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Mr. Taylor: You never saw me there.
Mr. MUfRPHY: I saw the hon. mew-

'ber there; lie did not speak, but be got
ill Sonme qu1iet engineering work.

Mr. Troy: Will the lion, member ex-
plain his association with the licensed
v'ictuallers who claimed him as their
-direct candidate 9

Mr. MURPHY: 1 absolutely give
that a denial; and if any hon. member
.Can prove that T am the direct representa-
tive of the Licensed Vietuallers' Asso-
,ciation in this House F. will resign to-
morrow.

Mr. Taylor: Thley say ;o.
Mrt. MURPHY: They do not say so;

if they do I give it a denial here.
Mr. Bolton; It will be read out from

their own Gazette.
Mr. M1URPHTY: 1 do not take their

Gazette. The hon. member must be at
better customer of theirs than I am if he
reads their Gazette. I have nothing moore
to say except to move the adoption of
the Address-in-Reply.

Question put and passed; the Address
-adopted.

AflJOURN'ME1,NT-RAIlWAY OPEN-
[NO, MEEKATHA&RA.

The 1PREMIER (Sir Newton ..
Moore): I move-

That the House at its rising adjoitrn
until 4.30 p.m. on Tuesday fleet.

Mr. HEITMANN (Cue) : 1 certainly
think anl explanation is due to rte House
for the adjournment over to-morrow. f
caninot. see the necessity. even though a
number ci' members are going away, to
take partq ini a function connected with
the opening- of 20 miles of railway, for
the House to mniss one sitting.

Mr. TAYIOR (Mit. M,%argaret): I
think the member for Cue, if he looks
into the matter, will realise that a num-
ber of mnembers -are goning- away to-mor-
row afternoon to take part in the tune-
tionl connw'ted with tile opening of the
railway to IMeekatharra, and as the nest
business onl tite Notice Paper consists v-f
motiag Secotnd readings of Bills it is well
that all members should be present.
That is my reason for not opposing the
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mnotion for the adjournment until
Tuesday.

Question pitt and passed,

House adjourned at 9.50 p.m.

Tuesday, 23rd August, 1910.

ilection return, Bleverley .. ..
Papers presented..........
lUnienoy motion, Pertb Tramway Trouble
Fniviiee Smmises served on Members

PAUna

...a4W

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

ELE CTION RETJRN-BEVERLEBY.
T he Clerk announced the return of

Writ for the election of a member for
Bevrecy showiiig that Mr. N. WV. Harper
had been dittyv elected.

MrV. Harper took and Subscribed the
tiatli aind signed Ih lieemers' roll.

PAP EiRS PRESENTED
By thle Minister for Mines: Papen, in

t'onnectiou with the Collie Coal Mines
Accident Relief Fund (ordered on mo-
tion by 'Mr. A. -A. Wilson).-

(U1RU EN('V 1OTION-PERTH TRAM2-
WAY TROUB LE.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have received from
44~. Scaddan the following notice of mo-
tion for the adjournment of the House.
which I shall first i-ead and then submit
to the House in accordance with Standing
Order 47 :-"Tl desire to mnove the ad-
jouriiment of the Honse in order to draw
attention to the conduct of the authiorities
in the present tramway trouble."

Seven members havingv risen in their
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Mr. SCADDAN (Ivanhoe) said: 1
take it that it will be unnecessary ini
moving the adjournment of the House to
draw attention to the conduct of the
authorities in connection with the tram-
way trouble for we to do more than give
.a brief outline of what has led up to the
present position. I might say, too, at the
outset that [ was hopeful the member for
Perth would have tabled his motion for
the adjournment, in order to give mem-
bers on this side of the House an oppor-
tunity of replying to some criticisms that
have appeared in the newspapers, and
which are also contained in the notice of
motion which the hon. member gave to
the Press with the intimation that he was
going to move it this afternoon. How-
ever, I saw the hon. member outside and
lie told me hie preferred that I should
move the adjournment, in order to permit
a full discussion of the situation. I hope
the hon. member is genuine in his desire
for a full discussion, and that hie will not
avail himself of his usual tactics of leav-
ing the Chamber immediately lie has at-
tacked other hon. members. I trust that
in respect to any attack lie may have to
make this afternoon lie will give hen.
members al' opportunity of replying. I
want to say at the outset that the present
trouble arose, in a large measure. owing
to the inability of the Arbitration Act,
which Parliament passed, dealing with
the settlement of disputes. The Arbitra-
tion Act lays down certain bounds within
which the Arbitration Court must keep;
thus the court is not permitted to do more
than state a minimum rate of wage at
which any man shall be employed in any
industry. Outside that the court has no
power; and the most peculiar position is
that even after an award of the court
has been pianted-an award which is not
satisfactory to either party, by reason of
the fact that the court cannot go beyond
the bounds I hare spoken of-the parties
can meet, confer, and practically contract
themselves outside that awvard, or make
fresh arrangements, with the result that
we are continually being faced with the
position we have to-day, namely that of
two parties in a dispute conferring for
the purpose of doing somethingr the Arbi-
tration Court is unable to do. The Perth

Tramway Company, like all tramway
companies, have endeavoured to prevent
their employees from forming themselves
into an, organisation. The reason for this
is plain. The company. in common with
perhaps all other tramway companies.
have a system of employing their men
without any consideration as to how mny
hours in a day these men are at the st-:
vice of the company: and the company
know that once the men organise and
begin to discuss the conditions of their
employment, sooner or later there will be
a systematic attempt to break down those
disgraceful conditions. The company
were successful in this for a number of
years, but eventually the men. by work~-
ing quietly and organising without the
knowledge of the company, were able to
form a strong organisation. And T con-
tend it is the duty of Parliament to see
that all bodies of workers are properly
organised, in order that they may he able
to avail themselves of the benefits of the
Arbitration Act. Eventually these men
did orga&nise, and as an organisation ap-
pealed to the Arbitration Court hecause
they could not by conciliation settle mat-
ters in dispute wvith the company' . To
be brief, the court granted an award and
both parties attempted to work under that
award. Unfortunately the parties placed
different interpretations on various
clauses of the award. The court fixed a
minimum rate, and the president of the
court, in delivering the award-and, after
all, his remarks here must be taken a,
part of the award-said the court bad
done all they could, and had fixed the
minimnunm rate of wvages. trusting. that the
company would grade their employees
fromt thant minimum upwards. But what
dlid thme company' do? Iimediately the
award wvas granted, irrespective of the
class of work or the length of service of
their employees, they placed those em-
ploves on the minmum rate of wage.
The men complained bitterly of this, and
there was possibility of a rupture taking
place within a rewv days after the notifica'
tion of the company's intention in this
regard. However, better counsels pre-
vailed and the men worked on. in the
meantime appealing to the Arbitration
Court to be classified. or. in other words,
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asking the court to fix a rate of wage
for them according to the class of work,
they are called upon to perform, their
number of years in the service and so on,
as in the Railway Department. But the
court distinctly pointed out that it had
no power whatever to do it, and the re-
sult was the men had to go back and face
the position that the company had them
absolutely at their mercy. Not only this,
but there was the question of hours. The
court laid it down definitely that the men
should not be at the service of the com-
pany more than 10 hours in one day, oz'
96 hours in a fortnight, -without the men
being ipaid at overtime rates. My own
opinion of this is that the court definitely
intended that any man called by the com-
pany to their service should only be at
their service for 10 hours a day in order
to get in eight hours' work. But the com-
pany were not going to interpret the
award in that direction, with the result
that they practised their old methods of
calling onl the men early in the morning
and releasing them late at night, while
only working them in many cases six or
seven hoars a day. Supposing any busi-
ness man in the community were to em-
ploy the same tactics, what would be the
result? Take a jeweller's case for in-
stance. A jeweller's shop is not always
filled with customers, but if the jeweller
had the power, as the tramway company
have been doing, of dispensing with the
services of an employee for certain hours
a day, asking him to stay on the foot-
path. until a customer comes in and then
booking on, and only paying him for the
actual time in attendance on the cus-
tomers, what sort of a position would
we have in the community? Yet a tram-
way company, a foreign owned tramway
company, is allowed to practise these con-
ditions without a murmur. Certainly the
men were not going to suffer this to con-
tinue. They had already enough to suffer
when they were being paid the minimum
rate. Although they had been in the em-
ploy of the company, many of them, for
six or seven years, they were all put on
the same level as if they had just entered
the service of the company. In my
oninion, the men took the right course.
They asked the company if they 'vcre to

be paid the overtime that they worked,
but the company distinctly said they did
not recognise the men had worked any
overtime, so overtime was not going to
be paid. So the men did what I would
do, they gave warning to the company
that if they were not paid by the follow-
ing Wednesday for the overtime they had
worked they would not continue working.
Onl the Wednesday they were told defi-
nitely they were not going to be paid for
the overtime: so the men ceased working,
and at the first available local court sit-
ting they took action against the company
for the non-payment of the overtime. It
is now a matter of history that the local
court held the men were not justified in
making that claim for overtime, though
men liad been at the disposal of the com-
pany for 1IS hours a day, and had only
been able to obtain pay for seven hours'
work. It was a condition of affairs they
were not going to suffer any longer, and
on the following day they withdrew the
deposits they were compelled to put uip
when seeking employment with the com-
pan'y, and ceased to be employed by the
conlq.pany. The result was there was a
stoppage of work onl the tramway system,
that is, the trains ceased running. Then
the tramway company endeavoured to
gain other employees, consistently at-
tempting to make the public believe that
all they desired was to work under the
award of the Arbitration Court. The
peculiar pai-t of it is that on the other
hand the employees have contended and do
contend to this day that all they desire is
that the award of the court shall he put
into operation in its entirety. There is: of
course, a difference of opinion as to what
is the interpretation, of the award. I
know pretty well that the company are
satisfied that if the award is -put into
operation in its entirety they will lose
more than they will by trying to make
other arrangements 'with the men out-
side the award, that is by contracting
themselves out of the award. The
awurd deals a fatal blow to the old can-
ditions 'which prevailed in. the tramway
service in employing what are termed
"battlers" or emergency men, and the
company recornise it. I say, fully re-
eogttnsing my position, that the company
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have tried to break faith with the Arbi-
tration Court and have compelled the
men to adopt the attitude they have
takeni. Of course I know others will dis-
agree with my opinion, but I have been
of that opinion from the outset of this
dispute, and I have not failed to assist
the men in every possible manner to
,gin what I consider is justice in their
case. The otlher day certain things hap-
pened when, the company attempted to
run the trains by others than the men
previously employed by them, with what
I will be entitled here to call blacklegs.
The men and the public naturally show-
ed their disapproval, which the men
were jusatified in doing. The company
were engaged in undermining an awvard
of the Arbitration Court, under which
the men were prepared, as they are pre-
pared to-day, v to work, hut which the
euinpaiiy were not prepared to recognise.
On Thursday last, when they ran their
eats,- I came into Hay-street at 10 o'clock
in the morning.- At that time of the8 day
there was a fair number of spectators
to see 'what was happening. 1 was
drawn to the spot by seeing three or
four troopers about the intersection of
Hay and Barrack-streets, also a number
of foot police. I was interested to see
what was going on, and when I went
there I saw an orderly number of people
on both foot-paths, occasionally exercis-
ing their lungs by using words, com-
monly employed by old English custom
in disagreeing with a man's conduct,
that is by boohooing. What attitude
did the police adopt? There was an
orderly number of people, yet because
there was a certain amount of boo-
hoeing, instructions were issued to the
foot constables to move the people off
the footpaths and to the mounted men to
mnove the people off the road. It is an
undoubted right in a British community
that the pedestrian has the right to the
thoroughfare, and the police in this
State or any.where ekse have no right to
move a person unless be is obstructing
the thoroughfare or using it for an il-
legal purpose. There was n10 intention
on the part of the people there to do
.,nvthing of the kind; there 'was only a
k~een desire to see what was going- to

transpire; and their curiosity was.
aroused by seeing so many mounted police,
and foot police there. I saw Sergeant
Smith leave the road on his horse and
ride on the footpath, and even go so far
as to ride his horse under the verandah
in front of the Criterion hotel, and that
too among women and children. Of
course the D~aily News says that :the
horse knew where to put his hoof.

Mr. Price: That is why hie knocked
do wn a woman.

kMr. SCADDAN: Not only was it
the wase mith the mnounted police, bult
the foot police were the same. It re-
minded me at the time of a man robbing
a bee-hive who, being inexperieneed,
first of all scattered the bees in all direc-
tions in order to get the honey. ft was
exactly the same at the intersection. of
Hay and Barrack-streets. The mounted
police were scattering the people hither
and thither on the road, -mid the foot
police Wvere doing it oiu the footpaths;,
and if you dared to ask a constable the
reason why, lie immediately pushed you
round and gave you a sharp dig in the
ribs ind told you to move along. I be-
lieve the member for Perth is anxious
that lte G4overnmenit should take action
aga inst members of Parliament who, he
alleges, interfered 'with the police in
the execution of their duty. I was there
the whvole time and I never saw a mem-
ber of Parliament interfere with the
police in the execution of their duty, but
I Raw one or two raise a protest against
the action of the mounted police riding
on the footpaths and riding down women
and children; and no member of Parlia-
mient wvould be worthy of the name of a

Mani if hie did not raise a protest against
anl action of that kind when there was
not the semblance of a riot or anything
of that nature at thle time. I contended
when I saw the Colonial Secretary that
if the police were -withdrawn for a short
period until feelings got normal there
would be no disturbance, and that has
been borne out, because some of the
mounted police were taken back to some
of the lanes for a time, some down near
the post office and others at the back of
the Criterion, and the people immedi-
ately went away because there was nio-
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thing to excite them. Furthermore, had
it snot been for the conduct of the police
on that occasion, there would not have
been a number of men sued in our courts
for riotous behaviour. These men were
really egged on by the police. 'When-
ever Mhere is a concourse of people likely
to cause trouble1 I think every police
constable should have a number in order
that, if he is doing anything Dot in the
best interests of the public or of the
police force also, a person may identify
him at any period. But on this occasion
five constables were doing duty at the
intersections of these streets without
numbers. I was told these were meni
just out of the school. Imagine men not
thorouighly trained being asked to quell
a disturbance, or anything of the nature
of a disturbance! If the police force
were genuinely desirous of preventing
maisconduct they had a better method
than the one adopted of putting
plain clothes constables on the tram-
ears where they could not be dis-
tinguishied, unless they were known, from
the men employed by the company. On
each ear there was a man employed by
the company either on the front or the
back of the tram, and there was also a
plain clothes constable either on the
front or the hack of the tram. Now, a
constable iii uniform -would have had
more effect in preventing misbehaviour.
I say in tis case the police force were
eertainly at fault by putting plain
clothes constables on the trains. This
is another remarkable thing. In a Brit-
i'~h community if a man incites a riot or
dloes anything that may cause a riot the
police can step in and prevent him from
doing so or from saying anything that
may have the effect of inciting a riot;
yet one can always get the full force of
the police to protect men undermining
t heir fellow-men and to protect a com-
pany 's property. Of couirse we are told
the company are perfectly right and that
they hare a concession to run their tramns
on the streets--I do not want to prevent
thenm doing so--but it is remarkable that
they can obtain the police early in the
moerning aiid late at night, one on every
tram, andi others parading the streets to
protect their property. while on other

occasions one finds misconduct in the
streets of Perth and in other parts of
the State bitt if one wants a policeman
one has dilliCulty in getting him. There
were other hoo. members who were in
other parts of the street at the time and
they Will give tiheir experience, but I
amn anxious toi hetir what the member
for PerthI has to say. not only about the
conduct of members of Parliament but
about the struggle that is going on. As
representative of the City constituency
it is of most concern to him, and he
should have thrown himnself itoIt lie
trouble at the very ouitset. He should
not have been backward in raking uip
one side or the other, or in even taking
up a neutral position, because lie should
have rendered assistance inl bringing
about a settlement one way or the other.
But the hon. member has kept behind a
screen. When lie sees a chance of hai -
ing a little limelight shed on him he
rushes to the Press With a motion to ask
the Government to prosecute members of
the House for what they have done. It
only shows that when a company of any
description, locally-owned or foreign, is
trying to exploit the citizens of the City
whom the hon. member is supposed, to
represent, wve will find that gentleman
throwing his -weight on the side of the
foreign-owned company, on the side
of the strong. and allowing the Weak
to go to the wall. Surely it should be
of great importance to him that the men
employed on the trains should get fair
and reasonable conditions, arid hie should
be able by this time to make uip his mind
whether the claims of the menl are fair
arid reasonable or not. Of course, we
know that it will cost the company a
few hundred pounds, I believe the~y say
£1,200, to give what the mnen claim they
are entitled to under the Arbitration
Court award; but that only means £1,200
out of a total profit of £38,000 per an-
num. If the hon. member is prepared
to allow these men to be sweated and to
be treated in this manner, to be at the
disposal of the company from early
morning until late at night and only to
get seven or eight hours work, hie is not
doing his duty to every person in the
Community. He should remember that
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he-.represents, not only the magnates of
St. George 's-terrace, but also those en-
gaged in the various industries. He has
always adopted the attitude of repre-
senting only the former, and I am
annious to hear what he now has to say
onl the question. I hope the Government
vnil now take a hand in this matter. It
is not wise to permit a company to ex-
ploit the resources of the State, as the
tramway company are now doing, and it
would be in the interests of the whole
community if the system were national-
ised. I do not think it would be wise to
have it controlled by the m unicipali ties,
ulio are not truly representatives of the
people; but the tramns should be run in
the interests of the people, by the people,
who should have a say in connection
with the -working of the system and the
conditions of employment of those en-
gaged in it. I hope the Government will
take action within a very short time in
the direction of nationalising our trains
so as to prevent a company which exts
in Lonidon from exploiting our fellow
citizens in the way they have shown by
their recent conduct they desire to do.

Mr. BROWN' (Perth): It is not my
intention to say very many words on
this subject. It seems to me very little
gratitude can be expected from members
on the Opposition side of the House.
With reference to the motion of which
I gave notice, I adopted the course finally
decided upon in order to save the time
of memnhers, as I thought both subjects
could he discussed at the one time. I
regret that the leader of the Opposition
was not generous enough to mention this
fact. T am prepared to speak on and
carry through any motion I have given
notice of. I am not going into the
merits or demerits of this case, but I
would like to say that in inyopinion a
good rany members have violated the
oath they took here to hear allegiance to
the King.

Mr. Holman: Are you hired by the
tramway company as you were by the
Gas Company?

Air. IBROWN: I ask that that remark
be withdrawn.

Mr. SPEAKER: The remark must be
wi thdrnwvn.

Mr. Troy. I ask that the insinuation
of the member for Perth should be with-
drawn.

Mr. SPEAKER: Tell me what it was,
and if it were offensive, I shall have it
withdrawna.

Mr. Tiroy: He said that certain memn-
bers had violated their oath of allegi-
ance to the King.

Mr. SPEAKER: That must be with-
drawn.

Mir. BROWN: I withdraw. The exist-
ence of the trouble in connection with
the tramway is practically disorganis-
ixf the City, and no attempt is being

made by members opposite to settle the
matter.

Mr. Walker: That is not true.
Mr. SPEAKER: The member must

not say that.
Mr. Collier: I ask that the remark

of the member for Perth he withdrawn.
'Ar. BROWN: There appears to have

been no attempt made by members op-
posite to advise the men to act in such
a way as will result in the trains -running
again.

Mr. Seaddan: Why do not you advise
the company?

Mr. BROWN: There is a court for the
settlement of these disputes, and the
best adlvice members opposite could give
to the men is that they should go to the
Arbitration Court, constituted practic-
ally by themselves, in order to get the
grievances remedied. I am not holding
a brief for the company or for thec men.
Here is a simple ease. We have a court
to decide these matters, but if the court
is no good and is unable to remedy griev-
ances;, let us repeal the Conciliation and
Arbitration Act and abolish the court.

Mr. Johnson: You say the workers
should abide by the decision of the court,
why not the company?

M1r. BROWN: I am not going into the
merits of the case now. The only point
of dispute is the interpretation of the
award. I know many tramway men and
am sorry they have been led astray. It
would have been far better if the mem-
ber for Guildford had advised the men
to go to the court and ask for an in-
terpretation of the award. The presi-
dent of the court, in giving an inter-
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pretation of an award recently in con-
nection with another industry, clearly
indicated that there would he no diffi-
culty in giving an interpretation of the
tramwayv award if it were asked for. At
present the state of affairs in connection
with the trouble is such that many
people are actually afr-aid to ride in the
cars,

Mr. Taylor: Owing to the incompet-
ency of the drivers.

M r. BROWN: The hion. member talks
about the incompetency of the drivers,
but does lie know that for eight years
not a license was issued in Perth.

Mr. Taylor: The more the disgrace to
the Council.

Mr. BROWN: And there have been
no accidents. It appears evident that
what members opposite are seeking for
is not sio much to protect the public as
to stop the trains froin running.

M.%r. Taylor: T will deal with you later
(in.

Mr. BROWN: Matters arc in a state
of chaos. Look at last Saturday, when
the tramns were stopped at midday.

MNembers: Why?
Mr. BROWN: Because there was a

rumour that a section of workers from
one town, and another section from an-
other town, were coming to Perth to in-
terfere in the matter and drag the men
L~1T the tramns. Then we had the sorry

setceof the Commissioner of Police
asking the tramway company to stop
t he trains in order to avert a riot.

M.1r. Hohman: What did he send police
(out with swords for?

Mr. BROWN: I would like to give a
few instances to show the action taken
by members opposite. I do not refer to
all members, for I believe the leaders
are confined to about half a dozen Op-
position members.

Mr. Taylor: Name them.
Mir. BROWN: The instances I shall

quote will show what sort of an attempt
members opposite are making to settle
this unfortunate strike. The Daily News,
referring to what happened on Thurs-
day fast, says-

Prominent among those who caused
trouble to the police to-day were sev-
eral members of Parliament who are

Labour leaders. One goldfields repre-
sentative was observed by different
people to be one of those hootig at
the new tram employees as the cars
passed, while Messrs. Holmnan and Troy
wvent so far as to cause the niame of
the last-mentioned to he taken by an
officer of the law. It is asserted by
an officer of the police that a young
constable was singled onit by these legis-
lators, who not only harassed him, but
tempted him to take such action as
would cause them to be bailed before a
court. Au inspector interferingr was
threatened with dismissal, and genor-
oily it was threatened to the men
charged with the preservation of law
and order that if they) dared to inter-
fere with those who sat in the legisla-
tire balls, no matter what those repre-
sentatives of the people mnight be
doing, such an observance of their
duties woud mean dismissal from their
office. To the credit of the policemen
and their officers, let itbe said that no
respect was made to persons.

Mr. Holman: What ground have you
for coming to that opinion?

Mr. BROWN: I am reading from the
newspaper repn.

MrT. Holman: Did Lovekin tell YOU any-
thing about it to-dayV

Mr. BROWN: Thc report shiows the
kind of effort members opposite arc mak-
in~g to settle cte question. On Saturday
evening the leader of the Opposition ad-
dressed a crowd on the question. There
was a large numbher of people, aiwi among
his audience were a great many police.-
men. The hot). member told those pre-
sent what the Labour party had done for
the policemen in the way of getting in-
creases in their salaries and what they
intended to do in the future. He also
Said that if a plebiscite were taken of the
force not two men would be against Cte
strikers.

Mr. Scaddan: Did I say thatV
Mr. Walker: What are you. reading

there V
Mr. BROWN: A report in the Weal

Australian.
Mr. Bolton:- The leader of the Opposi-

tion never said anything of the kind.
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Mr. BROWN: Rfe said that if a vote
were taken not two men would be found
against the strikers.

Mr. Scaddan: Read the report; I deny
having said what you say.

Mr. BROWN: I have not the paper
here.

Mr, SPEAKER:. If the leader of the
Opposition denies having miade the re-
mark it rnirst he withdrawn.

Mr. BROWN: What I say is that I
read ini the West Australian on Monday
morning a report of the speech of the
leader of the Opposition, and that lie was
reported to have said what I have indi-
cated.

Mr. Walker: You never read that in
your life.

,Mr. BROWN: If the remarks of the
leader of the Opposition were correct and
all the police are so friendly towards the
strikers, what reason had they to ride
down some of the friends of the strikers 9

Mr. SPEAKER: I must draw the at-
tention of the hon. member to the fact
that the leader of the Opposition has de-
nied having made such a statement and
has asked that the words be withdrawn.
The hion. member must withdraw; but, of
course, he can quote the report from the
newspaper.

Mr. BROWN: I withdraw the remarks
and will read the report.

Mr. Scaddan: Read it all, it will be
interesting to you.

Mr. BROWN: The report says. "He
saw that night quite a number of mem-
bers of the police force among the crowd;
but he ventured to believe that if a ballot
were taken among them they wvould all he
in sympathy with the men." I find I
made a mistake when I stated the leader
of the Opposition said that all the police,
excepting two, were in favour of the
strikers, It appears now that what be
said was that all the force were in favour
of them. What do we find? We find
that on Sunday afternoon all thes
boasted Labour leaders not being able to
fight their own battles bad to bring in
to assist them that unfortunate woman,
Miss 'Muriel 'Matters, and we find those
Labour leaders acquiescing in the speech
she made. Much to my regret also I
find that there was a most prominent

civil servant, who is practically a socialist,
giving his support to that meeting. This
kind of thing shows what respect for
law and order the leader of the Opposi-
tion, and others with him have. This is
one of the remarks, which was made at
that meeting-

If, after they had educated, organ-
ised, and agitated, they felt compelled
to take action, she advised them not to
use eggs. If weapons were necessary
let them he suitable.

The leader of the Parliamentary Labour
Party, Mr. Scaddan, also addressed that
meeting and remarked that he regretted
that there were not more democrats of
the type of Miss 'Matters. Then a vote
of thanks to Miss Muriel Matters was
moved by M1r. Fabre and seconded by
'Mr. Siebenhaur, that prominent civil ser-
vant to whom I referred just now. Thus
we see that there are people who take an
oath here to preserve law and order, and
who support such speeches as that which
I have read.

Mr. Taylor: On Sunday, too; that is
worse.

Mir. BROWN: I think it would be far
better if those hon. members with the in-
fluence that they possess did what they
could, and devoted their whole time and
attention to bringing-the parties together.
I have a few statements here from a num-
her of men who obtained employment
from the tramway company, and -who
wvere molested or interfered with. It is
a disgraceful state of affairs in a outntry
like this to find such things existing, and
we have had it given out here that the
men left their employment, and that it
is not a strike. Surely, then, in a free
country like this, it ought to be possible,
after a person has thrown up his engage-
ment with a company, for another person
to attempt to secure it if that company
are prepared to engage him. Is it not
monstrous that a person willing and able
to work should he stopped by such men
as we have here on our right! I will
read a few of the experiences of some of
the men -who have written out statements.

'Mr. Bolton: A few of the hiacklegs.
Mr. BRO1W N: You cannot call them

blacklegs. When you get telegrams from
the country to take finger prints and
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photographs, can anything be in lower
and baser taste than that? This is one
of the statements:

.1r. Rotten: Who is it from?
Mr. BROWN: If I told the bon. mem-

ber the name, the man would be boy-
cotted at once, and probably he would be
turned out of his hoarding house. The
man says-

Last night (Monday) I was on a ear
on my way home about William-street
when one of the former employees
boarded the car and stated be came
direct to me from Mn. Johnson and
was authorised to state that Mr. John-
son had seen Mr. Short, the Railway
Commissioner, who had promised Mr.
Johnson to have me reinstated in my
old position, in the railway;, where I
was formerly engaged. I told him I
had been in want since I left the rail-
ways but they did not come to my as-
sistance. Once bit twice shy.

