The amend-
ment was a very reasonable one. There
might be an award in the timber industry
and unless the Court had power to limit
it, the award might apply to the whole
Btate from Kimberley to Collie. It was
entirely right that the Court should de-
termine whether an award was to be a
cormrnon rule or not ; indeed it was neces-
sary for tho protection of the workers.
It was very unlikely to happen that an
isolated mine or timber company would
get an award in which the wages were
fixed far in excess of the rate paid in the
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other portions of the State and that rate
become & comunon rule, but it was far
more likely that an award made in the
timber industry in the South-West would
be made by some mischance to apply to
other portions of the State. TUnless the
Court was given discretionary power
in this matter, injustice might be worked.
The Court was the proper authority to
determine whether a common rule should
apply.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: .The
Clause as sent from this Chamber aunto-
matically made an award a common rule
in any industry to which it applied. It
was right that the common rule should
be automatic. There was sufficient safe-
guard in the proviso * that if the
operation of the award or any part
thereof is limited to any particular
locality, then the common rule shall
not as regards matters to which the
limitation  applies operate beyond
such locality.” If there was no
limitation the award became & common
rule. Now the power of the Court came
in and provided that it should not be a
common rule for the whole of the State,
but for a portion. That was the proper
way. If the Court made no limitation
the common rule spplied generally, but
the Court had the discretion to mako a
limitation.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : The Attorney
General, in his opinion, was wrong. If
a rate was fixed for railway navvies and
it was intended to build a linss to the
north, unless the limitation was set up
when the award was made, the navvies
in the far north would have to be paicd

‘the same wages as those in the Busselton

district. Under the clause as it stood
the common rule must apply.

The Attorney General: Quite right
too ; it is one of the best things in the
Bill.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : The amendment
did not give the court power to alter the
award, but only to make it apply.

The Attorney General: But if it is not
made at the time there is no common
rule. The president should be able to
make it & common rule without all this
ordaring.
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Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Attorney
General was resisting something which
was fair and just, and there was no
exouse for his attitude.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS : The common rule
simply applied to those engaged in &
particular industry and the award could
be limited to any area the court desired.
Under the existing Act there were five
industrial districts. The South-West dis-
trict embraced the metropolitan area
and extended along the coast to Bussel-
ton, and along the goldfields line, as far as
Cunderdin. That distriet was found to
be too large and almost every award
during the last few years had covered
an area of 14 miles from the General Post
Office. Under the Bill indusirial dis-
tricts had been abolished and the court
would be allowed to say over what area
an award should apply. Under the ex.
isting Act, once an award was given it
was a common rule without any further
argument before the court, and without
the court specifying that it should be a
common rule. The fact of it being an
award made it a common rule for the
ares. That was all that was asked for
in this case, If the amendment was
accopted, special application would have
to be made to the court to have the
award made a common rule.

Hon. J. Mitchell : Unless the words
are accepted there will be endless con-
fusion.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS : There could be no
logical objection to what had existed for
over 10%years. No employer had raised
any objection to the awards being com-
mon rules. If an industry was to be
controlled, the award must operate over
every employer in the industry in the
area to which the award applied.

3 o'clock a.m.

Mr. WISDOM : The clause as it stood
made an award automatically a common
tule for the whole Btate, because the
proviso threw on those who did not wish
the award to apply to their particular
section of the industry tha onus of con-
vincing the court that the award should
not be a common rule for the State.
That was unfair.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
were clauses giving full power to make
an application to limit the extent of an
award, As the clause stood in the
original Bill, the ¢common rule was made
by the mere fact of the award being
given unless it was specially limited at
the time to no particular locality.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : Under the car.
penters’ award in Perth the rate of wages
applying in Perth, unless the award was
limited to Perth, would apply to the men
at Roebourne, and it would be necessary
for the carpenter at Roebourne to take
steps to have the award limited. The
Upper House suggested that the court
should order the award to be common
rule. That gave the couwrt power to do
what was reasonable,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : It had
never yet been found necessary to re-
strict an award. No one accustomed to
proceedings before the court would ask
what the Legislative Couneil asked. This
provision was one landmark in our local
legislation which differed from that of the
other States, Mr. Somerville considered
it would be a blot upon the measure if
it were removed.

Mr. Hudson : You could get the same
opinion from another source.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : In the
circurnstances, it would be unwise to
make an innovation, more particularly
when it sounded like redundency. The
award itself was in order, and to say that
the court should order an order sounded
strange and unnecessary.

Mr. WISDOM : No doubt an award be-
came automatically & common rule un-
less ¢ause was shown by any section of
the industry why it should not become a
common rule for the whole of the State.
It would be much better if the onus of
making the award a common rale was
thrown. on the court in the first instance.
If the court did not consider it advisable
to make the award a common rule it was
open to any other section of the industry
to apply to the court to get an award.
The prineipal objection to the proposal -
was that it threw the onus on a section
which might not agree with the award to
show cause why it should not become a
cemmon rule.
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Question passed ; the Council's amend-
ment not made,

No. 55—Cieuse 853, Subelause 1,
paragraph (a)—Strike out “ or order”
in line 5:

On motion by the ATTORNEY GEN-
ERAL the Council’a amendment made.

No. 56—Clause 85, eame sub-
clause and paragraph, after ** who” in
line six imsert ‘“‘in the opinion of the
Court™ :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the amendment be not made.
The Legislative Council desired to give
the court the power to say who was ill or
infirm or sick or disessed and unable to
earn the prescribed minimum by reason
of old age. :

Hon. J. Mitchell : How are you going
to fix it ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: As at
present, by the employer and the secre.
tary of the union, and failing agresment
by an appeal to the police magistrate.
That was provided for in the award.

Mr. HUDSON : Nearly every indus-
trial agreement registered in the court
provided in that direction. If we adopt-
ed this amendment it would only be
putting an additional burden on the court

Hon. J. MITCHELL : It was obvious
that the court could not interview all
these people. 1f the magistrate decided
the matter, it would be quite satisiac-
tory.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
court had sbsolute power to fix this
mattor.

Mr. WISDOM: It seemed that the
difficulty here was as to who was to
decide whether & man was unable to
earn @ living,

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister): Who decides it now ?

Mr. WISDOM: The union did.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister): By an order of the court.

Mr. WISDOM: No, the poisonous
part of the clause was that it left it to the
unions to decide whether or not a man
was able to earn his living.

The Minister for Mines:
leave it to the court?

Mr. WISDOM : Yes.
{124)

You would
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The Attorney General: And trot
every man to the court ?

Mr. WISDOM: Certainly, rather

than to the unions. It was as important
as eny other question of wages, and
why should it be left to one side or the
other to say whether a man was able to
earn his living ! He would not mind
if it were left to & magistrate, but even
that was not provided in the Bill.
The Attorney General: Yes we do.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: It was extra-
ordinary that the members of the Op-
position insisted upon finding poison,
ag the hon. member had put it, in parts
of the Bill which had been in existence
ever since we had hed arbitration in the
State, parts which had always given
satisfaction. The court had the power
to make orders under which these workers
should be treated. In every award of
the court was inserted a clause to say
that where there was an infirm or old
worker he should apply to the secretary
of the union to fix a rate of wages, below
that in the award, at which the infirm
or old worker thought he could secure
employment., The significant fact was
that it had not yet been found neces-
sary for the infirm worker to appeal to
a magistrate. Members of the Opposi-
tion seemed to think that because the
old and infirm had to go to the secretary
of & union they were bound to be jumped
upon. Who knew better than the secre.
tary of the union how much a man’'s
infirmity would affect him in his work ?

Mr. HUDSON: There was no altera-
tion in this proposal of the Iill as against
the provision in the Act of 1902. Under
that Act awards usually provided for
old and infirm workers to go to the
secretary of the union; also in all the
agreernents registered the employers and
the employees had aceepted the situation
and inserted & similar provision. If
the hon. member who had raised the
objection would refer to the records
of the court he would find this provision
almost invariably made.