Mr. Collier: What is the value of that
statement?

Mn. Walker: Tell us who the state-
ment is from!

Mr. BROWN: Here is another state-
ment giving the experience of another
unfortunate-

I was staying at a hoarding house.
I had paid for a fortnight in advance
commencing Saturday morning last at
12 o'clock. I slept thene on Saturday
night, and on Sunday morning I was
told that I would have to take my box
and go. No reason was given, but I
understood it was because I was em-
ployed on the trains. My money was
returned, and I left. I have been con-
tinually molested by ex-employees.I
am now living at the ear barn.

Here is another statement-
On the night of Friday the 19th inst.

I was at my home in Perth. Messrs.
Heitniana and Underwood, Ms.L.A.,
came to me and made a suggestion that
I should write to Millars' Itarri &
Jarrab Company, where I was f or-
merly temporarily employed, and ask
for work, and send a note to, the tram-
way company saying I was unwell and
could not come to work, pending their
getting we a job. I was to wait until

the following Monday, and if they did
not succeed in getting me a job by then
I could go back to the trains. Mlessrs.
Heitmana and 'Underwood told me that
when the other men returned they
would make it a condition that the new
men should be dismissed. They also
offered me 25s. a week until such a
time as the trouble was settled.

Mr. Holman:- Who is the man?
Whose statement are you quoting from?

Mr. BROWN: Another statement I
have to i-cad is-

Last Friday night Mr. Johnson and
another came to my boarding house in
Hay-street. They wanted me to give
up the job. 1 said no. Consequently
1 got notice to leave and they threat-
ened to boycott the house, and the land-
lady said she would lose all her lodgers.
She said Mr. Johnson made this state-
ment.

I am taking up the time of the House in
this way to call attention to the state of
affairs as it exists in Perth at the present
time. I would appeal to lion. members
to use whatever influence they possess
with the men and endeavour to get them
to go back to work and refer the matter
to the court. The Judge has said that an
interpretation could be given. There-
fore, why not allow the men to go back?
We know full well, however, that if there
were no unions there would be no room
for a lot of the gentlemen on the Oppo-
sition side of the House. It is to their
absolute interest to keep the unions go-
hng. If these newspaper reports are cor-
rect, I trust that the Government will
step in, and attempt to keep law and
order. The necessity for this is empha.-
sised every day when we find that the
trains cease to run at 5 o'clock, because
of the fear that the men will be molested,
and that the cars may possibly be dam-
aged. HEon members opposite say
"Hear, hear." What can we expect from
such men as those who are against any-
thing like law and order 9 They should
be the first to come to the front and try
and make an attempt to settle this dis-
pute.

Mr. JOHNSON (Guildford): Before
the Premier speaks, I think it is only
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fair to the men and the country at large,
that I should outline exactly the difficul-
ties that beset the men and the reasons
which have caused this disorganisation
in Perth. At the outset I desire to point
out that this tramway company for years
past have taken all means possible to pre-
vent the orgainisation of their employees.
Ali organisation was formed a few years
ago, but the company deliberately dis-
missed all the officers who took part in its
formation. Then they endeavou red to en-
courage all the employes-as a matter
of fact they compelled all the employees
-to join a beniefit and recreation society
which was organised at the car barn and
controlled by the officers of the company.
The mn were told that all grievances
could be rectified by a reference to this
association, but the menl found onl going
to this association that they first had to
run the gauntlet of getting the officers to
agee that they had grievances, and after
going through that ordeal, if they went
to the management, they were told that if
they did not like the job they could get
out. This position became intolerable,
and the Then deeid'ed to make another at-
tempt to form ali organisation. I would
say that these men adopted this course of
their own volition. There were no agita-
tois. no one outside their own ranks, to
influence them. They formed it onl one
Sunday, and that formaition was coin-
menced by carry- ing resolutions to amend
the rules of the beniefit society which had
been registered as a union uinder the Con-
ciliation and Arbitration A ct. They im-
mediately got those portions of the rules
,of the benefit society which dealt with
trades unions deleted, and they decided
to form their trades union. They formed
it, and it was in fairly good shape when
one day I received a letter asking me to
attend and speak at one of their meetings.
I went to that meeting in company with
other Labour members who bad been to a
previous meeting, and I found, after
speaking to a number of the men, that
they were working under disgraceful con-
ditions, and I was absolutely astounded
that such a body of men should tolerate
these conditions. Consequently I was not
surprised that they had taken action to

form a trades union in order to improve
their conditions. Things went on for
some time, and, after they had got their
trades union registered, and everything
was in legal form, they approached the
company with a view of securing an im-
provement of their conditions. At this
time the company had been working, as
all companies throughout Australasia dto,
namely by having half their employees
as emnergency men, and the other half onl
the permanent staff. The 'y were success-
ful in continuing these unfair conditions
of employment by pitting the emergency
men against the regular men. There was
always a certain amount of strife going
on, always a difference of opinion between
the two sections of men working for the
tramway company. They were divided
against each other. I do not mean to
say that one section was fighting the
other with their fists, but always one sec-
tion was hoping that the other might be
taken ill, or might drop dead, so that
some of the emergency section could step
up and get constant employment. They
started then to improve their conditions,
and the ' approached the company with
the request that certain improved condi-
tions should be granted. The company
could not see their way dlear to accede
to the request, but agreed to meet the re-
presentatives of the union in order to dis-
cuss the matter. That was three years
ago. During this discussion, differences
of opinion were expressed, and it was
then sugegsted that in order to improve
the time table, and to make the hours
shorter, the men themselves should sub-
mit a time table, The company at that
lime said it was utterly impossible to im-
prove the dine table they were working
tinder. The men protested so strongly
that eventually the company said, "You
appoint some of your representatives and
go with our traffic inspectors, and see
whether you can do so yourselves." The
men were successful, and the company
had to admit that the men had succeeded
iii showing that the time table could be
improved upon. When the company got
to the position that they had to admit
the claims of the men, they said to them-
selves, "If we do not start these men
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fighting again, we will have to give in to
them on this point," with the result that
they started and circulated amongst the
men, through the officers, the rumour that
the time table that had been submitted
was all in favour of the regular men, and
that uinder it the emergency men would
have to work longer hours. Because of
this a difference of opinion arose among
the men, and immediately the company
got that going, they circulated amongst
the emergency men a typewritten petition
prepared -in the company's office. This
the emergency' men were requested to
sign. and a number of them did sign it.
The petition prayed the company not to
give the conditions the union was asking
for. At the very next meeting. when it
was found that one section of the union
had been trying to undermine another,
feeling rail high. I was present at the
meeting and it astonished me that any
company or employer should stoop to
such miserable tactics to defeat the ends
of justice towvards the men. The com-
pany had said to the men, "Show us an
improved time table, and we will consider
it"; but immediately the men did show
them an improved time table they wore
sufficiently miserable to prepare a peti-
tion, and get certain of the men to sign
it under the misapprehension that if the
new time table were to be put into oper-
ation they would find themselves work-
ing uinder worse conditions than had
hitherto prevailed. The company haiv-
ing been successful in bringing
about this difference between the
men,' I found it utterly impossible
to proceed. The men were fighting
amongst themselves ; consequently they
could not expect to get anything like
justice from the company. I advised the
nen to go to the company and get the
best terms they possibly could for the
shortest possible time, and that mean-
while they should endeavour to arrive at
a better understanding among themselves,
so that at the end of the period of the
agreement they might find themselves in
a position to demand better conditions.
This inducing of the men to enter into
an industrial agreement with the com-
pany was the biggest blunder I ever made.

I should never have allowed them to sign
that industrial agreement; I should have
endeavoured to get a better feeling
among them there and then, get them or-
ganised, and then take the action I have
since taken. But, unjustifiably, as in
the fight of reenut circumstances it is seen
to have been, I1 influenced these men to
a mistaken course. I urged them to sacri-
fice themselves for the time being rather
than to disorganise trade. The men had
made up their minds that they were not
going to continue working tinder their
conditions, but through my influence they
wvere encouraged to continue to accept
those conditions, which, I say, were a
positive disgrace. However. there is no
gratitude in the public to-day for this
earlier sacrifice on the part of the men.
The people who are criticising the men-
and I am proud to say theyv are limited
to a very few, including the member for
Perth-say, "Why not work on for a
little longer, and try to improve youir
conditions?" But these people forget
that the men have been wvorking- on for
three years, trying to secure improved
conditions. Yet, unthinking people give
them no credit whatever for this, but
say, "Why not go on for another termi"
They have worked on for three years to&
long, and this action should have been
taken three years ago. However, time
rolled on, and during the currency of that
agreement time after time I advised the
men, and succeeded in keeping them in
their employment. Time after time they
were absolutely disgusted with their
working conditions, and several meetings
were called to consider the situation. Time
after time I was successful in getting
them to realise that they had voluntarily
gone into an industrial agreement
framed by themselves and the company,
and that the best thing was for them to
work on for the two years named in the
agreement, had though the conditions
were, and after the expiry of that term
to try ftor an improvement. The time
came, the two years expired, and we set
to work to secure improved conditions.
We gave the company the three months'
notice due under the agreement; in Do-
ember last the notice was given, and in
March the time expired and we were freer
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to eng~age for better conditions. We wrote
to the company, submitting a number of
conditions we desired. The company
would not grant them, but advised us to
go to the Arbitration Court. In due
course we went before the court. Our
ease was beard; and I want the House to
realise that there was quite a number of
requests made by the union which were
absolutely refused by the court. requests
for conditions which are in operat ion iii
many parts of Australia to-day. For
instance, we reasonably asked that Sun-
day time should stand by itself and be
paid for timne-and-a-half. We grant that
our railways, and train systems in
other parts of Australia giant it to their
employees. We asked for it here but the
court gave us no award on it at all, in-
deed it was not mentioned, and it is not
part of the award to-day. We asked that
on Christmas day, Good Friday, and
other special holidays, extra payment
should be granted; but no provision is
made in the award in that direction. T
could mention several other re(,nests we
made to the court which were absolutely
refused by the court. I am drawing at-
tention to these in order to show that the
court refused to grant many points asked
for by the men. Consequently, when the
award was delivered wec expressed dis-
appointment at its contents. I personally
was keenly disappointed, but I advised
the men at the time that, bad though the
award was, 'ye were honiourably bound
to abide by it. And I want to say right
here that all we want is the true spirit
of that award. We want nothing more,
nor will we take anything less. But what
did tile company do when the award was
delivered? The award contained a clause
which reads, "Overtime shall be paid for
at the rate of time-and-ai-quarter. and
shall be deemed to have commenced im-
mediately the worker shall have completed
10 hours in any one day"; and then it
went on "or 96 hours in a fortnight."
It was perfectly clear to me what the
court intended, If it was intended, as the
company held, that they should work the
men 10 hours, that would mean 140 hours
in a fortnight; hut the court distinctly
said, "No, only 96 hours in a fortnight.'
Consequently it was perfectly clear to me

that the court intended we should work
8 hours or less, so as not to exceed the
96 hours in a fortnight, but that the com-
pany should have uts at their disposal
for 10 hours. However, the company
said, "No, in our interpretation we can
work you for 10 hours without any limit
as to how long we shall use you. We
operate ears for 1S hours, and we can use
you for i8 hours, although we may only
work you 10 hours or 9 hours, so long as
we do not exceed D00 hour in a fortnight."
We take it that what the award states,
and what the award intended, was that
overtime shall be deemed to have eorn-
ruenced immediately the worker shall have
completed 10 hours in any one day; while
the company read it "immediately the
worker shall have completed 10 hours
work in any one day." That is just the
difference of opinion. Then the court
went on and laid down definitely in the
award that a minimuim rate of wage of
Is. per hour should -be granted. But be-
fore I get on to this, let me explain what
we asked the court to graut in connection
with hours. We asked the court to fix the
hours at S hours' work, to be done within
10 hours. We recognise, and admit, that
it takes 10 hours in order to operate the
cars for 8 hours, that there must be a
break, but we say that 10 hours is a fair
limit to grant the company. That con-
clusion has been arrived at on the ex-
perience of the men, and the men are
satisfied with it. The company in their
ease admit that all they wanted was not
10 hours but 13, as a period in which to
get in the S hours. In their evidence
their officers laid it down that they could
work a man S hours and take 13 hours
to do it in. But the court said, "We
won't give the workers all they ask,
namely 8 hours in 10, and 48 hours a
week; but we will give the company the
96 hours a fortnight claimed, and give
the workers the 8 hours in 10, thus meet-
ing both parties in a possible proposi-
tion." The company get their 06 hours
a fortnight, and we get our 8 hours in 10.
Then we asked, in connection with wages,
that the new men should work for the
company for one month as students, and
that during that time they should receive
no payment at all. That has been the
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practice for years past, and we recognise
it as a fair proposition. We said that
after a month's practice, or studentship,
those men should be examined; and if
they were successful and passed in-to the
service, they should work for a shilling
an hour for t he next six months. After
that time, we claim, they would be com~-
petent to take any car running o2) any
line, and work under the same conditions
as any other men in the service; and
therefore we said that after six months'
-service they should receive a standard
wage of is. 3d. per hour, or 10s. a day.
That was our request: one sihilling uip to
six months as an apprenticeship, and then
the standard rate of Is. 3d. per hour. The
company, on the other hand, requested
that the classification that existed previ-
ous to our going to the court, namely of
l04fd. to one section of men, 11,1id. to
another section of men, and is. to still
another section of men, should he con-
tinued. The 101d. rate returned a wage
of about £4 per fortnight or £2 per week.
It is difficult to make it exact, because
that section of men had no garanteed
hours, consequently their wages were
never similar for two fortnights together;
'but, striking an average, these men re-
ceived the rate of about £4 per fortnight
or £2 per week, The men who got
i14d., working the nine hours a day-
which they did then in 14 or 15 or 13
hours a day-received 8s. ad. per day.
Then the other seetion that worked at Is.
per hour at nine hours received Os. per
day. The company in their cross-citation
requested that these rates of pay should
be cha nged. Consequently the company
definitely and distinctly asked for a clas-
sification of the men. I want to lay it
clearly before the House that a class;ifica-
dion was requested by the company. Then
the court gave us an award. They fixed
a minimum rate of Is. per hour, and the
Judge in delivering the award sad de-
finitely and distinctly on more than one
occasion that the company would grade
or classify from that minimum accordin~g
to long service and special ability.

Mr. FoulIkes: Do you mind reading out
,exactly what the Judge said on that acea-
siontI

Mr. JOHNSON: I have not it with me,
I did not bring along the award, but it
has been published in the West Austra-
lian. In the West Australian of the 17th
June the lion. member will find exactly
what the Judge said.

Mr. Foulkes: I will see it in the Gov-
ernment Gazeite.

Mr. JOHNSON: The Gazette contains
only the award without the remarks made
by the Jludge. Certainly the award says
there shonld be "a mninimaium rate of Is.
per hour"; and again, dealing with the
shed hand.,, it says the shed hands are
to receive "at least Is. p&r hour." So,
leaving out the remarks of the Judge,
the award itself clearly indicates that the
court expected a classification. " Mini-
mumn wage" indicates a classification, and
"~at least Is. per hour" indicates that
there was, to be a grading so far as these
shed hands were concerned.

Mr. Hudson: Espegially when the coin-
pany asked for it.

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes.
The Premier: Did they ask for a clas-

sification?
Mr. JOHNSON: Yes.
Mr. Draper: And did you not ask for

a classification?
Mr. JOHNS SON: I asked for a stand-

ard wage and the company asked for a
ctassification. The point I am making
is that the company got what they asked,
while I was refused what T requested.
That is just the position. The award
says definitety and distinctly a "'mini-
mum wage of Is. " and in another part
"(at least is." Then the Judge, in de-
livering the award, said definitely and
distinctly that lie expected the classi-
fication to be from that minimum.

The Premier: Why did you not want
a1 classification?

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not believe in a
classification.

The Premier: Is that not what is
hangig the thing up now?

Mr. JOHNSON:. "No. I will come to
that if the hon. member will give me
time. The objection I have to classifica-
tion is this: after six months, each man
drives on the same cars and on the same
lines and under exactly the same con-
ditions. There is no difference between
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(lie work of the men. Consequently I
say that men who are working under the
same conditions should get the same rate
of pay. As long as men can do the same
work on the samne cars and on, the same
tracks there should not be any discrimni-
nation in the wages. When they arrive
at that stage that they can do that work,
I say, all being equal, they should ye-
ceive a standard rate, and that is what
1 asked for. A classification is unfair.
It is proposed that after eighteen months
ser-vice a man should get a different rate,
and again after three years' service;
but the fact remains that after eighteen
months' service a man is doing the same
n'ork as after three years1 service, so
wvhy discriminate 9 That is the objec-
tion I have to classification.

The Premier: Why not recognise good
and faithful service and long service?

'Mr. JOHNSON: I do nort believe in this
recognising long setce. I do not think
that long service is an indication of
s~pecial qualifications. There are men in
all classes of service who have been iii a
service for many long yearis, but arc not
as competent as men who hare been in
the serviee for a limited number of years.
If men arc doing the same work they
should receive the some pay. However.
I do not want to linger on this. The
company' asked for- a classification, and
I claim" they got it. The award itself
indicates they got it, and the remarks of
the Judge prove they got it. I have
emphasised two points in the award, the
question of hours, especially relating to
overtime, and the question of wages.
When the award was delivered the com-
pany wrote to the union. They got 14
days' notice to re-organise the service
so a-, to make it fit in with the award.
They wrote to the union suggesting that
we should appoint representatives from
the union to confer with the traffic in-
spectors of the company to prepare a
time table and roster in accordance with
the award. The union appointed three
representatives; but, owing to the union
being a bit late in their meeting, the
company got to work with their traffic
inspectors, and after our three men were
appointed Mr. Somerset told me his men
hod gone so far with the work that if

our tmen canw in it wou ld slightly dis-
organise the thingr and that it would be
better for the traffic inspectors to finish
the work and for the union men to re-
view it afterwards. I said, "Why not
let all the men review it, i~liv the three
onlyv? Post it (in the board for all of
tlwmn to see." -Mr. Somerset agreed to
this. Then when the timne-table was
posted the men realised for t he first
timie that the comtpany placed a different
interpretation on the award from what
they did. They were convinced there
was no doubt that their work had to be
dlone in ten honrs. but thev found when
the roster and time-table* were posted
that this had been totally disregarded by
the company. Consequently, at a meet-
ing of the union I was requested to in-
terview Mr.. Somerset on this matter,
and also to discuss -with him the other
provision of I he award as to wages, be-
cause a rumour had got about among the
men that they were all to be placed on
a minimnum of Is. per hour. I called on
'Mr. Somnerset and he told me that the
roster and time-table were in accord-
ance with the arbitration award, or with
what he said he believed the award in-
tended. He said the award fixed a mini-
mum of Is. per hoar and he was not
going II, piay* ally mire. In other words,
lie wa~s going to make that minimum the
maximnum. It meant that seventy per
cent. of the men in his employ were go-
ing- tr) suffer a reduction. In fifty per
cent. of the cases it practically meant a
reduction of 19s.- a fortnight on a wage
of £5 15s. They were receiving £5 15s.
and by bringing them down to is. per
hour for 96 hours a fortnight they would
receive £4 16s, Hon. members can im-
agine how the men viewed that situa-
tin. But, "erions though the position
wvas, what did the men do? They took the
course they are advised to take to-day;
they t ook the cour-se the Press advise
them to take to-day; they said, "The
company have misinterpreted the award
as to overtime, the company are not carry-
ing out the spirirt of the award in con-
nection with wages, so we will go to the
court for an interpretation or an amend-
ment in order that the court may protect
us." We are asked to-day, "Why do
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you nut go to the court?"' We have been
to thqt court, we have adopted that con-
stitutional means, after the company put
into operation their interpretation of
the award.

Mr. Foulkes: What was the specific
application you made to the cuurt?

Mr. JOHNSON: So far as the union
w1ere concerned the specific application
to the Court was to alter the wording of
a clause in the award so as to make it
perfectly clear to the company that ten
hours was the time the men were to be
at their disposal.

Mr. Draper: To alter the wording?
M1r. JOHNSON: Not to alter the word-

ing, but to make the position perfectly
clear. Now, that attitude has been criti:-
eksed, but it is worthy of note that this
course was adopted after taking legal
advice and not, I may say, the legal ad-
vice of RI. S. Haynes & Co., as some
might think. We took legal advice and
asked for an amendment -rather than for
an interpretation.

Mr. Foulkes: You did ask'for an in-
terpretation.

Mr. JOHNSON: We asked for an in-
terpretation by way of an amendment.
That is bow wre were advised. The court
perfectly understood that we went to
them for an interpretation, as subse-
quent events xiii prove. The two ques-
tions the union submitted to the court
were, firstly, that we should be classified
so as to prevent the company, or rather
so as to protect us against the company
making the minimum wtage the maxi-
mum; secondly, making the overtime
clause perfectly clear. There weie other
points put in. In conversation with "Mr.
Somerset wre found there were little
diffiulties facing the company so far as
the award Was concerned that (lid not
mean a great deal to the men, and which
the men -were prepared to concede to
the comipany. So these other points
were put in with the direct intention of
trying to meet the company. For in-
stance, the award says that the men
shall work 14 days but that no man
shall be called upon to work more than
six night shifts. We can imagine how
difficult it was for the company to oper-
ate 14 days when they could only work

six night shifts. So the men said, ''That
is not fair, we will agree to alter it."
And when we went to the court for an
interpretation of the award we asked
for this to be altered from six night
shifts to seven night shifts. The award
says in another part that the men shall
not be called upon to work more than
five hours between meals. The company
pointed out that 021 Sundays they worked
sometlhing like 10%/ hours, and for the
three-quarters of an hour they would
have to bring in a special man. When
that was demonstrated to the men they
said it was hardly fair and that they
would agree to an cite nsion of hours be-
tween meals in order to meet the com-
pany. These things were put into the
amendment clause in order to meet the
wishes of the company, but the two
points we went on were purely the
question of overtime and the question
of the minimum w'age being made the
maximum. Well, it -went before the
court, and Mr. Justice Buruside laid it
down distinctly that he could not see
any reason for altering the wording of
the overtime clause. He said, "Let the
mne" put aniy interpretation. on it they
like: let thie company put any interpre-
tation oii it they like; if the union con-
sider the interpretation of the company
is wrong. let them come before me in
the way of action for breach of the
award, and then we will oansider the pro-
position.'' I do not say those are ex-
actly His Honor's words, but that is
exactly what they conveyed. He said,
"W~ait until there is a breach and then
you can come before this court.'' Well,
we got over that difficulty. I could see
of course that I had an opportunity of
gvoing before the court by way of a
breach, but I had to wait until a pay day
in order to demonstrate that there was
a breach, because the company might
have said, had I gone immediately to
the court, "How do you know we are
not going to pay it." I had absolutely
no 'evidence, although the time-table in-
dicated they were go)ing to work the
men long hours, that they were not go-
ing to recognise the award and pay over-
timne. I 'would need to wait until pay
day to prove my case in that regard.
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However, I was prepared to recognise
the position, and I clearly indicated that,
and tlien I got on to the jiext point and
asked the court to protect the men oil
the question of the minimum wage being
malde the maximum. The court said di,-
tinctl-

The Attorney Geueral: But after
pay day what would you do?

Mr. JOHNSON: I am speaking of
the ase as it was before the Arbitration
Court, and on the second point on which
we wvent to the court.

The Attorney General: But, on this
question of overtime, what would you do
after pay day?

Mr. JOHNSON; I will deal with that
later. I simply say that when the ques-
tion of overtime was disposed of and I
said we would approach thle court by way
of ant action for a breach, I then asked
the court to protect us against the mini-
mum being made the maximum, and the
Judge said definitely and distinctly that
be had expected tire company to classify,
but lie had no power to enforce it. I
said, "What position amt I in ? Are we
going to allow these men to stuffer a re-
duction of 19s. a fortnight onl their earn-
ingO" I wanted some way out of tile
difficulty, aud after I had argued with
the Judge for some time lie suggested
that we should again meet Mr. Somerset
and endeavour to get over the difficulty.
The court was adjourned sine die, we re-
ceived no decision on any point, and the
next day we met Mr. Somerset and tried
to get him to agree to a classiflcatiani.
Mr. Graham Price and Mr. Sormerset and
his officers definitely refused to classify.
Those gentlemen said definitely that they
were going to make the minimum the
maximum unless we earned the classiti-
cation by agreeing
tion Court award
hours. That has
through.

Mr. Heitmuann:
gallery of scabs.

Mr. SPEAKER:
Mr. JOHNSON:

to break the Arbitra-
andl work increased]
been the fight right

We should clear the

Order!
It has been said that

classification has been offered to us. It
is true they offered a classification, but
every time when they did this the condi-

tion was added that the men should agree
to work increased hours upon those
specified by' the court. They want us to
increase to 96 hours a fortnight, and t o
agree to all alteration of the overtime
clause. In other words we were asked
to buy the classification with increased
hour,,. They drafted a proposition and
it has, been said that those in the room
agreed toy it. I deny that. We were sent
by the in to confer with the company,
and it would have been absolutely wrung
of uts to refuse to negotiate on anything
except what we thought was favostrable,
from our point of view. Therefore,
when, in (lie course of negotiations a pro-
posal was submitted, we agreed to take
it to the men, hold a meeting, and sub-
mit it again after a decision had been
arrived at.

Mr. Fonlkes: The court suggested
that you should meet Mr. Somerset and
discuss the matter with him. Why did
you not go back to the court?

Mr. JOHNSON: Because the court
said they had no power, and it would
have been ridiculous for us to have gone
back to them. They had told us they had
no power to help us out of the difficulty.

The Attorney General: They had
p~ower with regard to overtime.

Mr. JOHNSON: I know the point the
Attorney General wants to get at; I will
eomne to it soon. When we got the pro-
position from the company we took it to
the men; a meeting was held at midnight
and the men discussed it, but beemuse ;t
proposed to break the clause of the
awvard dealing with the question of
hours, they refused to buy a classifica-
tion at that cost; they would not accept
the proposition, but threw it out. I1
went hack to the company and endea-
voured to get them to agree to a classi-
fication without any conditions as to the
wvorking hours, and told Mr. Somerset
the meon were totally opposed to any in-
crease in the hours of work. I was
asiked to submit in writing a proposition
that Mr. Somerset could send to London
for' the approval of the London board.
That was so far as the classification was
concerned. I got the men to reduce
everything down to bedrock, and the
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su ggestion for a classification submitted
to the company was for 35 per cent, of
the men to work at is. an hour, 20 per
cent, to receive 8s. Gd. a day and 50 per
cent. to receive Os. a day. Previously to
going to the Arbitration Court 80 per
cent, of the men had received 10d. and
two-thirds of a penny an hour, 20 per
cent. 8s. 6d. a day-we only asked for a
continuation of that-and 50 per cent.
Is. a day-and we only asked for a con-
tinuation of that. In effect, therefore,
the only difference was that instead of
30 per cent. of the men receiving 10d.
and two-thirds of a penny an hour we
were asking that 35 per cent, should re-
ceive is. an hour. I claim that was get-
ting down very low indeed, for it meant
asking the men to operate the ears at Ss.
Ss. 6id., and 9s. a day; those men who
had been less than 18 months in the ser-
vice were to receive Is. an hour, over 18
months and under three years Ss. Gd. a
dlay, and over three years, 9s. a day.
This is a very small wage. The propo-
sition went before the London board, who
absolutely declined to entertain it. Let
me now refer to the matter the Attorney
Gleneral is anxious about, namely over-
time. As far as that was concerned, we
were prepared to let it go on until a
breach arose. A breach arrived on pay
day when we found the company had
absolutely disregarded the overtime
worked by the men and refused to meet
the demand in this respect made by them
in accordance with the Arbitration Court
award. We gave the company written
notice, I think three or four days' notice,
that the men had been short paid on pay
day, and that unless what was owing, was
paid proceedings would be taken to re-
cover the amount. I want to make it
perfectly clear, although r know some
members will not believe it, that this
question was never discussed by the union.
Right from the very start the fight was
on the question of classification, the
question of overtime cropped up while
we wvere negotiating with regard to the
classification. It is t-rue we went to the
court some days before pay day came
along, but the men were so enraged be-
cause the overtime had not been granted

that they decided to take proceedings in
the local court. They demanded that
payment should be paid on a given day.
On that day as the cars went in each man
went to the pay office and when told
there was no pay for him said, "This
job is no good to me, I wvill not work
until I get the money." The men thenx
stopped work. We have been asked why
we did not go to the Arbitration Court.
Had we done so the company would have
been fined for a breach of the award, but
the Arbitration Court cannot pay us Lhe
wages the men are entitled to. That is
the reason we went to the local court.
Then we fought on for the classification,
and we were negotiating for it altogether
outside this question of overtime; we
have been negotiating right up to now.
Every time we have approached the com-
pany through the mediation of someone
else, or in any other way, they have said,
"We will pay classification if you with-
draw your claim in the local court for
payment, and will agree to an alteration
in the overtime clause." They say that
they have correctly interpreted the over-
time clause of the award, but if so why,
on every occasion, .do they break off
negotiations because we will not agree
to an alteration. 'If they are right in
their interpretation, why argue, why not
let it go! The negotiations have been
broken off because we have said, "We will
not argue about the overtime clause, let
it stand as it is; if it means 18 hours or
24 hours we will abide by it, and if it
means 10 hours we will like it, bat we will
abide by the decision; all we want is a
classification in accordance with the
spirit of the Arbitration Court award."
We went to the local court and they de-
cided that the claim for overtime was not
legitimate.

Mr. Foulkes: The magistrate was most
unwilling to try the case.

Mx. JOHNSON: He said it was a case
for the Arbitration Court. It is all very
well to say that, hut if we had gone be-
fore that court, and the company had
been fined, the amount of the fine would
have gone into the Treasury and the men
would receive no wages. It would have
been weakness on our part to have asked
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the Arbitration Court what they meant,
for we were certain on that point. It
was thle right conise for us to go to the
local court to get payment.

Mr. Draper: But you could have gone
to the Arbitration Court.

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes, but as I have
said, we :hnuld by so doing, have placed
ourselves in a ridiculous position, seeing
that we were certain of the meaning of
the clause. We adopted the straightout
course, saying we had worked overtime
and wanted payment for it. The local
court decided ag-ainst us and we had to
swallow the position. The men were not
prepared to go further, hut said, that
as the company refused to grant the
classification, and as the local court set
out that men had to work IS hours a day
in order to get in eight hours to he paid
for, the joh was no good to them. Con-
sequently when they went to the barn
and found the overtime pay was not there
they knocked off work.

The Attorney General: Why are you
trying to prevent other men from work-
ingi Is not that rather a dog-in-the-
manger policyI

Mr. JOHNSON: - I want to prevent
other men from being sweated. If I find
an employer taking advantage of his em-
ployees I try and protect the latter every
time. I have always done so in the past
and will do so in the future.

The Attorney General: Your men will
not take the job, and refuse to allow
others to do so. Do I understand the
member arightt

Mr. JOHNSON: If the Attorney Gen-
eral will follow me he wilt understand
me, and if he will cease -interjecting I
will give him true statements of fact and
lie can speak afterwards. As I have
said the men went to the local court for
payment. Because the company refused
to pay them they sent in their cards and
said they would not work again until they
received the payment that was due to
them. They were not asking anything in
excess of the amount to which they were
entitled, and they said, "We will not wrork
until the payment is made."

The Attorney General: The court has
held it was *not due.

Mir. JOHNSON: The men said, "If it
mean's that we have to work IS hours, to
he used for 8 hours, at wily I%. anl
hour, the job is no good to us and
we will not continue working." The
Attorney General has asked why,
if the job is nio good to unioR
men, they should try' and prevent otherr'
from. working onl it. My answer to that
is chat f am preventing others from being
sweated by the company, Just as I have
tried to prevent the union men from being
sweated. The aspect the Attorney Gen-
eral views; the question from is one that
should not be adopted. The first ques-
tion members who want to be fair should
ask themselves is whether the claim for
classification is justified. To that my
reply is that the company having asked
the court for the classification, and tlie
court having fixed a minimum, I claim,
and the Judge in delivering his judgment
indicated the same, that the application
kir a classification is absolutely just.

(Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30
P.M.)

Mr. JOHNSON: I was endeavouring
to put the position before members, and
I was asking them what we would have
to do and what we should ask ourselves.
The first question we should ask ourselves
is whether we were justified in making
this claimt for classification of the wages,
and in reply I stated that I claimed we
were justified because the court had fixed
the minimum rate. The very fact of that
minimum rate being fixed indicated that
that was the wvage to he paid to the icaii
competent, and the rest had to be graded
The Judge in delivering that award stated
that he expected a classification, and he
left that classification to he arrangle-] by
the compaiiy. Having admitted that the
claim for a classification is justified, we
have to ask ourselves another question to
he fair, and that is, is the classiflcat-ion
submitted by the men a fair anid reas'.n-
able proposition? Mly reply to that is
that we are simply asking that the rates
of pay the men received previously to
the arbitration award should be contin-
ued, and the maximum rate we are ekking
for after three years service is 9s. a day.
Therefore, I claim that the rate asked is
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not an exorbitant rate, but on the oth-er
hand, is an exceedingly reasonable one.
Thes next question we have to ask our-
selves is are the men taking constitutional
means to get that which is reasonable,
and to get that which they consider they
are justified in asking for. My reply is
that at the very outset of our difficulty
we went to the Arbitration Court and
asked that court to classify us. This was
after the court had delivered their award.
We went, as hon. members have put it,
for an interpretation. We went in the
way of obtaining an amendment, but
nevertheless we went to that court a
second time and asked them to fix up this
difference of opinion on the question of
the classification. The court said defin-
itely and distinctly that they expected a
classification, but they could not enforce
it. The court having said that we should
glet it, but that they as a court could not
enforce it, we then snggested that the maut-
ter be submitted to the Premier, and to
leave it to the Premier to say whether we
should get that classification or not, and
the nature of that classification if he
thought it was a justifiable claim. But
the company adopted an attitude and
said, "No, we will not submit it to at-bi-
tration." Then it was suggested that the
mayor of Perth, Mr. Vincent, should act
as mediator. Again the men said giyes,")
and we went into this question on1ce more.
What happened on this occasion,~? After
negotiating for two days, Mr. Vincent sent
for mue and said, "I hare here in this en-
velope a classification, but I cannot give
you that classification until you agree to
withdraw your police court cases on the
overtime question andI not go to the Arbi-
tration Court for an interpretation.' In
other words, we had to forfeit all right
to overtime. Then he suggested as an
alternative that he should hold the classi-
fication and that we should go to the
Arbitration Court for an interpretation of
the overtime clause. If the court decided
in 'our favour then the company were to
withdraw the classification. If the court
decided in the company's favour then -we
were to get that classification. I viewed
that as not a fair proposition; it was not
negotiating at all- I was asked to accept

something that I had never seen, and then
I was to get it providing I did something,
and that if it went in the company's fav-
our they would not give it. The whole
thing was so unreasonable that I declined
to submit it to the men. Then we wen
further. M3r. Lovekin and Mr. Molloy
came along and suggested that it could
be arranged in a certain way. These two
gentlemen negotiated, and I want to ex-
plain that it has beeu said that if the men
had had the opportunity of considering
these proposals apart from my influence
that they would have accepted them. I
want to tell Ieo. mnembhers that on two sep-
arate occeasions Messrs, Molloy and Love-
kin had the men absolutely to themselves.
They discussed the proposition with the
men direct! and they had full power to
influence tbe men. After they had dis-
cussed the proposition with the men it
was thrown out. It is, therefore, unfair
to say that the men would have accepted
the proposition if it had not been for
outside influence. Again it was suggested
by some Ihon. members in this Chamber
that we should submit the question-
seeing that the company would not agree
to the Premier-to some other practical
mind, and the member for Murray was
suggested. Again the men said, "yes,
we will agree to that," but again the com-
pany took up the same attitude and said,
"no, we will not submit it," Right through
I claim that the men hare taken all con-
stitutional means to try and arrive at a
settlement of the difficulty. I want to lay
it down that through all the negotiations,
and trouhle, we have not asked for a de-
parture in one letter from the terms of
the Arbitration Court award. Some
members will argue that while we did not
want to alter it we wanted to extend it. I
claim it is distinctly unfair if that atti-
tude is adopted because the Judge said he
expected the classification, and conse-
quently we were only asking for what the
judge said he expected the company to
give us. I claim that we have taken all
constitutional means to get it. From the
interjections which have been made dur-
ing the course of my remarks I gather
that hona. members are going to talk about
the overtime question. I want to tell
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them flint that quest ion is fi nished; we
have had our arguments and a decision.
Thin, members may be able to argue that
we did not adopt thie correct course.
There is a difference of opinion on that
question, and there is roomi for a differ-
eice of opinion, but that thing is done
iitli, and I want hon. members to real-
ise that what we are fighting for now is
this (jiie-tion of classification, and I want
them to tell me a way out of the diffi-
culty. I have tried every possible means
to avoid difficulties and to bring about a
settlement. Time after time proposals
have been rejected by the company, and
we have now arrived at that stage when
we want someone to show us how we
can overcome our trouble without sacr-
Becing the men altogether. I would like
members, therefore, to devote their atten-
tion to that aspect of the case, and not
to take one version of the matter referred
to in the Press, and in other places, and
to show us what we might hare done, but
I want them to take the real difficulty
and explain how we can overcome it. I
have no desire to go into other matters.
I did propose to say something in con-
nection with the action of the authorities,
but I shall omit that and refer in eon-
elusion to a few remarks made by the
member for Perth-

Mr. Heitmann: Where is he now?

Mr. JOHNSON: The member for
Perth insinuated, and I take it it had a
personal application, that we are only
influenced in these matters because of the
salaries that we receive as trade union
secretaries. I want to say to that bon.
member that the tramway employees paid
me the magnificent suim of 5s. per week
for the two years that I have
been their secretary, and that salary
was given me so that I should be
amenable to the law. If you do
not pay the secretary you cannot take
adiou against him if he embezzles your
funds. Consequently, they paid me that
salary so that I should not get away with
their funds. fluring the whole of the
two years that T have been secretary that
was all the salary that T drew. Then this
difficulty arose, and during its eoxistence I
have not received one penny piece in the

way of salary. 1 give this inl reply to
the miserable insinnatiini of lie iueiiihei
for Perth.

Mr. Underwood : lie is too contemtpt-
ible to refer to.

Mr11. JOHNSON: EVoLihblv hie is, hut it
is as well that the public should know the
full facts and not lit influenced by I he
member for Perth. I want this [louse,
and the people of tie nmetropolitan area
to understand that the mien realise I le
difficulties under which the genieral public
are lahooring. We know that business
is disorganised, and we know that it is
uinfair to the general public that this sys-
tem should be tied up. All I want to
ask the general public and the membhers
of this Chamber is whether they are going-
to allow the worker to he sarificed in
order that public conveniences should he
kept goinig? Is it not fair that you should
take some consideration as to whether it
is really the men or the company who are
to blame on this occasion? I have no.
hesitation in saying that any man who
views this with an tunhiassed mind must
say that these men have stuck to their
post for years under disg-raceful, conidi-
tions, and that they are perfectly jnsti-
fled in fiting for that whichi the court
says they should get. I hope the public
will stick to thein until Justice is done
thenm in the true spli-it of the Arbitration
Court's award.

Privilege- Sumn mo nses Served opt
Af1ember.

Mr. Jacoby: On a matter of privi-
lege. I understand that a short time
ago a police court summons was served
oil a member of the House within the
precincts of the- House. My only desire
iii the matter is to protect the privileges9
of members. and I want the leader of the
House to take such action, or move such
a montion, as lie may think necessary to
protect the members. of the House, and
the privileges thereof.

The Premier: 1 think the hon. member
will recog-nise that the first intimation I
had of this was a few minutes ago. At
the present moment I am not prepared to
take definite steps in the matter; but I
am prepared to consider -what steps shall
be taken. for I realise that it is my duty
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as leader of the House to protect the
privileges of members onl both sides of
the House.

Air Jacoby: I think the Premier
should take definite action. AWe tannot
allow this sort of thing to pass. Unless
the Premier proposes to make a motion
to-morrow I am prepared to submit a
motion myself. I understand the lion.
member for Forrest was served with a
police court summons in the piecincts of
the House this afternoon. If that is so,
a gross breach of privilege has been
committed, and whoever is responsible for
it should be punished.

The Premier: I an equally as jealous
as any member of the House to preserve
the privileges of the House. At the pre-
sent time I am at a loss to take the neces-
sary steps to maintain these privileges
until I have had the opportunity of ascer-
taining the necessary procedure to fol-
low. I do not know that the hon. mem-
be;, or any hon. member, wishes me to
take such action as, perhaps. could not
be supported by the established usages of
Parliament.

Mr. Jacoby: Perhaps the leader of the
House will bring forward a motion to-
morrow. That will satisfy hon. members,
butl I hope this matter will not be allowed
to pass. Action will certainly have to be
taken.

The Attorney General: Onl what autho-
rity9'

Mr. .Jacoby: Certainly it is a breach
of privilege. I am surprised at the At-
torney General asking ,"on what
grounds?~" It is a well-known privilege
that no court summons shall be served
within the precincts of the House.

The Premier: As far as I am person-
ally concerned, it is one of the attractions
of Parliament. At the same time the
bon. member met me only .10 minutes ago,
and I think he might have given me moire
definite notice at that time rather than
spring the matter on me like this. I be-
lieve a member was served with a sum-
mons within the precincts of the House.

Mr. Collier: The member was called
out of the Chamber to receive the sum-
mons outside in the lobby.

Mr. Scaddan: I think members on this
side of the House are satisfied that the

Premier will not allow the matter to drop.
We desire that lie will take the proper
steps to preserve the privileges of the
House, and I think it is wise on all occa-
sions such as this to 'be careful how one
moves. I am sure that once the Premier
is satisfied as to the proper procedure he
will no longer hesitate.

Mr. Troy: May I say, as one of the
aggrieved persons--

Mr. George: Have you one also?
Mr. Troy: Undoubtedly. It would be

unreasonable to allow the member for
Forrest to have all the limelight, so, ap-
parently, the authorities thought I should
share it with him. But, let me say I
recognise the police officials have not the
power to serve a sunmnons upon me in
the House and that I have certain privi-
leges that I can exercise. Anyhow, a
police officer did so, though with every
degree of respect and discretion, and I
took it. J wish to say that whilst I re-
cognise it is essential the privilege s of the
House should be retained, so far as I am
concerned I am willing to stand before
the bench for any alleged breach of the
laws of which I may he guilty. I want
to say, furthermore, that I hope the op-
portunity will not be lost sight of to refer
to the action of the police in regard to
members of this House down the street
during the last few days. I intend to
refer to it subsequently.

[Later.]

'The Premier: Onl a question of privi-
lege I beg to mov--

That the Standing Orders Cojmmit-
tee be requested to investigate and re-
port on the alleged breach of pun/leyes
of the House brought under notice by
the member for Swan.

I believe that is the customary pro-
cedure which is adopted in connection
with questions of this kind and I beg
to move accordingly.

The M1inister for Works: I second the
motion.

Motion put and passed.

Debate resumed.
The PREMIER (Sir No-Awton J.

Moore): The member for Guiiford ex-
pressed the hope that in eonsid'riing this
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quaestion members wo0uld( endeavouir to
do so in an unbiassed manner. For my
part I desire to comply with that re
quest. At the same timie I agree that
w-hile we may discuss the various stages
of this intricate question, I do not know
that we are coming any Chi.ser to a solut-
tion of the trouble, which, I take it, is
whait is desired by lion, members. 'The
scope of the discussion haes somewhat
developed from the motion moved by*
the leader of the Opposition ii, order, as
be said, to direct attention to the action
of the authorities in connection with the
recent trouble. He referred more par-
ticularly to the action of the police. I
call only say that, as far as my know-
ledge of the police is concerned, I am
satisfied they will do their duty without
fear- or favour, and it is an obligation
cast upon this Goivernment, or any other
Government, to see that the laws of the
country are administered in a proper
maner.

Mr. Walker: Yes; but not by excess.
The PREMIER: I am certainly not

going to take steps in influene th le
police in any jparticuila r direction. On r
duty is to support tilie police in maintain-
ing lawv and order, and where cases are
repel-ted in wvhiclh the police have ex-
ceeded their dluly-well. naturally the
obligation is oil the Governmient to take
measures to prevent the police overstep-
ping the proper procedure.

Mr. Troy: We hald numerous instances
down the street.

The PRIERl: I know that in times
of industrial trouble feeling very often
runs high, and many things are done in
the excitement of th moment which are
subsequently regretted. Now, with re-
gard to the particular statement made
hr the hon. member that a sergeant of
police took what were considered im-
proper srv us in connection with the re-
cent troub~c; just prior to coming to the
House I :sked the Commissioner of
Police for a report in regard to that
particular sergeant-that being the
specific eivse brought under my notice,
although lion, members have brought
under file notice of my colleague, the
Colonial Secretary, who is the Minister
controlling the police, certain other in-

stances which they consider should be
inquired into. Now, in regard to the
case against Sergeant Smith, the report
handed to me reads-

I respectfully state, re a complaint
made by members of Parliament about
the mounted police riding on the foot-
pa0th during the disturbance in Hay-
street on Thursday last, I had coca-
sion to) go on the footpath two or
three times to clear a howvling mob
who were wedged close together, and
from where rotten eggs were thrown
at the men oil the trains. The foot
police were unable to move them; but
they soon scattered before the horses.
This. I believe, saved a lot of trouble
as they were not able to do much
damage when kept moving. We took
care not to trample on anyone. Very
few women were in the crowd and not
one was touched by any of the horses.

Mvfr. Holmnan: He is a liar.
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
The PREIUER: This is a statement

that has been submitted to me. I think
it will be recognised by hon. members
that it is the duty of the Government to
uphold the action of their officers if that
action be a correct one. The statement
I have received is a report from the
officers controlling the department, and
they are of opinion that the action taken
by the police was such as they were
warranted in taking. The sub-inspeetor
in making a report on this matter
states-

It is the duty of the kohice to main-
tain law and order, and I have no
hesitation in assert itig that on this
occasion order was maintained in a
manner creditable to the Government
and the department.

Mr. Gill: There was no disorder till
they started.

The PREMIER: I was not present on
the occasion. I am prepared, and the
commissioner, also, was prepared, to lis-
ten to any statement made in connection
with this matter. Very often things are
said in the heat of the monient which
probably would not have been said had
opportunity been given for reflection. In
connection with the whole question
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brought up by the member for Guild-
ford, who dealt very exhaustively with
the various aspects of this unfortunate
dispute, f would like briefly to give the
House the conclusions I have arrived at
after hearing what he had to say, and
froni the opportunities I have had of
hurriedly going through the newspaper
files dealing with the question. We re-
alise that the member for Ouitdford is
in the position of one thoroughly ac-
quainted with the subject. He was the
advocate for the union before the Ar-
bitration Court, and consequently he is
able to present the ease for his clients
in a manner which mnust secure to them
the value of every point brought for-
ward; whereas it is not to be expected
for one moment that the Government or
members on this side of the House are
in a position to deal with the f acts of
the case. For myself I do not want to
know the facts; my trouble is to try to
arrive at some solution of the difficulty.
I am not, nor have I ever been, anxious
to mix myself up with an industrial dis-
pute; but there have been oceaions
when the awards of . the Arbitration
Court have not been satisfactory, and
on those occasions I have sometimes
been privileged to assist, with others,
in bringing about a determination of
the dispute. And, after consideration,
one must come to the conclusion that
while the Arbitration Court has been re-
sponsible for the settling of minor dis-
putes, the settlement of the great in-
dustrial disputes we have had during
the last two or three years has been the
result of outside mediation. The results
that have been obtained have always
been embodied in industrial agreements,
which have had the same force as awards
under the Arbitration Act; and one be-
gins to wonder whether it is worth keep-
ing the Arbitration Act on the statute-
book or not. As it is at present it cer-
tainly does not bring about the good
effect which those who introduced the
measure were anxious it should have.

Mr. Johnson: It only wants a few
amendments.

Mr. George: It -wants abolishing.

Mr. Gordon: Wipe it off altogether.

Mr. Tiny: 1 wish you would.
The PREMIER: Let me briefly state

the facts as they appeal to me in connec-
tion with the case; and as I know there
arc several members wvlo wish to speak1
I will confine my remarks into a short
space of timne. It seems to me the matter
stands, from what I can gather, as fol-
lows :-Wheii the case wvas before the
Arbitration Court apparently the eom
pany desired a classification, and the
member for Guildford, who appeared for
the tramway union, was opposed to clas-
sification, but wanted a standard wage.
The Arbitration Court gave a minimum
wage but were prcpared to give a classi-
fiation if it were so desired.

Mr. Hoiman: No, if the law allowed
it.

The PREMIER: But have there not
been cases where they have gone some
steps iii that direction 9

Mr. Bath,: That is the amazing part
about it.

The PREMIER: Members opposite
justify their action in supporting the men
against going back to work on the ground
that the conditions which the company
offer do not comply with the award of
the Arbitration Court.

Mr. Foulkes:. With the intention of
the award.

The PREMIER: Otherwise, if they
had not put that stipulation in, hon.
members would be supporting the men
in an illegal action, and I take it they
are not desirous of doing that. Their
opinion has gone forth in a resolution,
published in the newspapers, to that
effect. The company say that the terms
they are prepared to give are more
favourable than the award of the court,
and I understand this is admitted. At
least it ii, admitted that the terms they
offer are certainly much more favourable
than those which were offered in the
early stages of the dispute.

Mr. Johnson: No: that is distinctly
incorrect.

The PREMIER: I will allow some hon.
member to correct me, but I was cer-
tainly under the impresson that I had
read it in one of the newspaper,.
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31r. Gill: The gentlemen who acted as
mediators made that statement.

The PRERMIER: I was almost cer-
tain it was stated that, provided the men
had the same conditions as were obtain-
ing iii Fremantle, they would be satisfied.
One member of the House said it. As a
matter of fact, the conditions now of-
fered are much better than those offered
at Fremantle. To a layman, to an uin-
sophisticated surveyor, the only thing to
do would appear to be to get a clearer
definition.

Mr. Johnson: We tried that.
The PREMIER: According to the

president of the court, I think, the par-
ties concerned must apply for an inter-
pretation. The member for Guildford
said lie applied for it, but if I followed
the hon, member correctly, he did not
apply for an interpretation but for an
amtendmient of the award, -which is cer-
taiiily a distinctly different thing.

Mr. Hudson: What is different?
The PR~eMIER: Surely an amend-

ment of the award is different from an
interpretation of the award?

M1r. Johnson: I wanted an interpreta-
tion by way of an amendment.

The PREIER: According to the
member for Dundaa it may be the same
thing, but the Judge refused that appli-
cation, and things practically remain in
statu quo. It appears to me absurd that
the whole machinery should be hung up
for this simple reason, that no one abso-
lutely knows what the Arbitration Court
means. Does not it resolve itself to that?

'Mr. Johnson: No.
.1r. Seaddan: We know what the

court means; the company think they
know what it means.

The PREMEIER: You think you know,
and the company think they know, but
the country does not know what the
court means.

tfr. Tsv Io r: No, if they did they
would thi xv the tramway company in
the river.

M1r. fBo 'n: Read Mr. Justice Burn-
tide's ren ni-ks on delivering the award
and you will know what he meant.

The PREMEIER: Apparently I would
be much cleverer than most hon. members

of thle Flouse if I could. It seems to me
there is only one other way. Tie way
that appeals to the layman would he to
ask the Judge again to give a clear defi-
nition of what the court meant, and if
the company or thle union do not apply I
see nothing in the Act to prevent the re-
zistrar asking for an interpretation of
the award. Whether I am correct or not
iat that contention I am not at all atis-
fled, hut I would be certainly willing to
consault the Crownvi Law Dellarrment, or
the legal authorities with a view
to ascertaining whether it would
no1t be possihle to approach the
Arbitral ion Court iii this respect,
Although no procedure his apparently
heii laid down for taking this
action it does not necessatily follow, I
take it, that it could not be taken. The
main justification really for compulsory
arbit ration was found in the contention
that it was not merely the parties in dis-
pute that were concerned in a complete
ces-sation of a large industrial concern,
but it was also the public generally, and
this applies, more or less, in any possible
industrial dispute that arises. If the
procedure I suggest it not altogether or-
thodox, it seems to me to be practical,
aud to have a certain amount of common-
sense. That is the proposal I would make
with a view to going in some direction
towards ending this unfortunate trouble.
Tt is, unfortunate in every respect, not
only for the parties concerned, and not
only for the public who travel by the
trains, but also for the business people
whose businesses must be affected by it.

M1r. Johnson.] Do I understand the
Premier to say that we -4hould go to the
court on the question ' classificeatioul

The PREMIEUR: Ye--.

Mr. Johnson: I am quite agreeable to
that.

The PREMR: To get the Judge's
clear interpretation. I have not had an
opportunity of consulting the Judge es
to whether he would be in accord with it,
but from the remark which was dropped
in connection with an award delivered
some two or three days ago, I cannot see
that there should be any difficualty in, get-
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tin.- the Judge to indicate what the court
really meant.