Question passed ; the Council’s amend.
ment not made.

No. 57—Clause 83, Subclause 1, para-
graph (b.)—strike out this paragraph :
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On  motion by the ATTORNEY
GENERAL the Council's amendment
made. '

No. 58—Clause 83, Sube¢lause 1, para-
graphs (d.) and (e.)—Strike out these
paragraphs :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the amendment be not made.
These two paragraphs specially directed
that as between members of an industrial
union and other persons offering or de-
siring service preference should be given
to such members. It was the usual
preference to unionism which we had
discussed and affirmed at a previous
stage in to-night’s debate.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: This was an
important amendment and an extreimnely
proper one. It was iniquitous that
preference should be given to anyone.
The Attorney CGeneral should not insist
upon putting in the Bill preference to
unionists or anybody else.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : The court may please itself.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: A body of
workers could apply to the court to
direct that preference should be given,
and if the Attorney General appointed
the Court it would so direct.

The Attorney General: If I appoint
the court I will appoint good men.

The Minister for Mines: Mr. Justice
Higgins has never given preference.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : If the provision
in the Federal Arbitration Act had never
been put into operation, preference
might well be struck out of the Bill,
Woe could not trust Ministers in a matter
of this kind. If the amendment was
objected to he hoped the Council would
throw the Bill out altogether.

The Attomey CGeneral: That is
inciting them to riot and is most dis-
orderly.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It was to be
hoped the Bill would meet with the fate
it deserved if the Attorney General
persisted in keeping this clause in. The
Minister would have only himself to
blame if thet happened. No respon-
sible body of men would pass a Bill
containing a clause such as the cne under
discussion.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. DOOLEY : This clause was very
necessary in the interests of the State
if we were to keep as close a control
over industrial matters as possible. If
the clause was not included in the Bill,
the workers would go to the Federal
Arbitration Court, which had power to
grant preference, and the control of
industrial matters would pass entirely
into the hands of the Federal author-
itiea. That was undesirable, and the
hon. member for Northam ought to
bear that in mind when he was urging
the Council to reject the Bill.

Question put and passed ; the Council’'s
amendment not made.

On motions by the ATTORNEY

- GENERAL amendments Nos. 39 and 64

made, and Nos, 60 to 63 not made.
No. 85.—Clause 101. Add a new sub-
clause as follows :—{2.) Any society
consisting of workers employed by the
Governinent {not being public servants
subject to the Public Service Act, 1904,
or members of the Potice Force, warders
employed in the prisons and nurses
and attendants in all hospitals for the
insane), shall be qualified for registration
as an industrial union under and subject
to this Act, provided it would be so
qualified if ita members were not em-
ployed by the Govermment:
The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—
That the amendment be made subject
to the following modification—etrike out
the words *‘warders employed in the
prisons and nurses and attendants in
all hospitals for the insane.”’
Those workers were provided for in
other ways.
Hon. J. Mitchell: You mean that
they will be allowed to form a union.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes,
they already have such.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : The Attorney
General, though offering no explanation
or endeavouring to justify the proposal
sought to amend the amendment in a
very important direction. Warders were
in pra¢tically the same position as the
police.

The Abtorney General: We have
Acts dealing with the police force. We
give special consideration to warders in
hospitals who have not been included
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in any Act for the regulation of the
service.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: No branch of
the ecivil service should be allowed to
qualify for registration.

The Attorney General: We have
them in the railway and the police
force.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: If some were
prevented the whole should be pre-
vented.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: We are only pre-
venting those who are governed by
special Acts.

Hon. W. €. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister}: Should not thé nurses in the
Fospital for the Insane have the same
privilege as the nurses in a public hos-
pital ?

Hon. J. MITCHELL : Yes.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister): Then this amendment will give
them the same privilege.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: XNo branch of
the ¢ivil service should be entitled to
registration. The civil servants who
came under the Public Service Act
had & right to appeal to the comrnissioner
but that was not the same as appealing
to the Arbitration Court. It was ridicu.
lous to treat one branch in one way and
another branch in another way. The
Attorney General was not justified in
asking that the words should be struck
out.