Mr. Johnson: I would be very pleased
if you could arrange that.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill): The Prem-
ier in the course of his remarks said that
he did not see what practical good could
come out of this discussion; but I want
to point out that it is not only the settle-
ment of this particular trouble which the
House has to be concerned with, but it
is also the question of obviating similar
difficulties in the future. A good deal of
obloquy has been east on Labour members
of Parliament and labour organisations
because of the fact, or rather because it
is asserted, that, although they were in-
strumental iii the first instance in securig
the enactment of an Arbitration Act,
they are the first who are prepared to
disregarvd it at any and every opportun-
ity. It has been stated in the Press, it
has been stated by correspondents, and
the argument has been repeated by the
member for Perth to-night, that we have
convtinually disregarded the Arbitration
Court and the Act, and that the obvi'ous
remedy for all these difficulties is to go
to the court. Now, in the first place, I
want to point out to hon. members that
since the Arbitration Act was first
passed and the Court was consti-
tuted, time after time those who
have approached the Court have
been denied the advantages which
they were led to expect whten the Act was
passed. They have bean asked to tie
themselves up. to deny themselves
the remedies which were available
to them before the Act was passed;
for what? For arbitration by a
court which has repeatedly declared
that it cannot fulfil the function of arbi-
tration. We have had a number of de-
cisions. We have had one decision which
enables powerful mining companies in
Western Australia to break the Arbitra-
tion Act day after day without any op-
portunity being given for redress. Al-
though to a layNman it would apear that
the Act as it was passed and framed by
those interested in the question, for in-
stance in the subsection in the interpre-
tation of ''industrial matters"'-''the

wages, allowances, or remuneration of
workers employed in any industry,
or the price paid or to be paid
therein ina respect of such employ-
ment'-gave the fullest power to
deal with the matter, yet mining
unions have failed time and time again
to get any decision of the Arbitration
Court in regard to contracts. Numerous
other instances can be quoted where min-
ig companies in the State are breaking
the Arbitration Act, because by the con-
tract system they are enabled to employ
workers and pay them less than the rate
awarded by the court in an award cover-
ing their district. Then again, although
in the Act itself the court is given power
to punish anyoiie for breaking an award
in the clearest possible terms to a lay-
man',s mind, we have the decision of our
court in which it is stated that any worker
can contract himself out of liability or
out of the obligation he is unader to ob-
serve an award of the court. That is
onoijier blow at arbitration in this State.
It is another barrier in the way of those
seeking redress by the constitutional
means of arbitration. Again, until the
House last session passed an amending
measure providing for the regulation of
apprentices, the decision of our court de-
clared that the Arbitration Court
could not regulate apprentices. Al-
though the Act to the layman gives the
fullest power when it says, "the hours
of employment, sex, age, qualifica-
tion, and the mode, terms and
conditions of employment, the em-
ploymnent of children or young per-
sons, or of any class of persons inan

industry," yet we were told that the court
could not regulate apprentices, and a
special Act had to be passed.

Mr. George: What about Section 83?
Mr. BATH: Again, we have been told

by the court that they have no power to
do other than fix a minimum wage, and
that it must be left to the employers to
grade up from that minimum wage. But
why was the Arbitration Act passed?
For what purpose? It was to obviate the
position where the employer was to deter-
mine what wages he should pay and leave
it to the decision of the court. Wh'len the
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workers applied to the court for that
relief the tribunal said, "You must re-
vert to the old position, we can only fix
the minimum wvage and it must be left to
the employers to determine what wages
shall he paid for those of higher scale."
But I want to point out anomalies which
occur in the Act. tUnder the provisions
which are contained in the Act employ-
ers and the workers can meet and draw
up an industrial agreemait in which they
can fix not only the minimum wage, but
also all elaborate scale of wages for the
different grades of workers. They can
sjpecify the terms and conditions of work
and then ean go to the Registrar of
Friendly" Societies, and haove the agree-
nent registered and it has all the

force of ani award of the court.
Again, under conditions which deal
with conciliation and the appointing
of conciliation boards, in the districts
iii which those boards operate such
a board can be constituted and can
do exactly the same thing as can he done
uinder an industrial agreement-they can
fix up the terms of remuneration, not
only the minimum wage but the whole
scale of wages and conditions, of labour
and, when that is agreed to by both part-
ies, it becomes as binding as an award
'If the Court. If one party disagrees he
can go to the court and the tribunal can
pre~scribe that the wages under the award
shall rule in that district. Although the
court tell uIS that, altho'ugh these thinigs
can be done and although they have all
the sanction of the Arbitration Act, still
the court are powerless to effect the same
purpose. Surely that was never the in-
tendion of those who pased the Act. It
is not the intention of the Act as drafted.
mid no body of workers should be asked
to give up all the methods of fighting
NhiClr they had enjoyed before and sub-
mit to a measure which the court them-
.selves and the other law courts of this
Stlate have emasculated to such an. ex-
tent.

Mr. George: Would it not be better
to repeal the Act?

Mr. BATH: No; I will deal with that
Point shortly. Under time interpretation

section of the Act the term ''industrial
matters'' means-

All matters affectinig or relating to
work done or to be done by workers,
or the privileges, rights, and ditties of
emnployers or workers in any industry
not involving questions which are or
may be the subject of proceedings for
an indictable offence; arid, without
lieu iling t he general nature of the
above defi nition, includes all matters
relating to (a.) The wages, allow-
ances or remuneration of workers em-
ployed in any industry, or the prices
Paid or to be paid therein in respect
of such employment; (b.) The hours
of employment, sex, age, qualification,
or status of workers, and the mode,
terms and conditions of employment;
(c.) The employment of children or
young persons, or of any class of per-
soiis, in any industry, or the dismissal
of or refusal to employ any class of
persons therein; (d.) The claim of
members of an industrial union of em-
ployers to preference of service from
unemployed members of an industrial
union of workers; (e.) Any estab-
lished custom or usage of any indus-
try, either generally or in the particu-
lay locality affected; (f.) Any claim
arising under an industrial agreemeni.

As I have stated, the provision dealing
wvith industrial agreements gives equal
power to the boards of conciliation,
When we come to the question of the
power of thme court when making an
award, we find it is stated that they
may prescribe a minimum rate of wages
or other remuneration. The section
says they may prescribe and we take it
that the word "may'' should read
"lshall." Surely that does not mean, or
to the lay mind it does not mean, that
the court shall not do other things, such
as grading the men according to their
status or length of employment? Fur-
ther, although we have been told re-
peatedly by the court or by the presi-
dent of the court, they can only fix the
minimum wage for the least competent,
yet there is a provision in this very See-
tion. which they purport to be the hasis
for their action, in which an order can
be given for a lower rate to he fixed in,
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the ease of a worker unable to earn the
prescribed minimum. I should say that
that individual is the least competent,
the one for whom the minimum wage is
ordered; but I can see nothing that can
be interpreted to mean that the court are
limited in the way in which presidents
have decided in the past. However, we
have to accept the interpretation of our
law courts and the lesson to be learned
from this trouble and from other troubles
that have occurred is this, that it is our
plain duty, if we ask the workers in the
industries of Western Australia to be
hound by the provisions of the Arbitra-
tion Act, to see that the Act is equal to
the occasion, to see that the measure
and the tribunal constitutdd uinder that
measure shiall be able to accomplish
what is expected of them. We have beeA
told throughout this trouble that the
tramiNay employees must consider the
convenience of the public and that they
are doing something altogether wrong
in not consulting that convenience. If
Ave are to expect either the tramway em-
ployes or any other body of workers to
consider the convenrience of the public,
we must realise that there is a reciprocal
duty on the part of the public to con-
sider the grievances of the workers.
There is no necessity to go very far to
ascertain it, for it is the general opinion
of the public, that the tramway men have
suffered under grievances, that their con-
ditions have certainly not been all that
could be desired by the public who use
the trains and that they need remedial
measures. Then there is an obligation
cast on the public to use their influence
to see that those remedial measures are
applied. If they do that then they in
their turn will have a better right to ex-
pect that the tramway employees should
consider their convenience. Until we
have given to these people proper op-
portunities for obtaining a trihunal and
an Act which are able to accomplish
what is expected of them, we cannot say
that we as a Parliament, or that the
public to whom we are responsible, have
dlone our duty to this body of men or to
others Mho have found the Arbitration
Court not effective for their purpose.
The member for Murray says, "Why

don't 3ou abolish the Act?" If we are
not prepared to take the matter into
consideration, if we are not prepared to
see that these diffieulties, these errors,
are to be remedied, I for one would say
it would be better to abolish the Act;
but, on the other hand, is there not an
alternative to the position. I say there
is, for the alternative is for members to
set to work and insert the necessary
amendments, so that the Act may be
made competent for its purpose.-

Mr. George: Or else abolish it.
Mr. BATH: Yes. First try, however,

to make it competent for its purpose. I
would remind the member for Murray
that there are, I sukpose, 10,000 men in
Western Australia who are working am-
icabl -y with their employers under in-
dustrial agreements which are made
binding on registration uinder this Act.
Is not that something? Would it he
wise to abolish an Act that can accom-
plish so muchiq If we can do that through
the Tnediunm of industrial agreements
made in accordance with the Act, we
should see that the Arbitration Court
itself as a tribunal has equal power
uinder its provisions to these bodies deal-
ing with industrial agreements. The
court should be able to do what indus-
trial agreements and boards of con-
ciliation can do if their aid is invoked.
There is another provision in this mea-
sure which to my mind, if interpreted
rightly, would give the court power to
deal with the question of classification.
Section 79 says-

The court may refer any matters be-
fore it, or any question arising in any
such matter, to a board, or to some
person, for investigation and report;
and in such ease the award of the
court miay be based on the report of
the board or of such person.

In my opinion we have here power by
which the court can say to a representa-
tive of the tramwvay employees and a re-
presentative of the employers, "Deal
with this question of classification, draw
uip a classification and submit it to us,
and if we consider it satisfactory we
will a~dopt it.'' As a matter of fact, the
section has never been used. The posi-
tion in connection wvith our Arbitration
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Act is precisely the position that has
been reached in connection with the
Federal measure, whereof the president
of the Federal Arbitration Court said
ii could only be approached through
a bog of technicalities. So with
our Act, it can only he approached
through a bog of technicalities ; not tech-
nicalities placed in the measure itself, but
teclnicalities which have been constituted
by the interpretation both of thle Arbitra-
tiou Court and the other courts of Weht-
ern Australia. There is one (biler ques-
tioil I would deal with and that is with
reference to statements miade bky thle miem-
ber for Perth concerning mnembers on
this side of the flons4e. As memhers finyc
said, these remarks deserve to lie treated
with contempt. An hion. member who can
glet up1 and make eharges and immediately
lie hias finished goes outside is altogether
too cowardly to be worthy of notice. I
would point this out, however. that the
nmember for Perth rep~resents the capital
city of Western Auistralia-

MAr. Bolton: A portion of it.

Mr. BATH: Welt, the central portion
of it- He should know, if he knows any-
thing, that there are men and women,
boys and girls, working in the city under
conditions wvhich are not far Fri dis-
graceful, and which so long as they exist
constitute a, standing disgrace against
this legislature and those in authority.
The member for Perth has never moved
in this House to remedy ally of thlese
grievances;. I have neronce heard
him raise his voice on behalf of
ant' of those who undoubtedly have
been oppressed. The onil- time I
have heard hint has been when
hie has risen to attack labour members for
doing the very thing which he, represent-
ing the central portion of the city of
Perth, should himself have done. Hc has
referred to the way in which those who
have taken the place of the tramway men
have been received. I wdtnt to state a
few plain facts for the information of
lion. members, For generation after
generation the workers in Australia and
in other palts of tile world have been

g radually by their own efforts of organi-
sation raising themselves from desperate

conditions to those in which they have
shorter hours, better wages and better
means of maintaining their wives and
families, more opportunities, more leisure
for education and the enjoyment of those
things which, in the past, have been
monopolised by the rich; and when their
upward march has been defeated or
barred at any time, how has it been done?
It has been done by the action of those
who have not realised their social respon-
sibilities, and] who, when they have been
fightinw- for better conditions have gone-
in and fougiht for the employers by tak-
in,- men' I ptaces. or it has been by the
purchase by the other side of those who
have been trusted by the workers. These
are the two iletlhods of betrayal which
,ninany times h~ave defeated or have barred
the efforts, of the workers to secure better
conditiolN. Aks the result of that there
is no class of manl to-day which has
earnied mnore citelupt and which is
treated with greeter -bitterness than that
particular class.

Mr. Bolton: And deservedly too.
Mr. Heitmnn: And despised by their

employers afterwards.
Mr. BATH: They fail to realise

thleir social responsibilities and their
actions really mean that they are pushing
hack tile workers into, that position of
degradation and despair from which they
hare risen. T want to point out to hion.
members that this term which is applied,
and which, nndoubtedly, eharacterises
these men right throughout life, is not a
terra invented by members of trades
unions, but is a termn which has been bor-
rowed from what is. perhaps, in a limited
term, society: and when hion. members get
into a condition of virtuous indignation
because the workers know how to treat
those who are robbing them of their ad-
vances in life, defeating their attempts
to secure better conditions, we need only
to refer to the fact that they themselves
go about ostracising their fellows and
giving the cold shoulder to people who
are a great deal more innocent, and ex-
clude them from their clubs and seieit
circles. Thus the very term blackleg ha;
been borrowed from society. The mem-
ber for Perth upbraid,- us and talks about
living on the workers. I want to tell him
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that we are prepared to leave the judg-
ment to the workers themselves. We will
'tot be deterred by him from doing what
wve have always tried to do, and that is to
assist the workers to better their condi-
tions, because we believe there are no
people who are better entitled to wear
good clothes, eat good food, and live in
good houses than the people who construct
and provide them. That is our attitude,,
and we will not be deterred by the atti-
tide of the member for Perth. As a re-
stit of this difficulty we have suggested
means for settlement so that in some
way the court might do what it
should do under thle Act, although they.
,ay they- have no power to give a full
award, or full] conditions without the em-
plover having the distinct right to deter-
mine them, but we should go further and
see whether we cannot get that knowledge
by which we can amend the Act and
amend it in such a way that it will stand
t~he test of the court and will not be
emasculated. If we do so wve will be not
only obviating this 'but other difficulties
which are bound to arise in the future if
thea court takes the same limited view of
its powers as it has done in this and in
lprevious instances.

Mr. HOLMAN ("Murchison) Iin-
tend to have something to say on this
motion, because I have a personal coin-
plaint to make in connection with the
conduct of thme police in Hay-street,
Perth, on Thursday last. I have already
complained to the proper authorities and
I think action should have been taken
long before this. In connection with the
trouble that brought about the motion
litfore the House, I may say that as far
as I am personally concerned, I was out
of Perth for a fortnight after the trouble
started and I am not going to deal with
that phase of the question at all, or what
brought about the difficulty. It is my
intention to deal only with the conduct
of the police, or the authorities under
whose instructions they were working on
Thursday last. I have been amongst
some of the greatest industrial troubles
in Australia during the last 20 years. I
-was in the big Broken Hill strike hi 1892,
1 was through the maritime strike, and I

have been in manls difficulties in Western
Australia, and I will say that I never
saw more cemptljtible actions Or more
disgraceful condiuct. OR9 thle part Of the
police than I witnessed in Perth oil
Thursday last; it wvas a disgrrace to alny
law-abiding country to see the attitu-ic

othpoice on that day. We have had
to-day the member for Perth dealing
with the question of what was the cause
of the trouble, but the only statement
that hie was able to make was the wild
staitement that members on this side of
ihie House had violated thle oath that they
had takeni in Parliament. I am very
much afraid that tile action of the hon.
member by trying to advertise himself,
as hie dlid, by publ ising a pa ragraphi inl
the papers, hais been tile means of rushing
the responsible authorities into commit-
ting a grave attack on the privileges of
the House. The same cause that brought
a bout the action of tie police oni T[hurs-
day is responsible for what is taking
plne here to-day. I was in Perth onl
Thursday last making arrangements int
connection with the Parliamentary trip
to Meekatharra, and UJ) to 12.30 of that
da 'y I was in my office as busy as I could
possibly be. I had all the arrangements
to make and desired to leave everything
in order before going away. Between
midday and one o'clock word camne to me
that thle police were in Hay-street cauls-
ing, a great disturbance. I left my office
anud went into the street to see what was
going on. I notice an hon. member oppo-
site smiling, but I fancy he will realise
the seriousness of the position before I
conclude. There were a few people con-
gregated in the street and things were not
in a violent state of eruption when I got
there. Shortly afterwards, however, it
was about one o'clock, I saw a terrible
conmnotion. At this -time most of the
civil servants and the shop assistants bad
left their establishments and had congre-
gated in Hay-street to see what the
trouble was about. I noticed some people
rushing in a certain direction, and I fol-
lowed them to see what was going on.
What I saw then was a number of troop-
ers parading up and down the footpaths
onl both sides of Hay-street towards the
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Criterion Hotel, crushing and rushing
people in all directions. 1 went to see
who they were, and took their numbers,
because I intended to deal with them. I
could not see any violent conduct on the
part of tile spectators; they were there
merely out of curiosity, and if the police
had not been in Hay-street I am sure
there would never have been any commo-
tion. The police were responsible for the
whole of the trouble which took place in
the street.

Thle Attorney General: For throwing
eggs and hooting as well.

Mr. HOLMAN: I have heard hooting
in this Chamber. If I saw the Attorney
General blacklegging anywhere else I
would be the first to hoot him. But we
have seen him blacklegging on more than
one occasion.

The Attorney General: What I want
to get at is whether the police were re-
sponsi ble.

Mr. HOLMIAN: It does not matter if
anl egg or two were thrown; I do not
think that is any crime at all. A much
easier method of stopping that commo-
tion, or that trouble, would have been to
have gone quietly to the people and asked
them to desist, and the advice of the
police would have been acted upon. In-
stead of that we had troopers rushing
the horses lip and down the roads, scat-
tering the people, and as soon as they
got them on to the footpath they turned
thle horses onl to thle footpath and hustlad
them back onl to the road. This is an
absolute fact. Even the sub-inspector
himself, said he was only acting under
orders and be had to carry them out; and
thle words he used to me were, "I wish to
God you could get the orders which I
had issued to me altered; I would soon
have the police taken off the street."'
That was said to mec by Inspector Lap-
pin, who was in private clothes.

Mr. Monger: I have my doubts.
Air. HOLMAN: It appears from the

attitude and the looks of the hon. mem-
ber that he has more than doubts. I
might mention that in connection with
this matter I had arranged to take Mrs.
Holman and my daughter on the trip to
Meekatbarra. I was also taking a little

boy, and as usual when people are going
away and women folk especially, they
have some little purchases to make. My
wife left her home at about midday on
Thursday and went into Hay-street, and
while she was walking along the foot-
path between Washington's corner and
the Shamrock hotel, before she knewv
where she wvas she was driven and knocked
out into the street by a trooper on horse-
back. What the Premier read to the
House to-night was a deliberate and wil-
ful lie. I say that I would take the word
of my wife in preference to the word of
a white-livered dog on horseback, who
would drive women and children into the
street when there was no occasion for it.
As I told the Colonial Secretary and the
Superintendent of Police, and Sub-In
spector Lappin, that if I had been there
wvhen they treated my wife in that man-
ner I would have thrown the trooper from
his horse, even if I had got two years for
it. If I felt like that, any man in Perth,
or in any part of the State, would be
justified in laying low a brute of a man
who would treat women and children as
the women and children were treated in
Hay-street on Trhursday last. Now, a lot
has been said about a paragraph which
the member for Perth quoted from the
Daily News. The statement in that para-
graph I eharacterise as a deliberate lie.
It is there set out that Holman and Troy
went so far as to cause the name of the
last-mentioned to be taken by an officer
of the police. On Thursday last, prior
to Mr. Tray's name being taken by
the police, I had not seen him. That
shows that the statement made in this
paper is an absolute lie. I am afraid
Mr. Lovekin's paper has overstepped
the mark on this occasion. He may
not have been responsible for the actual
paragraph. but he should be held re-
sponsible for the truth of what appears
in his paper. I have had conversations
with 'Mr. Lovekin in connection with this
trouble, and the last time I spoke to him
he said, "I have done all I can to bring
about a settlement." I had to agree that
he had done a rent deal, although in my
opinion his efforts have been misdirected,
to a large extent. However, what he
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said was that they had done all they
eouid to bring about a settlement of thle
t rouble. and that now the Press would
have to take thre matter up and put the
plain facts before thle public. If what I
have read in the Daily Years in respect
to myself is any criterion (if the quality
of the other information given in respect
to the samie subject, I should say they
are trying, by absolute lies and deliberate
falsehoods, to .stir up public feeling
against the men. When we see these
things being done! these inflammnatory
statemnents being published, it is time
members of this Rouse should take the
matter into their hands and see that it
is stopped. And I have heard that not
only did they have the troopers parading
the streets, hot on Saturday wild ru-
mnours were afloat that so many thousand
unionists were going to march in from
the country and capture the City. This
irresponsible idiot of a Commissioner
Hare-who is trying to have his revenge
on the Labour members owing to the fact
that they suspended him when they were
in a position to do so. I only wish they
were in a position to do so at the present
time. We wvould deal with him. I trust
that the opportunity will occur, and see-
ing that he is such anl absolute idiot I
hope he will he put out of his position
altogether. and so prevented from mak-
ing a bally fool of himself and trying to
irritate people into breaking the law-
Ilare at once got his gang- of men out in
uniforms an d armed with big swords to
mnow the unionists down. Then, I sup-
pose, we would hare had handed down
through history a sensationat account
(PY how Hare, under his chain armour,
was able to protect the City from the
onslaught of unionists from Midland
Juniction-

Mr. George: When did this happen I

Mr. HOLMAN: On Saturday. The
mounted men were armed with swords.
The littte game was found out just in
time to prevent Hare from making a fool
of himself by his action in sending out
these men armed to the teeth.

Mfr. George: Somebody must have been
pulling his leg.

Mr. HOLMAN: The pity is they did
not pul l his neck. I may say I hare been
connected in Western Australia with the
longest and most severe in~dustrial trotu-
hies that have ever taken place in tile
State. I refer in the first place to the
trouble in [lay Dawn, 10 or 11 yearis
ago, vheii there was no Arbitration Act.
That trouble was in a mining canipl and
-several hundred menl were directly and in-
directly affected. They brought a train-
load of blacklegs into Day Dawn. with
whom they tried to n-ark the mrine. The
trouble lnaed for 10 weeks, and during
thie whole of that time there was not a
solitary disturbaiice. not one brcach of
tile law, not oite blow struck. And why"
Because, as in every case where the men
are not interetered with by the police
with irresponsible persons inl charge who
issue instructions merely to cause at breach
of the law, there was no trouible -whatever.
Then, again,' almost in the preset day,
during the 14 weeks of trouble in thle
Son th-Western district when 3,000 timber
workers were affected-men supposed to
be a wvild, lawless set, living in the bosh
away fromt police influence-they tried
to work with hlacklegs, without justitlea-
dion the leaders were brought before the
police court, language was used on the
other side calculated to provoke a dis-
turbance, the police were sent into the
huts to drive t'he men out of the huts, yet
not a solitary breach of the peace oc-
cuirred, not a blow was struck- Notwith-
standing these precedents. here in Perth
-with 120 of the quietest men it would be
possible to bring together-a more decent,
respectable lot of men than these on the
cars; previous to this trouble I have never
seen -yet with these men so quiet, a
crowd of shop assistants with women and
children in the majority, were ridden
down and scattered by mounted troopers
on Thursday last. It was only the action
of these police, guided by irresponsible
officials, that led to anything in the nature
of disquiet. The mad-brained instrue-
tions they received caused the whole of
the trouble. Amongst those police par-
ading tlhe streets Thursday last there were
men who never should have been en-
trusted with the responsibility; real raw
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recruits without service, and this at a time
when exiperienced men could have pre-
vented even the throwing of eggs. In-
stead of that tile instructions issued to
these men were of such a nature that In-
spector Lappin said he wished to God he
could have the instruction-, altered, when
he would immediately take the men off
the streets. As for Sergeant Smith I
am game to say that 500 people who were
in the streets on Thursday would declare
he acted like a madman. He rode his
horse up and down and on to the footpath
until the animal was foam from flank to
shoulder; all this in an effort to cause
a breach of the peace. Then we had In-
spector Lappin who, in view of the state-
ment he made to me, may not have been
responsible. Then there was constable
141, Mulkerrir, I think, is his name. He
had his horse on the footpath and
knocked down a child. Then there was
Constable S48, Martin, I believe is his
name. He, I heard, is a stableman in
the -ppliee stables. Anyhowv, be was sent
out on horsebick to cause a breach of the
peace. Fancy sending out a stableman,
clothed in brief authority at such a time.
Thin there was Constable 063, M~oore, I
am told is his name: he is a foot police-
man and a raw recruit. I saw him lay
his bands on innocent individual s at the
corner of Hay and Barrack Streets. In-
stead of talking to them quietly and ask-
i11g People to move on these men were
shoving citizens about, sometimes by the
throat, and at others from behind the
hack. In some cases men were moving
away from the mounted troopers in one
direction while the foot police were shov-
ing them hack tinder the horses, showing
dlearly that officialdom had gone mad. I
have been connected with the maritime
strike and with the big strikes at Broken
Hill, but never bave I seen such disgrace-
ful] conduct on the padt of the police.
Had I been in a position to deal with
that mounted constable when .he inter-
fered with my -wife in the way be did I
would have knocked him off wit a stick,
Or, given the Opportunity, would have
shot his horse.

Mr- George: Then, you would'nt have
been herm to-ffight.

Mr. HOLM.AN: It would not matter,
I would have done as I said.

Mr. Monger: Do not give us so much
of this kind of talk.

Mr. IIOLMAN: Oh, shut up and go
outside. It is impossible to give any
thing like that sense. If I liked to
speak about the efforts thle hon. member
wade when he came to me at one time,
in all probability he would not be allowed
to sit in the Chamber. If he is a friend
of Cowmmissioner Hlare's and does not
like it, he can wait until I finish and get
tip and defend his friend. We know that
whatever was done to inflame the people
on Thursday was done by the police. I
remember when the police were sent to
Cause trouble among the people at
Broken Hill. They were trying to run
in every man they possibly could in or-
der to inflame the people. A deaf and
dumb mtan was walking down the street
when lie was grabbed by a policeman
who ran him into the police station and
charged him with using insulting lang-
uage and resisting the police. That is
an absolute fact. The deaf and dumb
man was run into the Broken Hill police
station and charged with using insult-
ing language. Fortunately for the con-
stable who ran himi in the deaf and
dumb mnan was known to the officer in
charge (if the station, who said to the
constable, "Get out, you bally fool, he is
deaf and dumb." I can vouch for the
trLlth of that. Then, what occurred in
Western Australia only three years ago,
during the time I was standing my trial
in the police court in connection with
the timber trouble 7 On one mowning one
of my then colleagues, Mr. Ryan, had oc-
casion to go on a message for we hefore
we went to the court. We were supposed
to trn up to time every morning to hear
what was being said against us. Mr.
Ryan happened to be late in getting
back,. and the magistrate asked, "Where
is thie other defendant"? M1r. Jones and
myself explained that Mr. Ryan had
gone on an errand, and would be back
shortly. Soon afterwards we heard a
terrible commotion at the door of the
court room. T!.( policeman on guord
ot'ppoerl te dou- jid Iookcd out, and
saw the other Ierendant tryin- f come
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in. Taking Mr. Ryan by the shoulders
the policeman shoved htim back with the
remark, "You cannot come in here."
Mr. Ryan again tried to get in, but he
'was hurled hack a second time. I said
to magistrate Roe, "That man must
come in; he is one of us. " And the
magistrate turned to the policeman and
said, "What is the matter with him"?
And the policeman said, "Why, he is
under the influence of liquor, your wor-
-ship." Now, I -was with that man all
that morning, and hie never had a drink,
yet, when he was going in to take his
trial he was thrown out, and the charge
against him was that he was tinder the
influence of liquor. He was soberer then
than he had ever been in his life. How-
ever, it will show what the police will
*do on some occasions. The deliberate

saeetwas made that this man was
under the influence of liquor, and it only
shows what might happen to any man.
I do not say all the police arc, of the
same kidney. We have many sensible
men in the force. and I admired the con-
duct of many of them in the streets on
Thursday morning. There was no trouble
at all, excep-t w'here Sergeant Smith and
Constab 'les 141, 848, and 963 were. There
was always a disturbance where they
were. If it happened with them. why
did it not happen -with the others9 I
will make this deliberate statement-
that the 'Phole of this trouble 'was
caused in the first place by the one wiho
issued the instructions, whoever hie may
be, and in the second place by Sergeant
Smith and Constables 141, 848, and
061; because wherever they went there
was trouble, and on every occasion when
they started hustling and jostling the
people by bringing their horses on the
footpath, trouble took place. One of
the most lamentable things in British
justice has taken place in connection
with this dispute. An injunction was
lodged in the Supreme Court of Western
Australia. and affidavits were sworn, and,
the men were not allowed to be heard
bitt were branded as strikers without
being able to defend themselves. There
is not a worse case in the history of
justice in Australasia, and I am sorry
we have men on the Bench who take the

[171

same attitude as was taken on that oc-
casio±. Unfirtuniately tile remarks
passed then have been the means of
condcmning the men in the police courts.
Justice as meted out in our police courts
has been travestied. British justice we
have seen has been violated. Convictions
have been gained in the police courts,
hut when a case has gone before a Su-
prene Court Judge in England the de-
cisions have been reversed, I refer to
the timber trouble in this State in 1907.
Mfen were convicted then for aiding -and
abetting a strike, but when the case
went before a Supreme Court Judge in
England the decision was reversed, and
it wais termed a "lock-out,'' showing
that where men were not biassed and
were able to exercise opinions as men
should exercise them a true and just ver-
diet was given, where the Judge (lid not
have behind him the influenlce of the
Wecld Club and such like.

Mr. Troy: Who was the magistrate
wthot said it was a strike?

Mrf. HOLMAN: 'Magistrate Roe; and
I say lie went out of his wray to make
unnecessary remuarks that nio magistrate
should make, and that be issuied instruc-
tions to the shorthand writer niot to take
down matters when I was givintg evidence
though-1 irrelevent matters had been
taken clown.

Mr. Horan: Why not call for a Coin-
mnission ?

11r. HOLMAXIL: Why call for a Com-
mission in this country when we have
men like we have at present? Many of
the Commissions are white-washing
machines. Why bare a Commission when
the word of a policeman is taken before
the word of any other pet-son; when in-
structions are issued by those responsible
ini Government departments, or by the
head of the Police lDepartment. for whom

lie Government miust be responsible--
when instructions are issued to e'o to the
streets-I did not bear them myself, hut
I heard that these wvere the instructions-
to harass sonmc of the Labour menihers
and collar some of them if possible?

111%I-. Mnger: Ha, ha
MAr. HROLMAN: The lbon. member can

stir "Its. ha" when it is qnrainst members
on this side of the House, but lie eamnt
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say "ha, ha" to the police entering the
precincts of this Chamber and serving
summonses on hon. members to attend
the petty sessions, The time has come
when people should take some interest to
see that men are not treated like slaves
and dogs. We know full well the way this
trouble has been -brought about, just as
many other troubles have come about in
Western Australia, because when an
award is given by the court the employers
try hy every means in their power to com-
pel the men to work at the lowest possible
rate of wage; and so far as I know in
this present trouble the men art perfectly
justified in the attitude they have
adopted. I sincerely trust they will re-
ceive the support of the public of West-
ern Australia, and that they will not be
harassed by the anthorities, that they will
be allowed the opportunity of plating
their case before the people, and' that they
will not accept the conditions of the
tramway company until they can 'go back
under proper and just conditions. It is
all very well to talk about this matter. I
have a personal grievance in my own
home. My wife has been interfered with
in the street when she has been walking
about. Possibhly many other women, alsb)
children, have been in the same position,
and it -is a standing disgrace that such
things should occur in Perth when there
is a'bsolutely no necessity- for it. I
would like to know who is going to'piky
for the engagement of the police last
Thni-sday, and ever since. 'If I ikm sbcre-
tary of tL trades -union or of a friendly
society or -anytliig else bud I want a
pohicemstn to go to a sports gathering to
keep order . I have to pay for him;- and
I say we are being robbed of our money
in] this State in order to pay police to
protect the tramway company in trying
to comlpel peoIple to give way to them,
and in allowing them the best end of the
stick every time. It is something the
same as when Government money was
spent in 1907 to assist the Combine.
Money is being used to assist the tram-
way company to break down and dislo-
cate the men; xdin are suffering; and I
would like to know whether the police
were cn-laged by the tramway company,
or onl whose instructions they were sent

out, or why they were sent out at all. I
maintain they were out practically for
the tramway company, manning the ears.
for them, while the people the company
are trying to starve into submission are-
compelled to pay for their upkeep. This
is a matter I would like to see threshed
out, but I shall deal with it on some other
occasion. Again, there must have been
instructions issued to take action against
those men who were leaders of the tram-
way men. I speak now of those wrho,
ware before our police court, Of course
the ease is sub judice, and I suppose it
would not be in) order to deal with it, but
I intend to deal with the phase of the
question as to who is responsible for the
men being brought before the court. Is it
the tramway company or the Govern-
ment? Perhaps the' Attorney General
canl answer that question?

The Attorney General :The tramway
company are not doing it: The Govern-
ment accept fLill] resp~onsibility.

Mr. HOLMAN: Then, I c!an only add
that the Government have taken exactly
the same attitud in this matter as they'
took in other -troubles in' Western Aus-
tralia., putting the whole of their strengthL
and power, and the money at their corti-
niand, at the disposal of'any forcighl Corti-
pafly trying to beat a body of men. It i,;
a standing disrace. I will quote one or
two remrnarks made'by the Mlinister for
Works when we dealt wi0th a siniila'r ques .-

tinin 1904. At that time troubl6 took
place on the Potosi zbine at Yundbtmin:
dera, and the Labour Governmrnbn, then
in power, determuined to uphold the Arbi-
tration Act. It was immaterial to theta
whom it affected. They were determined
to uphold the law of the country. So
they took action against the Potosi
mine management or a lock-out.
They had locked-out some 100 odd
men, practically to reduce their
wages, and action was taken 'against
themn in the local court and they were:
.fined. They app7eakdd to' the Supreme
Court. but the verdict of the lower court
tins upheld. They had broken the laws of'
the country according- to both courts, y'et
the gelutlemen in another place carried a
v-epuiition. practically a vote of censure,
:iin~zt the Labour Government for up-
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holding the laws of the country. They
hit it on the idea that we paid a hundred
-guineas to send a lawyer to deal with this
ease. The present Minister for Works on
that occasion said the Ministry were res-
ponsible for the Crown Law authorities.
If that is so, then the Ministry are res-
ponsible for the action taken on this occa-
sion.

The Attorney General:- You cannot con-
-demn us for acting the same as you did.

Mr. HOLMAN: I condemn you for
making such idiots of yourselves as to
allow the police to do as they did last
Thursday. If the Attorney General is
taking jill the credit for full responsibility
he must take responsibility for the dis-
graceful attitude of the police in the
.streets last Thursday, The present Minlis-
ter for M1ines also dealt with the question
-on that occasion. He reckoned that it
would be a mistake if the Crown inter-
fered, and that the parties ought to he
allowed practically to fight the question
out themselves. Yet on this occasion,
when the interests of the workers are at
stake, we find .the Crown interfering after
they made sure there was no possibility
-of the men getting a fair deal in the
court, after a. decision had been given by
tile Supreme Court practically condem-
ing these men before they were heard.
It was a cowardly thing to do when no
police magistrate would dare go behind
the decision of the Supreme Court.

The Attorney General: You do not
-blame us for following your examiple.

Mr. HO0LM'AN: I do not blame the
lion, mnember for following our example;.
if he did, he would he doing good work;
but I blame h~im for making such an idiot
of himself, as I have said, and for doing
,what tile present MHinisters condemned as
-wrong in other people.

The Attorney General: Your Govern-
ment prosecuted for a breach of the Act.

Mr. HOLMAN: We took uip an atti-
tizde like men, and acted from the incep-
tion of the trouble, not wiing until a
decision was given which no magistrate
could overturn.

TeAttorney General: We did not

Mr. HOLiMAN: I must admit the At-
torney General did not wait. He was in

such a great hurry that lie forced a police-
manl to come up to the Hlouse and serve
summonses in this Chamber. This is
what the present Minister for Mines said
on that occasion-

I think we shall make a mistake if
the Crown interferes in disputes of this
sort between workers and employers.
If a man contracts a debt and dishon-
ours a promissory note, the Crown does
not take action to Secure payment.
Under the Workers' Compensation Act
the Government do not initiate prosecu-
tions; and I think we shall err if un-
der the Arbitration Act we take action
against employers.

Against the employers! All the members
of the Government are in the same box.
But when it comes to taking action against
the employees lie is "all there." -Afr.
Gregory continued-

This is of course a matter of opinion;
hut if such prosecutions continue, we
shall have great trouble. If a large
number of men is out on strike, I
should not like to be the Minister to
initiate prosecutions of 300 or 400
strikers.

Mr. A. J. Wilson then interjected, "You
would dodge the trouble."

Mr. Taylor: They are both dodgers.
Mr. HOLMIAN: Mr. Gregory contin-

ued -

And so, I believe wonuld the hon.
member. Suich action should be left
to the parties concerned. However, it
is too late to trouble ourselves over this
matter. I should not have spoken but
for the arguments of the preceding
speaker. Mfy opinion was that the Pre.-
irier and the leader of the Opposition
mightk without interference debate the
montion. The initiation of Suich p rose-
cuitions shouldi be left entirely to the
workmen or the employer.

In this, as on every other occasion, the
weighit of the Government is thrown in
the scale against the workers. We hbad
also .% Connolly, who I believe is a
member of another place, speaking on the
same question. It is lie who controls
these wonderful police. That gentleman
said inl connection --With the Potosi prose-
cution, "First of all what right had the
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Government to interfere in a dispute of
this kindl 7 He then condemned the
action of the Goverunent for having ad-
opted the course they did, but here we
have the Government prosecuting the
men. If men break the law, whether
they are workers or employers, they
should be treated alike, but we -have gen-
tlemen on the Ministerial side of the
House who on every possible occasion
where employers' interests are affected
take every action to protect those inter-
ests; hut when the employees' interests
are concerned they do all they can to
assist the employers to bring about the
downfall of the workers.

The Premier: You know that is abso-
lutely incorrect.

Mr. HOLMTAN- I1 know it is absolutely
true. The Premier tried to bring about
a cessation of the timber trouble and I
give him a certain amount of credit for
it, but I defy the Premier to show that
the trouhle was not practically settled
before he knew anything about it.

The Premier: Ask your solicitor that.
Mr. HOLMAN: All the Premier did.

after the promise was given to grant the
men what they had asked for, was to
grant a rebate amounting- to about £5,000
a year. Although it was said the rebate
amounted only to £3,000 a year, only re-
cently the Combine admitted that it was
£C5,000.

The Premier: Did not this accursed
Government put on an additional £20,000
impost last yearI

Mr. HOLMAN : Yes, that amnount
should never have been given to them.
The Government did wrong to grant a
concession of £16,000 to the Combine a
few years ago. That was a case of
robbing the State when it was not
necessary. Their attitude was altogether
wrong in connection with the timber
trouble. This £16,000 concession was
given to the Combine at the time of
the trouble in order to assist them to
bring abont the downfall. of the men.
During the trouble the Premier left the
State for several weeks and did not
return until we were on the verge of a
settlement. It was Mr. Lovekin who
ern that occasion brought about a con-

ference between the employers and
the employees.

Mr. Bolton: He did better work
then than he is doing now.

Mr. HOLMAN; Yes, I am sorry
to say he is not so successful now. It
was Mr. Lovekin who brought about a
conference and credit is due to him.
I will show where the Premier did
absolutely wrong in giving the £16,000
concession. It was wrong, as was pointed
out by us on many occasions, to grant
the concession. for it was not required.
In spite of the fact that we have
secured some £30,000 increase in wages
from the Combine during the last
three years and reductions in the
price of stores amounting to ten or
twelve thousand pounds, still the Combine
paid 6 per cent. the year before last
and 10 per cent. lost year. Immediately
the Premier returned from the Eastern
States hie rang up &he office of the timber
workers' union and tried to get into
communication with Mr. Scaddan. He
made it clear that if a conference were
held, it mnust be stipulated that I should
be left out of it. Before the Premier
rang up in connection with the matter
Mr. Lovekin had arranged the conference
between Mr. Teesdale Smith. myself
as chairman of the defence committee,
and Mr. Bath. That conference sat
for two or three days before the Premier
knew anything about it. and at that
conference a scale was drawn up. The
Premier had to be seen about the rebates.
Although Ministers have said we agreer
to rebates, Mr. Bath and I absolutely
refused to agree to anyone tampering
with the railway conditions, as we said
if we did so our actions would be mis;-
construed. While we were fighting the
trouble we met in the Premier's office
one Friday and tried to bring about
a settlement. The Premier was chairman
and owing to the fact that we could not
bring about a settlement on that day,
we were served the following day with
sumnonses to appear before the court.
I rushed to the Colonial Secretary's
office to get the file and found ttlere
was no indemnity at all from Millars' to
indemnify the Governmient against costs
in connection ;ih the action. The
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indemnity was put on the file a few
weeks after I had made the complaint.
However, that matter is passed now
and the trouble we have to contend with
is connected with the tramnways. What
the Government should do is to hold
the scales of justice with an even hand
and not allow the police force to be used
as an influence against the men to
compel them to accept conditions none
should be asked to work under. The
Combine and the tramway company
are mn much the same position and it
appears that both can always get con-
cessions from the Government and are
able to use influence to cause the Govern-
ment to assist them to bring about the
downfall of the men.

Mr. Gourley: They must encourage
capital.

Mr. HOLMAiN: They are going the
wrong way about it. My greatest com-
plaint is in connection with the attitude
of the police. My colleagues and I saw
the Colonial Secretary and complained
to him and told him that if the police
adopted the same attitude on other
occasions the same disturbances and
breaches of the peace would be caused.
The police should be the first to prevent
such conduct. What we have heard to-
night goes to show that instead of getting
justice thle men will be treated in the
future as they have been in the past.
I am going to do all I possibly can to
see that the interests of the men are
protected, and I will not allow the
trouble to be used as a fulcrum to get
the Government to purchase the com-
pany's interests in Western Australia at
a big price. In all probability the trouble
has been fomented for the sole purpose
of getting a good "1deal " from the Govern-
ment. I will fight to the utmost and
use all the influence and power I have
to prevent the company from robbing
the people any more than they have done
in the past. Unless this trouble is
settled and thle men receive fair con-
ditions the public should refuse to
patronise the tranmways or pay the
exorbitant fares they have been called
upon to pay in the past. They should
not patronise the trains until there are
penny sections and the same treatment

should be given to the men and to the
public as would exist if the Government
owned the tramnways. ' Rather than allow
thle company, with Mir. Graham Price
at its head in Western Australia, to
get a high price from the public we
should take steps to prevent th~n from
keeping the monopoly they now hold.

Mr. George; What would you, do,
their concession has been given to them
by the City council?1

Mr. HOLMAN: In all probability
if the member for Murray asked the
Attorney General he would get a
reply. At all events the Attorney
General would do as he so often does,
sit still and try to look wise. The
Government only realise she position
when it is too late, just as the man
locked the stable door after his horse
had been sbten. Something should be
done, and as we in this House are looked
upon as being all powerful, anything
we do should have the force of law.
I do not see why we should not be able
to pass a law, without repudiating re-
spontsibility, to compel the company to
hand over their assets at a reasonable
valuation ; that should he done. The
public will not get fair consideration
until such a timne as they have some
such measure. Although up to the
present I have not taken an active
interest in connection with the trouble
if necessary I shall do so in the future
and will use all the influence I possess
to prevent these men fromi being robbed
of the rights they are justly entitled to,
and I will do my utmost to protect
their interests.

Mr. PRICE (Albany): I do not
intend to take'up a great deal of the
time of tile House in discussing the
question now before us. The motion
as moved by the leader of the Opposition
is one which if carried condemns the
authorities for the action they have
taken in connection with the trouble
now existing; therefore it condemns
the Government. The debate has de-
v'eloped into a general discussion on the
merits or otherwise of thle action of
the men interested in this trouble.
I do not -intend to deal with that pha
fo the question but I am certainly
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personally interested as a citizen in the
disgraceful display made by the police
on Thursday last. In this matter I
speak of that which came under my
personal knowledge, and I desire to supply
the Attorney General with some definite

'and concrete facts which he asked for
by way of interjection a few moments
ago.

(i'Ie Dleputy Speaker took the Chair.]

?dr. Glill: Have you got a " blister"?
Mr. PRICE I have not. I was

present on Thursday between 12 o'clock
and 2 in the afternoon in Hay-street,
Perth. I may say that I was told that
a large crowd weore gathered in Hay-street,
and that they were composed chiefly
of shop assistants and others, who
were occupying their luncheon hour in
waiting about the streets. Mlost of these
people, or rather the bulk of them,
despite the statement made by the
police, and which has been read, and
which I shall refer to in some strong
terms later on, were girls, or young
women and youths of varying ages.
It was certainly a most orderly crowd,
and there was; no appearance of trouble
of any kind. I saw nothing in the
shape of trouble or disturbance until
I arrived at the intersection of Hay
and Barrack-streets. The first thing
I saw there was a policeman, Sergeant
Smith, who was riding his horse along
the footpath between Barrack-street and
Pier-street in the vicinity of the Criterion
hotel. The footpath there was crowded
with women. We have heard the report
read here to-night supplied by Sergeant
Smith in which hie states that in order
to keep the People moving lie rode his
horse along the footpath two or three
times$. I desire to state emphatically
that Sergeant Smith in making that
statement said deliberately and wilfully
that which was false. I amn surpr-ised
at Sergeant Smith, or any other person,
knowing well that hundcreds of people
were acquainted with the circumstances
should have made that report. and
knowing, too, that it would be made
public in this Chamber. Sergeant Smith
had his horse on the footpath practically
the whole time, and that is in the know-

ledge of several members on this side
of the House, and also in the knowledge
of the member for Perth who was in the
vicinity for part of the time. I noticed
the hon. member for Perth going up the
street and, therefore, lie must have some
knowledge of what occurred. I make
that statement with regard to Sergeant
Smith, because if he will give to his
superior officer, for use in this Chamber,
a statement so well known to a number
of members here to be false, how far
can we rely upon the documents supplied
to Ministers in this House by officials
interested.

Mr. Bolton: The public know it too.
Mr. PRICE!± It is a matter known

' to hundreds of the public. Sergeant
Smith was seen by myself to knock a
lady down near the Criterion hotel.
That lady was snatched from under his
horse's feet. I do not know whether
any member saw it, but it was reported
to me that a crippled old man was also
knocked dlow'n by this same Sergeant
Smith.

Mr. Gour-ley: That is perfectly true.
Mr. PRICE: I did see that lady

knocked down, but I was only told about
the cripple. The member for Leonora,
however, states that it is perfectly true
that it happened. I also saw children
of five or six years of age under the
horses' feet where they might have been
trodden upon ; and it was more by good
luck than anything else that injury was
not done: Another constable-and I am
making this statement because the
Attorney General seemed to infer that
what was being said was a general
statement without foundation, except
in the imagination of members-and
his number was 848, during the time
that Sergeant Smith was spurring his
horse along the Criterion side of the
street, was doing likewise on the town
hall side, and in several instances hie
was not taking his horse quietly through
the criowd but deliberately making him
rear among the people so as to scatter
them in all directions. The number of
another police constable. that I observed
was 963,-I do not know their names;
I am not interested in their names.
At the mane time there would have been
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others to whom I might have referred,
had it not been for what I can only term
the cunning tactics adopted by whoever
was in charge of the police on this
occasion, namely, allowing these muon to
be on duty without any numbers at all.
Consequently they cannot be referred
to individually. To return to constable
963. This officer was most insulting
to the people, and in my own particular
case not only did he ask me to move
along, but he asked ins twice to do so.
I moved along. An hon. member was
with me during part of the time. I was
not there out of curiosity. I was there
first of all as a citizen, secondly in the
performance of my daily avocation
as a pressman, and thirdly as a member
of this Chamber, to see what was being
done. Constable 963 did to me what
maight have caused a breach of the peace
in 99 cases out of' 100. He asked me
to move along and I did so. He followed
we while I stood speaking to a man
whom I had not seen for some years,
and he came up and deliberately pushed
me and dealt me one on the short ribs
with his elbow. When ho did that
I certainly attempted to do something,
but I have since been glad that I did
not, although I raised my hand. This
will show that I amn not of an excitable
nature, rather the reverse. It will,
however, give members some idea of
the treatment which was meted out to
inoffensive citizens in the crowd' on*
Thursday. I would also draw attention
to the fact that this same Constable 963,-
followed me persistently.

Mr. Gourley: He will catch you yet.

Mr. PRICE:; I only hope to have
the opportunity of catching him. He
followed me up and down the street,
and, to use a common expression, he
had me deliberately set. He was noticed
by the sergeant who called him over and
asked him what he was doing, and it
was only acting on the instructions of
the sergeant that he ceased to annoy me
and endeavoured to make me commit a
breach of the peace. I have the state-
ment of the sergeant.

Mr. Scaddan: I was present when
he made it to you.

Mr. PRICE:- Later on it was told to
me that a certain policeman was en-
deavouring to got 'no to do something
which would justify him summoning me.
The sergeant denied that he had told-
the constable to interfere with me and
maid that hie told the constable to leave
me alone because I was alright, and was
not likely to do any harm, If these
kind of things happened in my case,
they would be likely to happen in hun-
dreds of other cases. I can endorse the
remarks of the member for Murchison
when he says that people were puslied
off the footpath into the street and then
hustled back on to the footpath, and
backwards and forwards like so many
pins in a skittle alley. This went on
from 12 o'clock until after I -30. I do not
intend to deal further with this matter.
I only rose because I desired to inform
the Attorney General of those things
which came under my notice. We were
assured by the Premier, that the police
would do their duty without fear or-.
favour and in a proper manner. I say
God help the women and children of this,-
State if the proper -manner of carrying
out their duty is such as was exhibited
in the streets on Thursday. It was
a disgrace to any civilised people. Never'
once did I hear anything worse than a
hoot, but -1 was told repeatedly by
policemen that their instructions :werar
that the moment any man hooted her
was to be arrested. What is this country
coming to if a man is to he arrested and
treated as a common felon for daring
to hodt in the streets? At- the worst-
it can only be-

Mr. George: An offence against-
decency.

Mr. PRICE; If the mnember were
to hoot it would certainly be an
offence against decency. At the worst,
however, such a thing can be met by
summons, that is, if a man makes himself
a nuisance.

Mr. Scaddan: It is an inoffensive
method of showing disapproval.

,Mr. PRICE : Hooting is recognised
all over the world. I have heard it
in theatres, and at public meetings and
even mn this Chamber. We hear hoots
all over the place and yet we find the
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police stating that they had definite
instructions to arrest any man who
indulged in that kind of thing. One
almost begins to wonder whether he is
in an enlightened age and in a democratic
community, or whether he has suddenly
been transported to the regions of
Russia. Even there the people would
not be treated as they were treated
in our streets on Thursday last. I also
desire to take exception to the action of
the authorities in allowing the members
of the police force to be used as they
are being used to conduct the tramns
which are being run in the City. For
some time past two policemen have
been engaged on each tramncar. At the
present time I believe one is there.
Is it right that the people's money
should be scandalously wasted in this
way to support a foreign company in
its efforts to degrade the workers of
the community ? For what reason are
the policemen on the trains; are they
there to over-awe the workers ? Cer-
tainly they are not there to protect
property ; because no attempt has been
made to interfere with the property
of the tram people. I have yet to hear
jtat any passenger, any conductor, or
any motorman has been interfered with
while on the tram.

Mr. George: What about the eggs?
Mr. PRICE :Eggs are very good

things used in their proper place. I do
not know that they were properly
used on Thursday last ; that is a matter
of opinion. However, I do tako exception
to the police force being used in the
interests of a foreign company, as they
have been during the past four or five
days. Again, may I draw attention
to the fact that on Thursday last the
sub-inspector in charge of the police
where this turmoil, this disturbance was
being created by the police of Perth-the
inspector was there with no distinguish-
ing badge. and no other superior officer.
On Friday and Saturday, when there
was no more disturbance than on the
'Thursday, we find Superintendent Law-
rence there in his gorgeous uniform,
parading round and generally taking
charge of the proceedings ; and on
Saturday also we were witnesses to tie

display of force by the police being
turned out with their swords and other
implements of warface. Are we to
believe-and we must assume those
swords were put on for some purpose,
just as the police were instructed to
do certain things on Thursday-we can
only assume that when turned out
with swords on Saturday they had
some definite object in view. Why
were they so turned outI We have
the right to know why this display of
force was made in the face of peaceable
oitizens. Was it a deliberate attempt,
carried out at the instance of the Govern-
ment or its responsible Ministers ; was
it a display intended to force the people
to a breach of the law ? Hlad things
been going too quietly for them ? Be-
cause, I say hers deliberately that no
man who has been arrested, or summoned
in connection with this trouble has done
anything which can be termed more
than a slight misderneanour, even if it
can be given that name. But despite3
the fact that on Friday there was no
sign even of any trouble, we found the
police turned out on Saturday armed
as if they were going to chop the people
down. Why ? I, as a reasonable man,
draw my own conclusions, and I think
that any Government who will attempt
to intimidate their citizens, such as this
Government have done, should certainly
be compelled to stand at the bar of
justice before the people of the State and
not be allowed longer so continue in
power. I can take no other view of it.
What will be the next thing ? I sincerely
hope we shall have some assurance from
the Attorney General, or some other
member of the Ministry, that there was
reasonable cause for the display we
had on Saturday last. That he can give
any reasonable excuse for the treatment
meted out to our citizens by the members
of the force to whom I have referred,
I know to be impossible. I desire to
state emphatically that my complaints
are against certain individual members
of the force. I have given their numbers
and. where I know them. their names.
Against the big bulk of the police on duty
no complaint can be made;, but against
those to whom I hare referred certainly
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very serious complaint can be made.
They proved their unfitness for the
position in which they are placed. In
regard to the young policemen on duty
there that day, some excuse may be
forthcoming ; their ignorance might
be found to have been the cause of their
hustling and pushing and punching the
citizens in the way they-did. But for the
older members of the force to whom
I have referred there could be no such
excuse. Ignorance could not be pleaded
in the case of Sergeant Smith. or of
Constable 848.

Mr. George: If they assaulted the
citizens, could not the citizens summons
them?

Mr. PRICE : Does the lion. member
know what it means to summons a
policeman ? Does he think he would
get justice by sumnmonsing a policeman?

Mr. George: I would very soon do it
if he punched me.

Mr. PRICE: I would not, I miould feel
more inclined to punch him back.
The hen. member talks of summonsing
them. What would be the good? I
have pointed out that in my owni ease
a deliberate attempt was made by Con-
stable 96.3 to induce me to cause a breaech
of the peace ; and he only desisted when
called upon by a sergeant to do so.
I have the statement of the sergeant
that he himself called the constable off.
Had I broken the peace what position
would I have been in ? However, I do
hope some action wvill be taken against
Sergeant Smith and the constables I have
mentioned. As I said, against the big
body of the police T have no complaint.
I. want some reasonable explanation as
to the display of force made on Saturday
last ; that is what I am most concerned
about, because in the other case it is
only an individual. On Saturday it
was a concerted display carried out by
the Government, or their responsible
officers ; a display which could not have
been made more effective or more
pronounced had the people been in open
revolt, carrying firearms and likely to
break out into civil war. If this is to
be tolerated, the sooner we realise we
have ceased to live in a democratic age
and are under the rule of the police force

of tile State, the better it will be for us;
because wvith that realisation will
naturally come efforts to bring obout a
condition of affairs more in accord with
the ordinary terms of twentieth century
civilisation.