Question put and passed ; the Coun-
cil's amendment made a8 amended.

No. 66-—Clause 111, strike out this
clause :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
was the great penalty clause and he
moved—

That the amendment be made.

Question passed, the Council’s amend-
ment made.

No. 67.—Clause 112, Strike out “ any
member of the court ' and insert ‘‘ the
president ™ :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
was merely consequential on others
dealing with the constitution of the
court. He moved—

That the amendment be not made.

Question passed, the Council's amend-
ment not made,
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No. 68~—Clanse 127, Subclause (1),
paragreph (6)}—strike out this para-
graph :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the amendment be not made.

Question passed, the Council’'a amend-
ment not made.

No. 69.—Clause 127, Subclause (4),
strike out this subclause :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
was a provision over which there had
been a long debate as to the meeting of
both Houses for the purpose of dealing
with regulations. He moved—

That the amendment be not made.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: This matter
had been discussed at considerable length
on another measure. The Attorney
General wished that both Houses should
meet to determine questions regarding
regulations. That was altogether wrong.
There were 50 members elected on oue
franchise and 30 in another place elected
on another franchise and for a different
purpose. Could the Attorney General
justify his objection to the amendment ¢

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
combined sitting was not altogether an
innovation. It had been adopted in
other States in connection with the
election of senators. Recently in South
Australia & senator was elected by a
meeting of two Houses. This was a
modern change in constitutional pro-
cedure which was becoming more in
vogue in the Commonwealth as the
years rolled on. The sooner it was
introduced here the better. The one
evil of our politieal life was this standing
on two sides of the fence like two wild
bulls, By throwing down the barriers
members of both Houses knew each other
better. The proposal would enhance
fraternal feeling between the two Houses,

Hon. J. MITCHELL : If regulations
were to bhe amended they should be
amended by the usual procedure. It
was necessary to follow one course to
pass a Bill, and now it was proposed to
have another course to pass regulations
with the force of law. The two Houses
were elected on a different iranchige.
The Attorney General was running the
danger of this being classed as reckless
legislation, and it was an impossibility



3574

to ask the Legislative Council to agree
to this provision.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: First
a resolution had to be taken by either
Houses disapproving of certain regu-
lations and stating grounds for dis-
gpproval. There must be long debate
on that, and it would be a most ex-
ceptional occurrence. Then the Governor
would summon a joint meeting of the
two Houses to consider the one resolution
to which either House had taken ex-
ception. There was nothing unusual
in that procedure, because it was already
adopted in filling extraordinary vacancies
for the Federal Senate.

Hon. J. Mitchell : Tt is not the usual
course.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
was not the usual.course of desling
with regulations, but it was & practice
that was becorning usual, namely the
joint eitting of both Houses.

Question put and passed ;
cil’s amendment not made,

4 o'clock. a.m.

On motion by the ATTORNEY
GENERAL amendment No. 70 made.

No. 71.—Insert the following new
clause, to stand as Clause 46:—'*(1.) In
cage of the illness or unavoidable absence
of the President the Governor shall
appoint some other Judge to act as
President during such illness or absence.
{2.) The Judge so appointed may act
in any matter commenced before him
until the conclusion thereof ™ :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the amendment be not made.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Some amend-
ment of this kind was necessary. There
would have to be a judge appointed
to fill the place of the president of the
court in the absence of the latter.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Governor appointed the president of
the court and that power existed at the
present time.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It might be
pointed out that if another place in-
sisted upon a judge of the Supreme Court
becoming president this amendment of
theirs would be needed. In anticipation
of that the amendment might be allowed
to remain.

the Coun-

[COUNCIL.]

Question passed ; the Council's amend-
ment not made.

On motion by the ATTORNEY
GENERAL amendment No. 72 made.

Resolutions reported, the report
adopted, and a Message accordingly
returned to the Legislative Council.

House adjourned at 4.8 a.m. { Wednesday).

Lcaislative Council,
IWednesday, 20th November, 1912,
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