Mr. TAYLOR (M1ount Margaret): It
is not my inltention to labour this question.
I have no concern so far as the evolutions
of the police are concerned, because on
a matter of thlat kind one requires
ocular demonstration before coming up
to face, say, the Attorney General. I "'as
not in the street on Thursday when
this alleged trouble took place for
when 1 found that the trais were being
run by the incompetent drivers who
were steering themn, I carefully. with
my little sulky and pony, kept out of tile
track in order to avoid disaster. 1
realised. the danger the public were in
owing to these incompetent drivers.

Mr. Holman : Scabs ; blacklegs.
Mr. TAYLOR : Those are terms that

have been made especially for that type
of men, and they have been in use for
many years to my knowledge. No matter
how offensive they may appear to lion.
members, to me they do not convey
anything like sufficient reproach for
anybody who will take the work of
another. I say you cannot supply any
term severe enough for him ; I say
any man, knowing lie is blacklegging
on his fellow nwn-to call him a blackleg
or throw an egg or two at him is neither
here nor there. The type of man
deserves some harsher treatment. I
know them pretty well. I desire to
deal with the aspects of the case as
presented by the member for Perth.
That gentleman has the honour to
represent the metropolitan area whicl,
we are at all times reminded in this
Chamber, contains the wealth of the
intellect of the State in culture, in
learning, in finance, and in commerce ;
and when that representation is reflected
in this Parliament in the present member
-you will readily recognise that when
one who is on the side of Labour has to
reply to attacks made by a gentleman
with the wonderful powers of the member
for Perth, the task is somewhat difficult.
We heard the hon. member deliver his
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eloquent oration this afternoon. His
case was in the hands of a past master
jn dealing with workers, in supporting
the employer against the employee.
There is no doubt the employers of the
State must indeed feel proud of the
manner mn which that hon. gentleman
presentoed his case this afternoon. HeT
represents the capital, I am reminded,
.and he represents the capatiliste in the
House to the very best of his ability.
[[ha member for Perth has never failed
since I have known him in this Chamber
to glorify the capitalists and stab, on
every occasion, the employee who makes
the capitalist, who produces the wealth.
There is no man in the State who has
displayed antipathy to the worker with
the same force and in the same con-
temptible manner as the member for
Perth;. and the hon. member has carried
that further, has carried it even against
the members in this Chamber who
represent that section of the community.
The member for Perth has made state-
ments against hon. members on this
side of the House, charging them wkith
being guilty of breaches of the law;
guilty of doing things not worthy of
men to do. I asked that the hon.
member should name the men. The hon.
member referred to a public meeting
held in Wellington-street on Saturday
night, a meeting which 1, in common
with my colleagues, addressed ; and
having referred to that meeting, he by
innuendo tried to convey to this Chamber
that that meeting did something of
which it ought to be ashamed, or at
least, if t-he meeting did not, the members
who spoke at the meeting did. As one of
those members, I believe the hon. mem-
ber meant myself. I am indeed sorry the
hon. member should come to this Chamber
and fire shots and then flee from the
Chamber. There is no doubt the hon.
member is a past-master in stabbing
from behind. Let me tell the hon.
member that if he measures blades with
me in this matter, he will know he has
been in a scuffle. So long as I am in
the Chamber I believe in advocating what
is right, and I believe to-day I am
standing on the side of justice in ad-
vocating the claims of the tramway

employees. That is the only aspect of
the question I desire to discuss. No
matter what other members of the House
may say to the contrary, I believe the
tramway men's claim is fair and just, and,
believing it, I am at their back. I do
not care what anybody says in the
country, I do not care what the House
or the Government say, I am supporting
the tramway men whether we think
their action is legal or illegal ; and if
my position in the House as an hon.
member prevents me from speaking on
their behalf, I will resign, if necessary, to
defend them in the attitude they have
taken up. There is no shenanigan about
me ; there is none of that snivelling,
dribbling, stabbing in the dark about me ;
I am there every time to fight tyrants-
to fight the capitalists who are to-day
directing the affairs of the tramway
company in London, scooping in at the
end of this year £38,000 of the money
of the people in our metropolitan area,
capitalists who will not allow the local
director or manager to increase the
wages of the employees to the matter
of £1,000 per annum, will not allow
any of that £38,000 to be paid away
in wages. I believe, as a Western Aus-
tralian, that the whole of that £38,000
should remain in this State. The trains
should be the property of Perth and
its suburbs. In the first instance they
should have been the property of the
Perth City Council, and if the council
were not prepared to bear the expense
of building and equipping the lines the
Government should have done so. The
Government should have retained in the
State that £38,000. Then, to my mind,
there would not have been any of this
trouble. We find State-owned tramways
in New South Wales with a mileage of
132*niiles, and employing 5,047 men.
In Sydney and suburbs alone there are
78 miles. There is no trouble with their
State-owned trains, and apparently the
employees are not dislocating the traffic
because they are not receiving sufficient
wages. When a tramway system em-
ploying 5,047 employees can classify
its men, why cannot a tramway company
in Perth do it with 125 men ? Of course
at this stage I am not dealing with
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the way in which the tramway company
are absolutely robbing the public by the
charges for their service. An hon.
member has interjected that there are
penhy sections in Sydney. I think ours
is the only tram service that has not
penny sections. I believe there are
small penny sections that will take you
from JBarraek-street to the riverside;
but to call these penny sections is only
misapplying the term. The conditions
in the other States as we find them are
only proof positive that the company
should not have had the concession.
The member for Perth, who has been so
able in his advocacy of the company,
was, I believe, one of our city fathers when
the concession was ranted to the
company. iflIam wrong Iwill be guided
by the member for Murray, who, I
believe, is in a position to know.

The 'Minister for Mines :I do not
think he was in the council at the time.

Mr. George: I think lie came in after-
wards.

Mr. TAYLOR - The concession was
granted about 11 years ago, and I know
the member for Perth has haed a long
connection with municipal affairs in
Perth. I thought he was a member of
the council at the time. If hie was not.
I have no desire to place the hon. mem-
ber in a false position. All I would need
to do would be to go into the mayor's
parlour and see the photos. of past coun-
cils. I have seen a photo of the member
for Murray there. The hon. member
takes a very fair photo. I think he
must have sent it round when hie secured
so many votes. It would almost make
me feel inclined to vote for the hon.
member. At any rate it shows how the
city fathers of Perth at that time neg-
lected the interests of the ratepayers.

Mr. George: No ;they did not.
M1r. TAYLOR: There is no doubt

about it, and there is no doubt that the
Government neglected the interests of
the people of Western Australia on that
occasion-I am satisfied about that-
and the duty of the Government now
is to see if something cannot be done
to remove the inconvenience to the
public and to restore the emuploymient
of the men who are now standing out.

When the member for Guildford was
speaking, the Attorney General inter-
jected that the men had drawn their
time. I think the time has arrived in
this industrial trouble when we should
realise the exact position. I may say
I have not been closely and personally
connected with the tramway trouble-
the member for Guildford has been the
secretary of the men-and I only know
what I have read in the Press, except
what I have gathered from one or two
of the tramway meetings that I have
attended to hear the position of the
men and, perhaps, to endeavour to offer
some advice. As for the negotiations
between the men and the employers,
and the supposed arbitrators and media-
tors, or what other " ators " I do not
know, I am ignorant, except for what
I have seen in the Press. However, the
Attorney General interjected that the
men had drawn their deposits, had
abandoned their jobs, and that they were
in the position of a dog in the manger.
If I misrepresent the Attorney General's
interjection I regret it, but that is the
impression I got from the interjection.
I say it is up to us to view the situation
fairly and squarely. As an old trades
unionist, and reading between the lines,
I recognise the unfortunate position in
which the Arbitration Act has placed
these 125 men of the tramway union.
It has placed them in the position that
there was no alternative except to draw
their time. As an industrial union the
men never intended to draw their time
and abandon their situation. They drew
their time to, perhaps, enable them to
better defend their position from a legal
point of view. They were probably
better able to defend their position
outside the employer.

The Attorney General: To raise a
defence.

Mr. TAYLOR : Defence! There is no
hope of raising a defence in view of the
remarks of the Supreme Court Judge, also
extended by a magistrate at a more
recent date. We cannot get away from
that position. That is) how it appears
to me, that they have taken this position
up to enable them to continue their
struggle. Does anybody tell mue that a
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body of unionists who are suffering an
injustice and who have appealed to the
tribunals, of their land and failed, or,
if they have not failed, becaus-e of the
ambiguous language of an award or the
want of a more decisive award, or be-
chnse of the language of an award not
being sufficiently screwed down to com-
pel an employer to give them what they
require, or because the employer has
taken the advantage the tramway corn-
pny have done of making the minimum
the maximium, are compelled to assume
the position they have adopted-and
of course it is only assumption on mny
part-does anyone tell me that unionists
would abandon their position except for
one object? What is the object of
unionists hut to improve the cndition
of all]workers in the State ? And they, as
a body of unionists stand now to support
a certain position and prevent others
accepting the employmient they refuse.
And in doing that they have me at their
back trying to help them.

The Attorney General:- Legally ?
Mr. TAYLOR: Legally. Look at

the face of the Attorney General ! He
lies back and sneers out legal sentences
as if he had ever been briefed or stood
at a Bar. If I had gone to the old
country and eaten half the dinners the
hon. gentleman has done, I would he a
full-fledged barrister, brief less like the
hon. gentleman. Touching on this mat-
ter, it reminds me of the hon. member
a few nights ago-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:- I think
the hon. member is getting away from
the subject,

Mr. TAYLOR: The hon. member
pointed out that lie had confidence in
the workers of Australia.

The Attorney General :Do you ad-
vocate illegal means ?

Mr. TAYLOR. I advocate any means
that would secure to these men the just
demands they make, and you can take
what you like out of it. So far as I am
concerned it would not be eggs I would
be hurling at them. You want some-
thing more desperate than eggs to deal
with blacklegs, something with a bite
in it. If it be true, as I have heard
to-night, of people being ridden down

in the street to protect the company
and to protect the company's workmen,
sitting in silence would be a disgrace to
any man in the land while that is going
on. There is no doubt on that score.
The Attorney General can smile, but let
me say---

The Attorney General: Your bark is
'verse than your bite, fortunately for
you.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. TAYLOR: The hon. memnber's

sneers do not hurt me. The Attorney
General's bite does not hurt, nor do
his sneers, nor do his wonderful political
acrobatic feats. It has secured him a
thousand golden reasons for keeping his
present seat. That is what he cannot
accuse me of. Since I have been in
Parliament I have never mnoulded my
attitude or my speech to force a Govern-
mnent to accept me. That is what the
Attorney General has done to two or
three Governments.

The DEPUTY SPEAKCER: The lion.
member is getting away from the subject,

Mr. TAYLOR , If the Attorney General
persists in sneering I will get all over him
as well as from the subject. I like this
political tapeworm talking to mae. He
will know that things are not going too
me'rrily if lie keeps on sneering.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]
The Attorney General: You are very

amusing.
Mr. TAYLOR: The Attorney General

is easily amused. I have made him
nearly weep before to-day. With re-
gard to the action of the employees, I
intend to support them in the attitude
they have taken in defence of their posi-
tion. There is no law to me that is going
to prevent me from doing that. I con-
sider they are justified in maintaining
their position, and I venture to say that
the company will be unsuccesful in
trying to defeat them. The company
have tried all in their power to do so
and have misrepresented the position to
the people of the metropolitan area, for
they said they were going to give an up-
to-date service on Saturday last and
then they promised it would be Monday,
but here we are on Tuesday and the posi-
tion is just the same, the company trying
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to wean away from the men the support
of the people who are put to the incon-
venience of having to walk. They have
a large proportion of the City Council
behind them as is shown by the way in
which licenses are being granted to men
to drive the cars. 1 am sure the Minister
for M1ines would not allow men of such
limited experience to take charge of the
engines on the railways. Mlen of such
limited experience should never be al-
lowed to get licenses for driving the ears.
There is a certain element of danger,
a very large element of danger, to the
public generally owing to the cars being
driven by incompetent men. The mem-
ber for Perth almost admitted this after-
noon that the people were frightened to
ride on the cars in consequence of the
incompetency of the mnotor-men. He
tried to suggest, however, that the pas-
sengers were frightened of the people.
With regard to the charges made against
the police, apparently the police have
attacked the whole community, for they
did not single out the tramway men.
The employees do not seem to have been
guilty of any breach of the law, so it
miust have been the citizens who were
expressing their antipathy to the attitude
both of the company and the police de-
partment. If it had been the tramway
men who were law-breakers and the police
had attacked them, it would have been
different, but it was the innocent people
in the street who had to suffer. Are 'we
to sit in silence and allow the Govern-
ment to marshall the police force against
the citizens ? 1 have no complaint
against the force, but 1 have some com-
plaint against the Government who will
marshall them for the employer so as to
compel the workers to accept conditions
which are unfsvourable in a country
like this. I am justified in raising my
voice, and the more so knowing as I do
that all that wealth which should re-
main in our own land is going to Eng'land.
What the Government should do is
immediately to pass a law compelling
the company to have their board of
directors end their registered office in
the State. If that were done the people
of Western Australia would be able to
force the local directors somewhat to

give fair treatment to their employees.
When the board are in England, how-
ever, all they do is to cable out jutst
what, they please and especially when
they have a sympathetic Government
to support them in their arbitrary
action. If the Govermunent were anxious
to preserve the peace of the State, to
do something in the interests of the
people, they would at once realise how
incompetent they are of dealing with
a company located in England. Would
the people of Western Australia submit
to that board if they were in Perth, and
accept such terms as are now being
dictated from London ? The Minister
for Mines knows well that if the board
were in Perth the trouble would never
have started, for they would have rea-
lised what they were bringing about
their heads. The~re is no doubt about
the proposition being a paying one.
I dealt with this subject in a speech in
1906, when I quoted from the report of
the then, and present, chairman, Mrr.
A. H. P. Stoneham, who gave a most
glowing ecount of the work of that
year. That gentleman has told the
shareholders that he expects to clear .50
per cent. more this year than he has done
in the past and that the company would
nett £38,000, less dividend duty tax,
income tax, and the expenses, of the
London office, this year. That is in the
report. Another thing which proves con-
elusively that the company are wealth-
producing, is that unless they were,
it would not be possible to have the train-s
lying idle for so long. The capital out-
lay to 1906 was three hundred odd
thousand pounds; with that small capital
the company could not afford to allow
the business to remain idle for five or
six weeks like they are now doing;
only a good wealth-producing industry
could aford to do so. Tf they were
working the proposition on a small mar-
gin they would have to keep going every
day in the year in order to make a success
of it, but it is so lucrative that they can
hang it up, in their opinion, for two
or three monthis and still pay big divi-
dends. Is that a condition that this'
State or this House sheuld tolerate ?
T want to be fair to the tramway people
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and to the people of this State. I have
no desire to make a party question of
the matter with the object of attacking
the Government, but if the Government
sit in silence and allow the interests
of the public to be neglected, it is neces-
sary for us to raise our voices. J am
sur e the Minister for Minos would realise
that if the same attitude were adopted
in connection with the Railway Depart-
Ment-

The Minister for Mines: I do not
recognise your right to act as a judge,
the Arbitration Court can do that.

Mr. Reitmana: When the court stands
between men and their tucker, the court
can go, and so can everything else.

Mr. TAYLORI : The Mlinister will
always shelter under the nearest thing
that can provide shade. The men haVe
tried the Arbitration Cou'trt aind the Judge
has said hoe has no power to deal further
with the subject. The member for fluild-
ford, both in the Press, and in the course
of his speech to-night, has mnade clear
the position of the court and that the
spirit of the award is not being carried
out by the company, I remember the
award sets forth that the rate of wages
should he Is. per hour for 96 hours per
fortnight, and the president of the court
said that he would leave it to the comn-
pany to make the classification. Had
not the president had it in mind that the
company would classify the more highily
paid men, -why did hie mention it ?
Unfortunately he did not put that into
the award but only into his address,
and the company have taken advantage
of the fact. The court should have
made the classification. The company
classified the men before going to the
court in so far as a large section were
receiving more than Is. per hour, I think
Is. lid. The court naturally thought
the company would continue on the same
lines in dealing with their skilled men,
the men who, in their opinion, deserved
higher wages. That the men deserved
higher wages is apparent, as they had
taken three years in reaching a state of
competency entitling the into receive that
additional wage. Naturally, while they
were going through a course of training
their skill was lower. .The men in the

lower grades desired to be raitsed, and they
were raised by the court, and the Jiudge.
said, " We will leave the classification
of skilled men to the company." The
company have not classified these men
but have put all the men at Is. per hour.
I am in support of these men getting their
old rates, which were little enough con-
sidering the length of time they had to
wait in order to earn a decent wage.
As has been shown they sometimes had
to wait from 16 to 18 hours per day in
order to work six or six-and-a-half hours.
This is a fine state of affairs to exist in a
country like Western Australia. We
are always talking of immigration and
the great need of population and work-
men here, and it is a slur on our State-
when we Aind men having to be at the
beck and call of their employers for 1 &
hours in order to earn 6s. or 6s. 6id. No-
hon. member should tolerate a position
like that. Can one blame men for goii4
to the court to have that grievance
remedied ; can one blame them for adopt-
ing any means to remedy the position.
I hope the men will stick to their guns
and will not be led away on the side
track that they have drawn their time
and are no longer a body of union ists.
I hope they will remain in the union and
stick to their guns and do all they can
to persuade the men inclined to do their
work not to do so and to persuade those
men who are doing the work to come out-
That is the position. I hope they will
use all their persuasive powers to bring
about that result, but there is a limit
to that when one finds the men will not
be persuaded morally, that they persist
in undermining those whose places they
have taken. Are we going to see them
sit down in silence and let others taker
their places, are we going to see them
stand by and allow their wives and
children to feel the sharp pangs of hunger
while the company bring in men from
elsewhere, to take the work they have
refused because they are fighting a
principle which affects all the workmen
in the land. Injury to one is the
concern of all. Every individual organ-
isation, whether it be small or large, if
it is defeated by the employer it means
the defeat generally of industrialism
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throughout the length and breadth of
the land. These men are justified in
standing to their guns, and I will give
every assistance possible to prevent them
being put back into the degrading posi-
tion that the blacklegs are in to-day.

[A pause ensued.]
Mr. Walker -I think the question

ought to be put if there is not going to
be any defence; apparently the Govern-
ment make no defence.

Mr. Foulkes rose to speak.
Mr. Walker: Are you the understudy

for the Government ?
Mr. Foulkes: If the member for Ka-

nowna, wishes to speak I shall sit down.-
Mr. Walker: The House wants the

views of the Attorney General.
Mr. FOULKES (Claremont): I will

take the opportunity of saying a few
words with regard to this dispute. I
cannot shut my eyes to the fact that a
great number of the speeches delivered
this evening are not likely to help in
healing the difficulty which exists be-
tween the two parties to the dispute.
A great deal of the time of the Rouse
has been taken up with comnplaints made
by various members against certain
officers of the police force. We have
been informed this evening, during the
course of the debate, that police court
proceedings have been taken against
two hon. members, and they must
recognise the fact that there will be full
opportunity given to them in a court of
law to explain anything that requires
to be explained ; and they will have the
full opportunity of showing whether
the police were wrong in the manner
in which they acted last Thursday after-
noon. I am prepared to admit that
not a single member is anxious to evade
liability -with regard to his conduct,
and we will hope for the credit of the
House itself that everyone of those
members will be able to explain away
any charges that may be brought
against them. It is not to the advan-
tage of the House, nor to its credit that
any member of it should be dragged
into a court of law to explain his actions
in connection with charges that may be
brought against him. The member for
Mount Margaret is particularly puns-

tilious with regard to any charges brought
against officers of the police, who were
at one time under his control. I listened
with great attention to the address he
gave this evening. For some tine hie
held the important portfolio of Colonial
Secretary and was placed in charge of
the police force. I know he was par-
ticularly ready at all times to defend
the officers in his department against
charges brought against thema, and there
was no one more ready to ameliorate
the conditions uinder which they -worked
than this hon. member, and to eject
from the force any officer who was not
worthy to hold a position in it.

Mr. Angwin: Is that the reason why
he ejected the Commissioner for a time ?

Mr. FOULKiES: I believe he did
do so and afterwards reinstated the
Commissioner. I can remember how
anxious the hon. member was in seeing
that fuUl respect was paid to all the
officers in his department. We can
remember the tine when some un-
fortunate man at Fremantle wrote an
impudent letter to the sheriff, for which
the member for Mount Margaret sent
him back to prison without a trial.
The hon. member will remember that
we discussed his action at the time,

Mr. Taylor: The hon. member knows
I did not send the man back. He was
out oin ticket-of-leave and the ticket
was cancelled.

Mr. FOULKES: With regard to
this difficulty, I have no doubt whatever
that the police officers were anxious
that no mistake should be mnade by their
subordinates, and, judging from the
experience that members of this House
have had, there seems to be every desire
on the part of the police throughout
the State to see that no injury is done
to any individual. Some member has
stated that it would be impossible to
obtain justice if charges were brought
agaisist members of the police force,
and I am surprised at the member for
Mount 'Margaret seeing that he was
head of this department for a time, did
not take the opportunity of refuting such
a statement. We do not want to bring
in these side issues in connection with
this dispute. I take it that every
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possible endeavour should be made by
members on both sides of the House to
see that this dispute is settled as soon
as possible. I believe that if the sug-
gestion of the Premier is carried out, and
the registrar approaches the court, asking
for an explanation of the award, the
whole difficulty will be settled. At least,
I hoipe so, and no one can regret more
than I do that this dispute has arisen.

Mr. DRAPER (West Perth): We
have heard a good deal to-night about
many subjects wvhich are foreign to the
original motion. We have heard a
good deal about the grievances of the
tramway employees, and I have no doubt
that those grievances exist. It is not
necessary to go into them, but the mere
fact that there is a strike to-day is
evidence that the men believe they have
some grievances against the company.
It is not the interests of these employees
nor the interests of the company which
we are here to discuss. We are really
discussing what is a public matter, and
how this strike affects the public. Some
years ago the Arbitration Act was
passed, and it was fondly imagined
when that Act was passed that strikes
would cease, not only in the interests of
employee and employer, but chiefly
in the interests of the public. Un-
fortunately we find that that has not
taken place, and-I say this without
reflecting in any way upon the workmen
-occasionally it happens that when
awards given by the Arbitration Court
are against the employee, those awards
are not carried out.

Mr. Hudson: Absurd.
Mr. DRAPER: It is no absurdity,

it is purely a question of the limitations
of the Act Under the Act you can
enforce against the employer but, prac-
tically, not against the employee. At
the present titne this strike has lasted
about a month, during the whole of
which period people who reside in the
neighbourhood of Perth, people ac-
customed to come daily to their businesses
or offices, or shops, have been deprived
of their ordinary means of access. The
general public have a right to have this
Arbitration Act enforced if possible.
I shall be told by lion. members opposite

that it can be enforced against the work-
men.

31r. Hudson: It was, yesterday,
against the Collie miners.

Mr. DRAPER: An isolated instance.
We have been told by the member for
Guildford that everything has been done
to arrive at a, settlement ; and over and
over again hie has emphatically stated
that the real cause of the trouble is the
so-called inability of the Arbitration
Court to award a classification. Now,
I will assume that the Arbitration Court
cannot make a classification in its
ordinary jurisdiction. We are told that
that is so, and I will not dispute it here
to-night. I have also been told by the
Arbitration Court that classifications
have, on several occasioas, been made
by the court. The circumstances of
these particular instances were not
explained to me. But, assuming for a
moment that the court cannot award
a classification unless both parties con-
sent : any court can obtain jurisdiction
by consent, and if both parties were
to agree to a classification being made,
undoubtedly the Arbitration Court could
make an award which, according to the
member for Guildford, if originally
made would have removed all cause
of difference. In considering this question
we have a right to ask which party
it was who prevented an award being
made which could also have been a
classification. The member for Guildford
candidly admits he objected to any
classification. And, looking between the
lines. it is
that up to
commenced,

not very difficult
the time when this

the company no

to see

doubt
were paying their employees accord-
ing to the length of service; some
men doing exactly the same kind of
work but receiving very much more
pay than others. The employees
naturrally considered that if they could
get one standard wage they would
all of them be levelled up. and the
majority of them would receive an
increase in their pay. This is why
the member for Guildford insisted upon
a standard wage; and I do not blame
him ; and it is also why, in the Arbitration
Court, the company suggested a elassifi.-
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cation. The company wanted a classifi-
cation at that time ; and it was only
natural. Before the award was made
known it was to the interests of the
workmen to ask for a standard wage,
and of the company to seek a clasifi-
cation. His Honour the Judge, when
delivering his award, made certain re-
marks which expressed his own wishes.
I have frequently3 heard Judges in the
Supreme Court give a judgment in favour
of one party or the other, and then make
remarks which expressed their views,
but which they knew perfectly well
could not be carried into effect. What.
ever remarks his Honour made in this
case merely expressed his wishes. He
thought the desire of the company for
a classification was reasonable, and he
wished to see a classification ; but
hie was well aware that he could not make
an award enforcing a classification with-
out the consent of the workmen. Now,
what happened ? An award was given.
It was not regarded with favour by the
employees ; it did not come up to
their anticipations, and they suddenly
discovered that if they had agreed
to accept a classification in the first
instance they would probably have
been moe successful. They then applied
to the court, we are told, to amend the
award. The amending of the award to
bring about a classification would have
been equivalent to reopening the dispute
and delivering a fresh award, and his
Honour in his discretion decided that
although the Arbitration Act gave him
power to amend the award, yet, under
the circumstances, when hie had been
originally prevented from making a
clas sification by the member for Guild.
ford, it was not right for him to do so
at that stage.

Mr. Bath: Not prevented by the
member for Guildford.

Mr. DRAPER: No ; by those who
brought the application to the court.

Mr. Bath: 'No : you are wrong again.
His Honour was prevented by his own
interpretation of the provisions of the
Act.

Mir. DRAPER: However that may
be, the reason why the court did not
make a classification in the first instance,

whether or not it had jurisdiction, was
because the member for Guildford and
those lie represented did uot desire to
have a classification. I think if you
will consult the recordsa of the Arbitration
Court you will find that what I have
said is corret. Under these unfortunate
circumtances-it is no use mincing
matters-a strike took place. The hon.
member for Guildford has told us that
the question of overtime can be dropped,
that we need not discuss it any
further, and I think hie recognises that
possibly some mistake was made in
not applying to the Arbitration Court
at once for an interpretation of the award.

Air. Hudson: What is the difference
between an application for an inter-
pretation and an application for an amend-
ment ?

Mr. DRAPER: I am surprised at the
member for Dundasi asking that question.
The hon. member is a lawyer, and knows
perfectly well that an award has the
same effect as a judgment, and that a
judgment cannot be altered after it is
duly entered up and signed. The hon.
member also knows that any amendment
is a matter purely in the discretion of
the court, and if one party has distinctly
ref used a kthing and subsequently
goeA to the court and asks for an amend.
mont to get that thing, it is not
likely the Judge in his discretion
will grant the request. But if an
interpretation by the court as to the
overtime question would settle this
master, there is no reason whatever
why one of the p~rtics should not go
before the Arbitration Court as Mr.
Justice Burnside suggested and obtain
the interpretation of the court as to the
award. It seems to me we have arrived
at that point when there is no obstacle
to settlement.

Mr. Scaddan : You are a representative
of a city constituency.

Mr. DRAPER: It is immaterial whom
I represent ;I speak to-night as a totally
independent member; and I have no
hesitatiou in saying that, so far as this
dispute is concerned, a large number of
men involved in it would be willing to
go back and submit the whole question
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to the Arbitration Court, but they are
not allowed.

Mr. Taylor; What prevents them ?
Mr. Hudson; Why do not the company

apply for an interpretation ?
Mr. Hohman : Why do you not say what

you mean ?
Mr. DRAPER: I say exactly what I

weaon. I do not wish to qualify it in
the slightest degree. The matter is in
a nut-shell. It is in the interests of the
public that the Arbitration Act should
be binding upon all parties, and capable
of being enforced against all parties ;
and if this instance which has arisen
brings home to Parliament and to the
public in general that the Arbitration
Act is defective, it will at any rate have
done some good ; and I can only hope
that after the discussion to-night the
general public will obtain a more accu-
rate appreciation of the real facts, and
that those concerned in the dispute itself
will be more inclined to listen to reason.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
J, L. Nanson ): H.on. members opposite
have succeeded in imparting a consider-
able amount of warmth into this dis-
cussion. We have had the member
for Mount Margaret, whohas been a venit-
able volcano of fiery eloquence ; and a
great deal of it, the more fiery portion,
has been directed against myself. One
would think that in dealing with a matter
of this kind, where there is always a
tendency for feelings to become 'heated
and for the passions of partisans on
either side to become aroused, members
in the Chamber, who occupy a respon-
sible position, no matter to which side
of the House they belong, wvould en-
deavour to exert a moderating influence
on the feeling outside ; but unfortunately
it cannot be said that hon. members
opposite, however they interpret their
responsibility, have interpreted it in
that light. It is doubtful whether there
is any great necessity to indulge in any-
thing of the nature of a reply to those
hon. members. I am inclined to think
that if the speeches that have been de-
livered, more particularly by the member
for Mount Margaret, and the member
for Murchison, and the member for Al-
bany, were published verbatim, word

for word, if every line of their direct
incitement to disorder ware made plain
to the public, those speeches would carry
their own condemnation with them.

* An IvtciS'nt.
Mr. Price.: Whe)t incitemen t to disorder

did T make ?
The Attorney General: The hon. mem-

ber will no doubt have the opportunity
of reading his speech in print to-morrow
morning.

Mr. Price : On point of order, is
the hon. member in order in stating that
a member of this House has endeavoured
to incite to disorder ? That is the accus-
at ion made by the Attorney General
in regard to myseif and two other
members of the House.

Mr. Speaker: I think the hon. memnbeJ
said it had a tendency.

The Attorney General : We have the
member for Mount Margaret-

Mir. Price: Mr. Speaker, I ask for your
ruling. Is any member in order in
accusing another member of endeavour-
ig to incite to disorder? My speech
was a statement of facts, and I was care-
ful not to bring in anything in the nature
of comment, so that I resent the lan-
guage of' the Attorney General, and I
Must asktthat it be withdrawn.

Mr. Speaker:- If the hon. member had
said directly that you or any other
member had incited a riot or caused
a disturbance, it would certainly have
to be withdrawn. The hon. member
distinctly said it had a tendency to do
that, and I am just as well able to hear
as the hon. member?

Mr. Price. Then, may I ask if the hon.
member wishes the House to believe
that.anything I said had a tendency to
incite to disorder ? I ask if that was the
intent-ion the hon. member wished to
convey to the House ?

The Attorney General: After this little
ebullition has finished, I shall perhaps
be allowed to resume my speech.

Mr. Price : I desire to know what the
hon. member meant. I had thought I
could expect some little guiddance from
the Attorney General, and not the studied
insult the Attorney General has ende&-
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voured to give to myself. I ask for some
explanation.

Mr. Speaker: I cannot compel the hon.
gentleman to answer any question.

Mr. Price: T should not be insulted
by the hon. member.

The Attorney General:. I hope I shall
now be allowed to proceed. As I was
saying when I was interrupted by the
member for Albany, if that member
feels aggrieved at anything I said in
regard to his speech I reply that the
justification for what I said will be found
when his speech is reported in full, as
I hope it will be reported, in the public
Press.

Mr. Price:- I rise to a point of order.
I must ask to be protected, and if I can-
not be protected inside this House I
must protect myself outside. I wish
members to understand that the state-
meat made by the Attorney General
is a deliberate and wilful misstatement
of facts, and I shall call it byr stronger
terms outside if he insists in placing
before this Rouse something in con-
nection with my speech which is abso-
lutely foreign to what I really said. I
imported no warmth into my speech.
nor did I make comment unnecessarily
and there was nothing in my speech which
by any stretch of imagyination could be
calculated to incite dIisorder, as the
Attorney General has suggested.

Mr. Speaker: I have already pointed
out that the Attorney General said the
hon. member's speech had a tendency
to incite disorder. The hon. member
asked the Attorney General what he
meant by that, but the latter declined
to answer, and I cannot compel him to
answer. I can tell the hon. member
that he was much more out of order
in, making a threat ; I hope he will not
do so again.

Mr. Price: What threat did I make?
Mr. Speaker: The hon. member threat,.

eoed what he would do outside the House
if he could not get justice inside. He
mnust not threaten.

M1r. Price: I made no threat.

Mr. Speaker : I do not know what
one could call it then.

Mr. Price: I said no man would say
outside this House what the Attorney
General has said in-side.

The Attorney General: T.If the hon.
member wants an answer I will tell
him that I meant exactly what I said.

Mr. Price: Then I must ask for a
withdrawal.

The Attorney General:- I said I meant
exactly what I said; that is, that tbe
remarks of the members for Albany,
Mount Margaret, and Murchison, had
a tendency to incite disorder.

Mr. Taylor: If my remarks have the
tendency to make the men stand firin,
that is what 1 intended.

Mr. Holman: And if my remarks
have the tendency to show up the
police in their proper form, and show
up your idiotic conduct, I am satisfied.

Resumed.
The ATTIIORNEY GENERAL -Then

we are all satisfied and are a happy
family. As an illustration of the peculiar
tactics of the member for Mount M~ar-
garet, we find him going into a question
altogether alien to the subject strictly
before the House. He referred to
the profits earned by the company.
His manifest object mn doing that was
to inflame public opinion against the
company and make the people regard
them as a ravenous foreign corporation,
and, generally, to give the idea that
here is a Company rolling in wealth and
endeavouring to sweat the employees.
Assuming for the sake of argument that-
everything advanced by the hon, member
is trite, it would still be inadvisable
in this House, if we are sincerely desirous
of peace, to say anything which is
a direct incentive to war.

Mr. Taylor:- I do not desire to see
these men starving.

Mr. Holman. Was it wise to send
the police out wiith swords ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:- We
will come to that soon ; let hon. members
keep calm.

Mr. Taylor:. The Minister says my
remarks were a direct incentive to war.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: As
against peace, not in the nature of
throwing bombs.
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Mr. 'Taylor: One does not know what
the Attorney G eneral does mean.

Mr. Holman: The Attorney G4eneral
has made a statement that the member
for Mount Margaret said something
entirely foreign to the mnotion. That
is a direct reflection on the Chair.

Mr. SPEA]KER : I have allowed a
lot of latitude as the motion is so vague :
I did not draw up the motion ;the
House decided that the debate should
take place, and I htave not kept inembers
to a strict line of argument.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
member for Mount Margaret was pointing
out the enormous profits made by the
company. Now what are the factn as to
the dividends distributed ? D uring the
last 10 years the dividends paid( by the
company on their ordinary shares aver-
aged the enormous; sumn of 1,1 per eent.

Mr. Angwin: Bad management.
Mfr. Walker: What have they paid

on debentures
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1 am

quite sure they would not pay much on
money they have borrowed.

Mr. Holman: What have they paid
on actual capital?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member knows that the company
at the end of a certain mnber of years
lose the concession. The property has
then to be handed over to the council.

Mr. Taylor: I obtained my facts
from the chairman of directors' report.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I
listened to the speech of the hon. member,
and if he will only control himself and
listen to my remarks I shiall be pleased.
I amn not concerned to defend this com-
pany ;I merely bring forward illustra-
tions to show that some members opposite
are indulging in somewhat florid, or
I might even say if 1 may do so without
offending members, some exaggerated
statements as to the prosperity of the
company.

MAr. Taylor: I took the facts from the
report by the chairman of directors.
He said they will net £38,000 this year.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
profits made might seem a large amnout;
but it depends upon the number of
people they have to be distributed

among, and what provision is made
for a sinking fund. probably in a
concession like this the sinking fund will
be a big one.

M,%r. Taylor: That does not alter the
fact that they, are making £88,001) this
year.

Air. SPEAKER: Order!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
does not affect the argument. What I
have been urging i4 that members should
not impart into the debate statemients
that might tend to distract our attention
from the matters really to be derided,
instead of keeping to the question at issue.
Members on this side of the House are
at one with the hon. member, I am, at
all events, when lie expresses regret that
the trains are not public property.
Ultimately they will become so, and
possibly they will do so before the time
arrives for the ending of the existing
concession.

Mr " Scaddan: There is no certainty
about that.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: TIhere
is no certainty now, but what we have
to deal with at present is not the question
of purchasing the property of the com-
pany ;if that had been decided upon it
would be a matter of months of nego-
tiation before the price could be arrived
at. Is it suggested that in the mean
time the public of Perth are to be put
to the grave inconvenience involved
by the stoppage of the tramways?
After all, as the member for West Perth
pointed out, the largest number of
sufferers in this trouble is not the former
employees of the company, nor the
shareholders, but the general public.
That is the common issue to which we
have to direct our attention. The ques-
tion that I should like to have had
answered, and perhaps there may yet be
an opportunity of getting it answered by
some hon. member who is in the position
to speak on behalf of the employ-ees,
is whether the employees are prepared
to accept the award. If they are prepared
to accept the award I feel perfectly
sure of this, that there will be no difficulty
in obtaining an interpretation.
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Mr. Seaddan: Will you answer tue this
question: Are the company prepared to
accept the awvard ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do
not care whether the company are pre-
pared, or are not prepared to accept the
award; the company can be made to ac-
ccpt it. Hon. members opposite know
as well as I do that if they bad the
slightest chance of proving that the com-
pany had broken the award they would
be the first persons, and rightly so too,
to compel the company to observe it. If
it can be shown to the registrar under the
1'riondly Societies Act that there has
bein a breach of Section 98, which pro-
hibite strikes and lock-outs, then the
Government will be just as prepared to
in~stitute proceedings against the com-
pany for doing something- in the nature

ofa lock-out as they are now prepared
to do* something against the employees
for doing something that the Glovern-
ment's leiral advisers believe to be iii the
nature of a strike.

Mr. Hudsoni: Do you expect the union
to police the company?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
attitud~e of the Government is not to
take sides on behalf of the company or
the men.

Mr. Bolton: You are doing so.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: We are

not doing so. Hon. members may assert
that we are, but I defy them to bring
formard a single instance, or to prove
the attitude of the Goverainent in this
dispute has not been entirely impartial.
The question I was asking was whether
the employees were prepared to accept
the award. If they are prepared to ac-
cept it we wvill obtain an interpretation
or that award.

Mr. .Johnson: Very well.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I can-

nor believe that if the employees give
the ;vssurance that they are prepared to
accept it that it will be found that the
Judge of the Arbitration Court will say
that for some technical reason he is uin-
able to interpret his own award, and,
therefore, that the whole of the tram-
way system of the State must be hung
up. If we cannot have the interpretation
from the court I feel sure that the Judge

of that court would not object to saying-
what that award does mean, provided
that the men are prepared to accept his
decision as to what it means.

Mr. Hudson: What about the comn-
pany ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: We
can compel the company to do so; they
can be punished, and punished effec-
tively.

Mr. Bol1ton: A five shilling- fine.
Mr. Gordon: Have a little sense.
31r. Bol ton : I only want a little more
tkeep up with thle lion, member.
The ATTORNEY G ENERAL: Steps

will he taken to see that the company
obey the laws of the land, and effective
steps, too, can be taken. If the em-
ployees are not prepared to accept the
award-and I assume from their action
in calling for a return of their deposits,
that now at any rate, whatever may
have been the ease in the near past, they
have determined their employment-it
is reasonable to ask that those employees
and their supporters will refrain from
interfering with those persons who are
wi lling to work under the award.

Mr. Underwood: Who is interfering?
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: We

live, or we are supposed to live, in a
law-abiding community, and if they are
members of a union, and think that
they cannot get the terms that they de-
sire, and as a consequence throw uip
their employment and dissolve their
union, what right, other than that of
might, and that may be quite dis-
tinct from right, what right have they
to bring something more than moral
pressure to bear upon those persons
who are willing to work for the come-
panty? These men do not wish for the
kind of protection the member for
Murchison is willing to offer. The hon.
member has delivered himself to-night
of a defence of booting. I do not know
whether it was that hon. member or the
member for 'Mount Margaret who point-
ed out that even the little eccentricity
of egg- throwing was quite a pardonable
ebullition of feeling.

Mr. Troy: Is hooting illegal? Would
you have it pardonable to call a man a
skunk 1
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'The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
would depend upon the circumstances.
Whatever opinion hon. members may
have as to the legality of that conduct,
there can be no doubt, whatever, that it
is not legal to hoot people in the public
streets or assail them with eggs; and if
a person chooses to indulge in that kind
of anusement, if you like to call it such,
I should call it that form of intimida-
tion, it is the duty of the Government
to see that the law is administered as
far ats the Government arc able to do so.
The first duty of the Government in any
civilised country is to provide for the
security of the pcirson and property of
the citizen, and if wve were sitting on
those benches opposite, and ban. mem-
bers opposite were sitting on the benches
on this; side of the House, that would
be equally their duty, as it is our duty.
The Grovernment have done no more than
any Government should he prepared to
do; nothing less than that.

M1r. Walker: Were von aware of the
police demonstration; we're you a party
to it I

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I was
aware of it after it had taken place. I
am not in the confidence of the hion.
members opposite, and I do not know
what the arrangements may have been
with regard to this demonstration. What
are Ihe facts? The trains started to run,
and I think it was on that particular
Thursday to which hon. members refer,
and I supp~ose it will not be disputed,
even b 'y lion. members, that there was a
considerable amount of .fee~ing,. that)
hooting was indulged in, and that of-
fensive epithets, such as blackleg and
scab, were hurled at persons on the
trains, and that also volleys of eggs. were
thrown and at times hit tramway people
and sometimes inoffensive citizens. If
hon, members. dispute that perhaps they
will say so. Do I understand hon. menm-
hers to May that that state of things
should be allowed to continue? Do I
understand theni to argue that citizens
are not to be allowed to walk through
the streets of Perth without being called
blaek-legs and scabs, without having
eggs thrown at them? The member for
North Freinantle suggests that people

who are working for the company are
to be outside the pale of society.
I utterly refuse, on behalf of the
Government, to say that we intend
to draw distinctions of that kind.
We have nothing to do with the charac-
ter of these people; whether their char-
acter be bad or good it is equally our
duty to see that there is protection for
the persons and the property of the citi-
zens. It is a monstrous doctrine to say
that because hion. members opposite dis-
agr-ee with the actions and opinions of
certain per-sons, those persons are to be
deprived of the p~rotectionI of the law.
Surely if that is the condition lion. men~-
bers opposite are contending for let thent
say so; because the public, at any rate,
have sufficient sense to realise that under
a condition of things such as that,' no
man's liberty, and ultimately no man's
life, would be safe.

Mr. Bolton:- There is no need to throw
bouquets at black-legs, you know.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I am
not throwing bouquets at anyone; I am
laying down the simple principle that
the first duty of the Government is to
protect the persons and property of citi-
zens, to take no side in the matter. Hon.
members opposite are taling sides; they
ran seairely see someone they regard as
offensive in the galleries without crying
out.

Member: Quite riplht.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: And

one of those members opposite says,
"Cquite right." These are the impartial
judges who blame the Government for
taking sides. I can only say in regard to
the action of the police on that particular
Thursday, and the succeeding days, I con-
sider they showed every forbearance. The
position was a difficult one; egg-throwing
was going on, and the crowds in the
street were so dense that it was impos-
sible for the police to get at the persons
offering this form of violence. Peaceable
individuals, more particularly women and
children, do well to keep away from the
centres of disturbance at a time when a
certain proportion of the population are
prepared to go to considerable lengths in
regard to their conduct against their
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fellow citizens. No one will main-
tamn that it tends to the peace
to boot a man, calling him names,
or to throw eggs in the public street.
Ron. members opposite, even if they
consider it necessary to condemn the ac-
tions of the police, should have had some
word of condemnation for those who, in
the first instance, were inciting the pub-
lie to disorder, hooting and calling oppro-
brious names, a state of things which
made it very difficult for the police.

.Ar. Holmnan: A lot of scurrilous
hounds and curs.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: We
do not find those hon. members speaking
in disfavour of that attitude on the part
of those who began the disturbance; in-
stead of that they indulge in most inti-
niidatory language in this House to any
bon. member who dares to stand up
against them, and conduct themselves
more like dervishes of debate than
moderate, deliberative legislators. if
those hon. members who adopt this atti-
tude think they are going to intimidate
the Government, going to weaken the
action of the Governinent in regard to
the securing of the protection of the per-
sons and property of the citizens, they
make a great mistake. I do not pay the
slightest attention to hon. members op-
posite in the way of feeling irritated at
what they say.

Mr. Holman: You are in the toils of
the "boodler."

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
lion, member cannot annoy me with in-
terjections of that kind. I wish to assure
hon. members the Government will go on
as they have begun; we will be impartial
in the dlispute, but we will have no mercy
for the law-breaker.

Mr. Walker: Have you borrowed this
from Watde 3

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member knows full well that it
would be impossible in any civilised
country to carry on the Government on
any other lines. If I mistake not I have
here an extract from a speech made by
the hon. member when he was in the
New South Wales Parliament, in which

he lays down similar principles. Speak-
ing of the Broken Hill strike he said-

There can be no doubt about the
fact that no matter what Government
may be in power the laws must be
maintained. They are placed in a
position where they are Sworn to
maintain the laws, and the difficulties
of maintaining a strict position of
neutrality are evidenced by the fact
that both sides to the dispute have been
accusing the Government of taking a
partial view.
iMr. Walker: Read on.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do
not know of any reason why I should
not read on other than that the lion.
member does not always talk sense for
five consecutive minutes. But any obser-
vations by the hon. member on the fact
that the Government of New South
Wales at that time were blamed by both
parties, applies to a somewhat similar
extent to the Government of Western
Australia to-day. For while there
are persons who say wve have leaned
to the side of the employee, that
we have not been sufficiently drastic
in our actions, there are others who say
we have been too drastic. That is the
position. In circumstances like these
when the Government are determined to
do their duty, they must be prepared to
put uip with that sort of thing. But we
are not to be deterred by the class of
speeches we have heard here to-night.
A good deal has been said with regard to
the prosecutions under Section 98 of the
Arbitration Act. That matter being sub
judice, I am precluded from going into
those particular proceedings; bunt I may
say the instructions given by the Gov-
erment to the registrar under that Act
are very explicit, and show clearly that
the Government, in authorising the pro-
ceedings, adopted a strictly impartial at-
titude, an attitude that may strike just
as much against the employer as the
employee. The instruction reads-

In any ease of an industrial dispute
in whichi lie is of opinion that some-
thing has been done in the nature of
a strike or lockout the registrar shall
consult the Crown law officers, and if
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lie is advised that there hasg been a
bleacIh (of Section !9 (ofiftle Act, alI(1
such call be establislhed in a Court (if
law, lie shall avail himself oif the pro-
visiotw oif thle Act.

He bas the fullest liberty and may conl-
stilt the noni-pol itical Crown Lawr officers;
bitt having been advised that a breach of
die Act has been committed, that there is
a prima facie cawe, and evidence in sup-
port if it, it is a reasonable proposition
that he shl d bring the case into court
in order that thle at tentioni of employer,
employee, and the puhlic generally should
be called to the fact that under the Arbi-
tration lict strikes and lcck-outs are
illegal. When Sect ion 9S was under dis-
ctussion, wvhien thle Act was being- passed, I
opposed the section because I had very
grave doubts; as to whether it wvould be
obeyed ;and if it should be found
that this particular section is practically
of no, use in securing the observance of
the Act, it will be a question for coii-
sideration as to whether it should not be
relpeated. But we can scarcely ask
thle House to repeal the section until
anl attempt has been made to enforce it;
and while we have compulsory' arbitration
there can be nothing unreasonable in ask-
ing that both parties to the law should
obey, the law. If they are not 1)repared
to obey the law, let us do away with comn-
pulsory arbitration and let it be a volun-
tary arbitration. But we cannot have it
so thiat the employer possibly may h e shot
at it lie commits a breach of the Act and
the envlplo yee allowed 'to go scot free.

Mtr. A. A. WVilson : But action was
taken five years ago.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Un-
doubtedly ; and in bringing on these pro-
ceedings it may be claimed that we are
following- the precedent established by
the then Government who took proceed-
ings five years ago. To conclude, there
can be no reason why feeling should be-
come excited in regard to this matter.
why the whole trouble should not be set-
tled as far as the public are concerned in
a conmparatively short time if hon. mewn-
bets opposite will adopt moderate
methtods; but when they are joining in and
enconraigillg those wVio adopt forms of

action absolutely akin to violence, if not
actual violence, and when they do, nothing
4o support tlte police and have no word
of condemnation for those who made the
actin of the police necessary, I fear lest
this distuibed state of feelinir may con-
ii, iie. Bitt the duty of the (1 overnment is
clear. It is, as I have already said, to pro-
vide pioteotion for the person and pro-
perty of thle citizens We shall cont inue
to the best Of our ability to disvharge that
duty regardless of whether the persons
wve aie protecting are unioninsts or those

woarc described by lion, members op-
poilc as blacklegs and scabs.

Mr. WALKER (Kanowna) : I
thouight we should have had from the At-
torney General some explanation of the
source of that wonderful irritation, that
breach of the law oit tile part of the
authorities that took place onl Thttisday
last. At this very moment tlte House is
asking who is responsible for that demon-
stration.

Mr. Troy: The Govermnent are.
Mr. WALKER: Ahl; that is in a gen-

eral sense; but what Minister of the
Crown is responsible?9 Or was it a move
entirely unknown to tlte Government;
was it concerted action taken without the
kuotvledge of responsible authority? Are
the Government only now adopting out
of' a generous spirit the action of rasht
subordinates or rash civil servants? We
onltlt ho have known that, ougpht to have
beeni told it. But I ask tlte Attorney
General now, was there a single member
of the Government knew that this demon-
stration was to take place last Thursday;
was there a single member of the Gov-
ejiiment who gave instructions or hall
lbeen made privy to that police demanstra-
hion?

The Attorney General: I am not able to,
answer the hon. member until I know
wvhat demonstration he means.

Mr. WALKER : I mean the crowd
of police.

The Attorney General: That was neces-
sary as a matter of precaution.

Mr. WALKER: How necessary?
The Attorney General: That is a mat-

ter of opinion.
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AM7r. WALKER: Was it pre-arranged?
Did any member of the Government know
of it?

The Attorney General: It was a police
precaution.

Mr. WALKER: Had any member of
the Government been consulted?

The Attorney General: It was a police
precaution for which the Government are
responsible.

',I+. WALKER : Then tile police are
made responsible. Responsibility is
thrown on the police. Of course indir-
ectly the Government are responsible; be-
cause if their admninistriative officers go to
excess or do wrongful aets the Govern-
ment must take the responsibility, or must
take the proper steps to reprove or punish
anything done by those who exceed their
authority. Now. I call endorse what I
said so long ago as the ,Year 1892 and,
if an1 y? lng. 1 could] only emuphasise it
to-night. inamely' . "there can be no doubt
abotile fact that whatever G.overnment

a h e in power the law's mnust be main-
lained ; the Governmnent are@ placed in a
position where their concern is to main-
tain the laws." I say vLO no le law 'v mst
be obeyed, but they mrust be obveyed by
the police as well as -by the citizens. 'rhe
Attorney General knows that the police
call break the law and commnit br-eaches,
of the 1p ace as mulch ats citizens can. They
are protected by their uniform and they
are allowed more liberties because of the ir
position; yet they are kept by' tine law
within certain restrictioiis and they have
11o more the right to insult or assault citi-
zens tilan citizens have 4to insult or assault
them; and( it is tiuat we are complaining
of. Take your egg-throwers all you
please. dto with the crowd wrong-doing
whlat the law provides. hut see to it that
you neither assault nor insult by your
officers tlile pteople of this State. Now.
that is wvhat wals done. This is what oc-
cnried to- inc. I was absoluitely anaware
when I left my office in the Terrace of
anything" ill the nature of a demonstra-
tion. I knew nothling whatever. I gen-
erally go , to lunch in Hay-street. On my
wa- front my ofli1ce to where I usually
take Inch I sawx this spectacle- not onei
policemni fli i a hiorse, h)at I:ire than hamlf
A doz7en.

Mr. Collier: Fifteen.

Mr. WALKER: Riding, not in the
centre of the street to try and disperse a
possible crowd, tnt on thle footpath. One
of the summonises issned to a member of
the House within the precincts of this
House and- by the police protected and
defended her-e in this misconduct by
members of the Ministry, charges him
with standing on Barrack-street. That is
the offence with which he is charged in
the summons. Now I went, as I say, to
lunch. I casually saw a crowd, a crowd
I could not very well in the circumstances
pass through easily. I saw some of my
comrades. I saw Mr. Troy as I went uip
on tile town ball side-rather it was in
the midd-le of the road, because the crowd
was so large at the side. I saw Mr. Troy
wvalking down towards my lnch spot. A
tram came along. We could not run over
the tram, we could not get past on the
footpath. so we stood by and let the tram
pass. Then uip came a policemnan-I will
not say that Mr. Troy wvas as calmn as be
usually is-seized my friend by the arm
and dragged him 20 feet down Barrack-
street. took him by the arm and dragged
hini along. Is that allowed by the law
or the land; is tliat proteeting- the citi-
zens; is that protecting, property? No,
it is interfering with Inhe birthright of
every British citizen, the right of personal
liber-tv. Talk about Youar law anid o rder!
I loathe this cant, and it is nothing more.
Protecting personal property! What sort
oft a demonstration did our British ance-
tors make in England at Runnymnede?
There they faced the king wearing the
crown of England, and compelled him to
sign a charter, there in arms, anid that
chatter declared that no man should be
tortured, or wronged, or deprived of his
liberty. not even by thre king. The king's
power- was limuited where personal liberty
Wvas concerned. No righlt to light for our
liberty, to better our law? What was the
Petili :on of Rights to King Charles; was
that lawful in tine old sense of the word?
Was not that petition a limitation of the
power iif authority to interfere with the
rig hts and liberties of the ordinary citi-
zen ? The lion, member smile,. Is it not
trile lint we have obtained all ',air liber-
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ties by fighting oppression and fighiting
injustice?

The Attorney General: Do not ask me;
I would prefer to go out and have a
smoke.

Mr. WALKER: You will get smoke
enough when yon-get justice. Not only
was this assault committed upon a mem-
her of this House, but afterwards the
sub-inspector came along and took his
name. After that I left my friend and
was trying to get through the street when
this happened: I was on the footpath, I
was using no arguments; making no
demonstration whatever, I was simply
going to pacify my stomach, and then I
was shoved.

Mr. Heitmnn: Pushed.
?ufr. WALKER: That is too mild;- I

was shoved by two or three policemen
into the middle of the road. When in
the middle of the road three or four horse-
men were nidiiig towards me, and I was
shoved back 'by the horses-dangerous
their position was towards me-on to the
footpath; from the footpath I was shoved
baek again into the road. Is that what
the Attorney General defends; is that
protecting property? No; it is insulting
the citizens of this State.

The Attorney General: I would like to
hear the other side before coming to a
decision.

Air. WALKER: Is not my word as
good as that of one of your ''bobbies?''
We know something of the character of
some of those members of the force; some
of those members from whom- the Attor-
lie.) General is taking his reports. We
know something of their conduct in the
past; we know the strength of their evi-
dence, their bias, their 'bitterness, their
unlscrupulousness.

The Attorney General: I know the holl.
member has reason for objecting.

Mr. WALKER: I have reason to know
from the history of this State, and I know
fromu the paper-s which have been laid on
the Table of the House. The wvorld knows
soimething of the conduct of those whose
word is now relied upon. Not even my
bitterest enemiy would think that I would
tell a lie onl this subject. I have de-
scribed what occurred to an ordinary,

calm, individual who was not desirous of
inciting the crowd.

The Attorney General: I do not sug-
gest that the hon. member would tell a lie
bitt that he is sometimes swayed by his
imagination.

Air. WALKER: How convenient such
''tripe'' of that kind is. We have heard
it before. Whenever the member canl-
not answer a sound, solid argument, the
truth, lie grins and talks about the other
man's imagination. It is not the im-
agination of a political mountebank. If
I speak feelingly, it is only because I
have a sense of the importance of the
truth I maintain. Thiere is no imagina-
tion about the facts of last Thursday.
Every citizen present saw them. Is it
not the truth that certain citizens went
to Commissioner Hare mid got an
order from him for the policemen to
take off their swords? Those citizens
were not labour members; they were
minel who condemn labour members, who
have written against labour mcmbers,
who think a labour member can be of no
value; bitt those citizens, incensed by
what happened, interviewed the Com-
missioner of Police. Is not that a fact;
is there any imagination about that;
anv exagger ation about it? No. it is
gospel, and the lion. member should
know it if he does not. That* cannot
be defended. I say I saw those police-
men ride onl the footpath. and not only
ride upon it, but saw them swerve their
]torses round upon it to the danger of
everyone there. Does the Attorney Gen-
eral defend that conduct? When hie
can keep his own home clean then let
him throw stones at the windows of
others. He is not doing it. It is for the
protection of the law that we are taking
attitude to-night, not in defiance, or
abuse, of it. but so that citizens may
respect it. Any calm person. seeing the
state of affairs onl Thursday, would have
known that the excitement was created
only by the presence of that extraor-
dinary mass of policemen. They' won-
sieved what was happening and people
who would have gone about their busi-
ness. thought that something was wrong
and were attracted to the enormous
erowd of men who were being charged.
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on the footpaths. I sawv a horse driven
rapidly backwards and forwards through
the mass. They say that this was the
keeping of the laws. I do not know any
thing that could more severely reflect
upon the incapacity of the police force
than that exhibition. There was no hos-
tile crowd, the bulk of the people gath-
ered there, said to he rioters, wvere, as
has been pointed out, the people who
were going to their luncheon.

Mr. Gourley: And a great number of
them were civil servants.

lifr. WALKER: Undoubtedly. The
offices had been emptied and all were in
the street as is customilry onl any day
of the week, fliting these hours you
will see crowds wvalking between Bar-
rack-street and Pier-street; there are al-
ways enormous crowds about there be-
tween 12 o'clock and 2 o'clock every
day. If anything extraordinary hap-
pens, if a horse slips on the pavement,
you will see a crowd gather around im-
mediately. A manl faints upon the flags
of the footpath and a crowvd is there
immuediately. Whatever little accident
that attracts thie curious for the mo-
ment, there you will see the crowd
:-other any day of the week, and that
was thle Phenomenon that happened last
Trhursday. The police riding backwards
nod forwards brought a big crowvd to-
gether, and thle police were frigh1tened
out of their -wits at this harmless body
4)f civil servants who had been attracted
to the spot because of curiosity. The
police were rushing at everybody, and
Ilhey were rousin, those felnsthat

ined to the hooting. I do not know
alboiut the throwing of eggs, but this you
must remember, that those who threw
the eggs were not tramway employees,
they were citizens who were indignant
at tire conduct of the Government and
the comupanvY they were men who were
icnsed by: the spectacle they saw be-
fore them. The bulk of those present
were not tramway employees or indignant
citizens, but civil servants being- incited
by the police into hlooting. You your-
self. Mr. Speaker, would hoot at such
outrageous conduct in Ni e metropolis of
thle State: nto [nail cind keep, his blood
.,ool and( see qutell madl folly oiII the part

of t he police force. A few of the peace-
ful citizens walking aloing a thorough-
fare were to be pushed by those police-
mene, hurled backwards and forwards,
thrown first into the public way and
then back to the footpath. If you would
niot lose your temper in such ci rcum-
stances then you have power of comn-
niaid, whiich is not ordinary. These
things did happen, and, apparently,
without the cognisance of the Govern-
merit. There are laws in the land which
would ennable citizens to punish t he se
policemen for this excess of authority.
The lawv does not protect either police-
mnr? or Ministers in the excess of their
ditty or where the law is administered
with partiality. Is this ai battle between
the Labour members and the police ?
Shiall the police conquter this House ?
Granted they are Labour members who
sit on this side of the Chamber they are
still members of this Assembly, anid if
they are to be given up to the malice
and playfulness, if I niay say so. of
Commissioner Hare, thenr the sooner the
House closes tip the better, because it
will have lost every vestige of self-re-
spect. If we aire to hanid over the Chram'-
ber to the police, then the sooner thle
House is swept away from amni'mt tire
institutions of the country the better.
That is apparently the position. Mlin-
bers of this House havye had their I iber-
ties and privileges as members violated.
and the reply is a certain 4uotation froui
one of the officers who was iii charge.

Mtr. Swan: And he was the worst of-
fender of all.

Mr. WALKER: He was the worst of-
fender on that day, and he is allowed to
give his own version in this Chamber.
The member for Perth read the state-
ment made by Sub-inspector Lappin; a
certain statement reflecting npon mern-
macrs in this Chamber; a statement
supplied to a private member of this
House. a war of the police against meni-
bets of this House.

12 o'clock, midnight.
Mr, Troy: Who gave Sub-inspector

tappin authority to make that statement?
Mr. WTALKER: I know not, btut that

is the position. The statement goes di-
rect front Mr. Lappin into the hands of
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a member of Parliament to be read in
this Chamber against the whole body of
the representatives of the people. Is
that not scandalous, and not one word
about such impropriety from the Attor-
ney General? These people are pro-
tected and screened while members of
this House are to 'be insulted by a sub-
inspector falsifying facts for the purpose
of injuring the representatives of the
people. It is enough to make a man
forget the calmness that is due to a
deliberative assembly, when such a
phenomenon can exist. The policemen
are to be the accusers of members of
Parliament. and they are to put members
of Parliament on their trial, and if they
cannot beat us here, if the 'y have not
venomous tongues enough on the
other side of the House to cover us
with vitriol enough, they are to carry
us into their courts to make sport of us
for the common public in the dock down
in Roe-street. Imagine such a spectacle,
and the impqdience, of it, without a word
of reproach from the Attorney General.
It has come to this that they serve us
with their filthy summonses and drag its
down there. Not a word about thati! that
is the law; that is order, Maven forgive
them for violating the dearest principle
that Englishmen ever obtained by fight-
ing and struggling through centuries, that
of personal liberty or personal right to
be respected even by those in authority.
I want to know what wrong has been
done by the Labour party, or those the
Labour party are defeitding- in this
struggle. They have done all that the
law could 118l1 them in. They have a1)-
pealed to the law. They wvent to the Arbi-
tration Court and got an award. They
tried to work under that award. Then
the emtan"y p~erv'erted it. There is ito
q~uestion that the company perverted that
award to suit their own ends. Not a
word from the Attorney General on the
point. It is only to prosecute the people
and their friends that the Attorney Gen-
eral moves. Not a word to force the
company. The workers went directly to
the court, got anl award, tried to work
under it. and then claimed the money they'
earned under that award. The company
refused to pay. When the company re-

fused to pay, the men said, "We will go
to other law courts." They respected law
and order. But now comes the quibble,
"Oh, you went to the wrong court; you
should have gone back to the Arbitration
Court." As a matter of fact they did go
back to the Arbitration Court, but the Act
limited the power of the Judge to give
them justice. The Judge indicated what
that justice was; and the justice was with
the men. Then they went to another
court, they went to the first court of law
available. For, after this finding, the
Judge of the Arbitration Court went to
Meekatharra, was away from Perth alto-
gether. The first court sitting where they
could get that question tried was the
local court, and to that court they went.
Unfortunately in a case where the points
and parties were not before him, Mr.
Justice McMillan gave it to he understood
that in his opinion certain people were,
upon strike. That decision was given on
the evidence then before him. Mr. Jus-
tice Meliilan, I say, was perfectly cor-
rect-if I may presume to express an
opinion at all. The affidavits before him
put a position, upon the assumption of
the truth of which his conclusion was
based and his dictum founded. Bitt the
parties to the cause were not before him ;
the matter submitted to him was incomn-
plet6; there were statements there which
could be rebutted, and have since been re-
butted. But these facts hie had not. Up-
on the facts hie had he ventured an
Opinion, and on that opinion the magis-
trates of the lowver court acted. Conse-
quently the men have met with injustice
and ill-treatment all round. They have
been to the courts. They trusted the
courts, and to-morrow will go again t&
the court, if the privilege be given them.
to get the matter interpreted all round.
This I ask the Attorney General to deny
if he can: that it has been the companty
all through who have broken down the
award given by the court; that they have
iguo red it, tried to destroy it, and bare
again and again offered terms foreign to
it. It is the company* that hare broken
the law. Now what about law-breakers?
Where is the indignation now against the
cou'llan "v. where is the wrath of the Gov-
ernn'e,'t about !aw-lbreakers? Wv see

448



[23 AUGUST, 1910.] 4

nothing of it. They are calm. 1t is all
onl the mien that we see it, and not on the
company. The Attorney General asks,
4iwhy won't people keep quiet and allow
those men who are taking the place of
those wrong-ed tramnway employees-why
won't they let them continue to do it?" Is
it in any human hearts to allow it9 Is it
in common humanity to stand up and see
another strangled in his industrial future?
Is it in human nature to see one come in
amongst us who is going to destroy our
possibilities of independence and liberty
and progress in the future? It is not in
human nature. Now, if anl enemy were
to come into this country, brought here
it might he by our own ships-let uis
imagine, Sir, that all the available ship-
ping brings from China or from any
other part of the Asiatic world its ship-
loads of ineomers, and those incomers arc
to he put in the places of all the whites
that are here, and the whites are to be
turned into serfs and slaves. What would
be the attitude of every man of moral
courage? He would fight to the utmost,
calling the incomner an invader; and the
man who helped the incomer and invader
to deprive us of our hearths and homes
and lives would be called a traitor. In a
lesser sense these little unions represent
the property of the working man; the
lives, hearths and families-these are the
property of the worker. Let -but the in-
sidious traitor come in and our ranks are
broken, our wives are wronged, our chl-
dren suffer, our homes are lost. The At-
torney General knows history from serf-
dom to the present time. From serfdom,
when, after the Black Death, the Statute
of Labourers was passed for the purpose
of compelling the man upon the soil to
work for his lord alone. And when the
labourer who sought to change his master
was captured by the police in those days
and branded and driven back to slavery;
when in those days they passed the Sta-
tute of Labourers imposing permanent
serfdom upon the toiler they were only
anticipating- what thle Attorney General
would have us do now, namely pass laws
to compel toilers to remain in bondage.
It is not in human nature to see amongst
us these traitors to their fellows, these
men who would break up the ranks of

those who are striving for better condi-
tions. The man who builds his palace and
enjoys the luxury of his home created by
his wealth has that from the wealth mr-
ated by the sweat and toil and suffering
of his unfortunate brothers who are
called workers. It is not the rich who
build houses, and decorate the ceilings,
who make the fine gardens and cover the
walls with tapestry and splendour; it is
the toiler every time. These are the wage
slaves of to-day. But they are conscious
of their wage slavery; conscious that it
is necessary to combine together in
order that they may stand to safeguard
thne rights and privileges they have wvon.
They prize them, they appreciate them.
Because, standing side by side in one
union, with other unions firm behind
them, they hear the laughter of their
ehildren, they know the smile of the
wife who is contented, and they have
some wee bit of comfort in their homei,
no longer in dungeons and kennels.
There is getting to be a bit of civilised
enjoyment even for the workers and they
combine together to protect that little bit
of comfort which they have won through
centuries of fighting. Then in comes this
plague spot to break up the union,
break up this combination; and we are
expected to welcome him. The Attorney
General says that he is a moan, calls him
a citizen; but he is as much a traitor
as the bitterest foreigner invading our
shores. He is a traitor to the welfare of
this land. That is thle explanation.
Think -what the workers have to lose.
Their property is their combination,
their property is their right to work,
their property is their right to have a
living wage, their property is the right
to have just a little comfort for their
wives and families, and this is all they are
fighting- for. Then we are asked to stand
by and protect these people who come to
break up all this; to protect these people
who are helping to smash uIS Until
we shall be onl the level of serfs
and slaves once more. It is not in
manliness, it is not in humanity to bear
this or tolerate it. Neither do our laws
encourage it. Trades unionism is recog-
nised by the laws of England. It has
taken a long time to win the right, but
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trades unionism is legal. It is legal in
this land, made so by special statutes.
Being so, the manl who tries to break up
a union is a law-breaker, a., the law-
breaker is breaking up what the law
allows and sys is right; and shall we not
hiss the law-breaker, shall we not show
our contempt for this law-breaker, the
law-breaker that means ruin to workers
wherever they may be, that is a strain
severer than the leper or the plague
stricken; shall we not show our contempt
for this law-breaker? No law of heaven
ort of high-minded men will eonidelnn us
for simving- our resentment for the man
who wants. to plunge us baAk into the
darkness of barbarous centuries. N~o
itan of hionouir would wish to see that.
And I say now it is shocking, it is a
spectacle regrettable that the State Pre-
ier-no, not the Premier, but the State
(tovernment; because I must make a 1-
tinction between our Premier and his
officers, between lire Premier and the
Attorney General, between the warm-
hearted manliness of tile one and the
callous, indifferent water-blooded conduct
of the other. The facts are these summned
tip briefly: The tramway emiployees have
endeavoured to the utmost to observe the
law; they have brokeni none; they have
been compelled to break uip their union
in order that they may conform to the
law of the land; the other side has flouted
the arbitration award, has ignored the
laws of the land; and the Government,
through the Attorney General and his
officers, have helped the minions of &'he
company, companions of the law-breaker,
the police in this instance, to intimidate
the Labour party and to coerce the tram-
way employees back into servitude, and
to hoodwink the general public by a huge
colossal falsehood, theatrically played by
the Attorney General, the Commissioner
of Police, the officers of the police force,
and the company in the background.
[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

Mr. TROY (Mlount Mlagnet): I am
speaking for the purpose of making ai
few inquiries from the Government who
are behind the authorities in this parti-
cular trouble, and who instituted pro-
eeedings against members of the Borne.

I want to know if the Government in in-,
stituting proceedings against memnbers.
on this side of the House have acted as,
impartially as thre Attorney General
would have LIS believe. For instance, the
Attorney General said the Government
were thoroughly impartial; hut I know
perfectly well that while members on this
side of the House have been summoned
to the court for alleged illegal actions,
pet-sons who are supporting the present
Ministry, persons who are in their con-
fidence I amn given to nuderglald-
"ire pa Ilila rly who is a great support,4r
of the present Government, absolutely
defied the police at the intersection of
Hay and Narrack-streets last niursday,
but has not1 lbeen served with a summons.
No action was inaken against this gentle-
nan because hie is a friend of the Sov-
erment, and of their kidney. Is that an
impartial attitude? With regard to ther
impartiality of the Government, why did
they allow (lerald Browne to leave the
country wheii lie had murdered a man
at leo norn ! What impartiality is it that
compels tire Government to refuse to pro-
secuate lRerteaux who is a criminal and has
robbed thre peojple and the Government
of the country ! What sort of impartial.
ity is it for the Government, who to-day
are endeavouring to force tire workers
into a degraded position, to prosecute
members on this side of the Hoih&?l As
far as I am concerned, any action I took
was prompted by the very best motives,
and I see no reason to regret it. But I
want to ask the Attorney General who
was responsible for the action of the
politc (on rrhursday last, who it was or-
dered the police out in their numbers
and their inwriads to endeavour to stir up
insurrection and strife in the street,
thereby bringing disrepute on the work-
ers wvho are! fighting for their bare live-
lihood. It must be remembered these
police muade a law for themselves. A
person could not call out in the street,
he could not walk 10 yards without being
hustled, hie could not look into a shop
without being pushed. I want to know
on whose authority the police acted.
Have not they been just as guilty in
breaking the law as any criminal in the
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State? They broke the law by their ac-
tionks, and it is high time some protest
was made in regard to their conduct. I
do not blamne the police, the rank and
file, by any means, but some of them have
no tact and no discretion, and they ought
to be out in the Kimberleys rather than
be allowed in the City where there is
a little commotion for the time being.
I have to recognise this, that the rank
and file are given certain orders; bit
the person who gives them is acting the
part of a tyrant and despot. That is the
position of affairs here. We are told the
policemen were located in the streets to
protect life, limb, and property. What
they were protecting iii a number of eases
were well-known criminals in the employ
of the tramways. One of 'those mn is,
I understand, tinder the Evil Fame Act;
these are bhe people they are protecting.
Talk about finger prints, there is 110 need
for them, as the police have already the
records in the office connected with the
Fremantle gaol. I want to protest
against the conduct of the Government
in ordering plain clothes police to travel
on the trains. If the Governmenit want
authority to be respected that'is not
the right way to set about it. People
and property will not be respected while
the Government adopt such* a course as
that. This wa's evidently done for the
purpose of leadin g people to believe that
the plain' clothes constables were scabs,
and thus cause feelings of enmity against
them, so that those who laboured under
this disbelief might htiavie charges brought
against them. The attitude of the Gov-
eminment in prosecuting members is actu-
ated by the most sinister motives, with
the object of offsetting the illegal action
taken by the police last Thursday. Ani
endeavour is being wade to prove that
members acted illegally, although. -what
they did is not worthy of mention. Take
any, industrial trouble that, has eyer oc-
curred anld see what. was the result of
keeping. the police ouit Of the ,trouble?
In such cases never one drop of blood has
been spilt nor any damage done to lpro-
pert'. Take the timber trouble which
lasted for three months, and in connection
with which property of the Combine was

absolutely unprotected. The worrers
were in the bush, far away from police
supervision, yet during the three months
the men were out on strike not one penny
worth of property belonging to the comn-
pany was destroyed. There has never
been any trouble in an industrial struggle
in Australia unless it has been stirred up
by the police. Any decent-minded men
having a respect for himself will resent
the interference of the police. Look at
the ease of mien being- forced onl the foot-
path, and womnen and children being
pushed about. On Thursday last decent
men were hustled and pushed on the road
and on the foot path. It makes a decent
man's blood boil to know such things,
and I for one will not tolerate that eondi-'
tioii of affairs. I have no doubt as to
wito issued the prosecutions. If the' Gov-
erniment think that by this intimidatiorf
they are going to force the workers on
the trmiways hack into positions 'from
which they are endeaVouring- td emerge
they are sadly mistaken. There' is a
great deal of talk ahouit having respect
for law and order. We are told the peo-
ple are breaking the Arbitration Adt and
arc acting against the arbitratiohl laws.
No body of inen are justified 'in' *orking
under conditions 'which will 66t -hllo*
them a decent livelihood. No politician,
no Parliament,' no Goveniieat, no law in
the world should compet any Manl to work
at a rate of wvages which does hot allow
him to 1i%:t tinder the conditionis of a
civilised' community'. ' The time has
passed for the' workdr to be trdated as an
animal, 'who' shall jfist receive enough to
keep hinm in sufficient healthi to do his
work, The time has arrived for a, worker
to get a wage which will provide him with
a decent livelihood for himself, his wife,
and family, and to give his children those
opportunities he dlid not himself ecnjo .
When the worker does not get that wag(e
he is justified in 'rdsorting to 'any means
to .secure these rights for himself and
family. Duritig my connection with in-
dustrial matters I have never yet urgecd a
body of men to go onl strike: on the con-
trary I have always raised my voice

against it and frequently have got the
men to accept arhitration awards. I have
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asked the men in Lawlers and in my own
constituency to accept the awards, but I
shall never ask men to accept a rate of
wages which will not give them a decent
livelihood. I1 do not care what thle law
compels, for I will not obey it. If
I did I would be a coward and a traitor
to the people I represent. I ask the Gov-
ernment who -instructed the police to come
out on Saturday last and march through
the streets carrying sabres, as if the
whole country were uinder martial law; is
that a state of affairs which should exist
in any country. are the people so tur-bu-
lent. have they proved themselves so,
have they proved themselves to be so
opposed to law and order and their own
welfare, have they caused strife, and was
the Commissioner of Police prompted
iid] instrce by the Government to

bring- out that display of force 9 If any-
thing excites the people and is calcuilated
to stir uip the worst passions of the
people. it is that in a supposed liberty-
enijoying country they should he pushed
about by the police, and that an at-
tempt should be made to quell them
into servitude. Regarding my own
particuilar trouble with the police, I will
deal -with that later on. All I will say
is this, that I am firmly convinced there
was never any excitement in the street
to warrant the interference of the police-
men. I say without fear of contra-
diction that if I were inflamed by any
action it was by the action of thle police
themselves, and if the community con-
gregated in Barrack and Hay-streets
hist T hursday. were inflamed by any ac-
tion, it was by the conduct of the police.
I do not charge all the police with this1
for there are many decent men among
them who acted tactfully and respect-
fully and many who, despite the fact
that they had to do their duty, did it in
a most courteous manner. But a few,
probably believing that this departure
from their ordinary duty might give
them a chance of promotion, acted in a
Manner which should not receive the
commendation of this House, or of any
fair-minded person. There is always a
cIa-;s of policemen ready to do anything
int order to gel promotion. He thinks if

he canl only trump uip a ease against
Soucoiic and get a conviction he will re-
ceive tbat promotion. As a rule, if a
policeman does, not get convictions
against people the authorities are of
opinion that he is not carrying out his
drntv; therefore, some nien are anxious
to take any steps they can to secure con-
victions and so obtain promotion. I do
not wonder that many decent men
are at times forced into the ranks
of criminals by these persons. Many
decent men have been forced into the
ranks of criminals through the action of
the police.

The Minister for Mines: I do not
think all the police are as bad as that.

Mr. TROY: 1 do not say all the police.
I have never before been interfered with
by the police, but then I am not a crimi-
nal; I am as decent a citizen as there is
in this country and I resent the action
of the police in laying hands onl me. Do
you think I would allow a policeman to
interfere with me without giving expres-
sion to my feelings? With regard to
the Arbitration Act and the award given
uinder it some members have said, "Oh
throw it out,'' while others have sug-
gested that it should boe amended. What
does it all mean ina the end? It means
that the Arbitration Act is useless as
long as you direct a Judge to provide a
minimum which means the lowest wage
for the least competent worker. As
there are no least competent workers in
this trouble of the tramways there is no
juistification why the minimum rate of
wages should be paid. If you are going
to amnend the Act, amend it and direct
the Judge to order the payment of a
standard rate of wages which will give
everyV man the opportunity of living in
decency and comfort. Unless it is am-
ended in that direction. in a g-reat ma-
jority of eases the awards will display
the sentiments of the Judge himself. It
is all in the hands of the Judge. If the
Judge is a man with advanced huimani-
tarian views then it -will be well for
those who produce for the wel-
fare of the community ; but if he
is other than a humanitarian man he
will never givye a good award, the
award will be in keeping with his
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own convictions and opinions. If he is an
advanced man like Mr. Justice Higgins
or Mr Justice Isaacs, in a great majority
of cases he will always recognise that
the wvorkers are the producing people
and are entitled to decent consideration.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member is treading on dangerous ground
in referring to Judges by their names.

Mr. TROY: I am referring to them
in a complimentary manner. I am point-
ing out that these two Judges are men
of humanitarian views who have given
good awards. Supposing there is an-
other Judge whose opinions are entirely
different and] who is most conservative
in his views, and if he is president of
the court-and I have had such an ex-
perience myself-then there is no possi-
bility of getting a decent award. For
instance let uis take the award given at
Lawlers by which the workers were com-
pelled to accept the same rate of wages
as is paid in Kalgoorlie even though the
cost of living at Lawlers was proved to be
75 per cent. higher that at Kalgoorlie. Ta
such a case the decision rests with the
president. Unless you have men who
recognise the needs of the workers in ant
advancing civilisation, you can never get
a good award. If the Arbitration Act is
to be amended let it be amended by giv-
ing the court instructions as to what
Patliamnent considers is a. living wage,
and unless it is amended on those lines
it can be of no advantage, and neither
will it give satisfaction.

Mr. SWAN (North Perth): I have
very few remarks to offer in connection
with this debate. I just want to say,
that one thing which strikes me most
favourably is the fact that only on this
side of the House do we find any
member who has had any personal ex-
perience in connection with the conduct
of the police in Hay-street on Thursday
last. it is a remarkable thing whenever
there is any industrial trouble, hon.
members on the Ministerial side con-
trive to fight clear of it. The motion as
it is worded deals only with the question
of the conduct of the police, and as I
had some little experience of the actions
of the police on the occasion in question
perhaps it will he just as -well to relate

[1s]

some of those experiences. As a general
rule I am a fairly law-abiding citizen.
In connection with the difficulty on
Thursday last I am one of those who
had his name taken by the police.

Mr. Bead dan: You 'will get your
"'blister'' later on.

Mr. SWAN:- But I have not lost any
sleep over it up to now, On the occasion
referred to I had not been in the street
for five minutes. I had not seen a tram
running since the start of the trouble,
and I had not taken part in any discus-
sion in connection with the trouble up
to the time my name was asked for by
the police. I attempted to walk from
Barraek-street along Hay-street when I
wvas jostled by the police officer whose
name has been mentioned to-night, Ser-
geant Smith. In fact I was pretty well
ridden down by him and my hat was
covered with the froth which came from
his horse's mouth. 'The animal was an
intelligent one and it was an insult to
it to place such a creature as Sergeant
Smith upon it. I was almost ridden
clown by Sergeant Smith and took re-
fuge o" the footpath. I hardly got
there when a police officer without a
number, and 'whom I could only describe
as at hoodlum,. came behind and started
to push me, aid asked me to move on.
I have not the best temper in the world
and if it had not been for the uniform
I would have put the individual across
my knee. I have taken a mental photo-
graph of him in view of the fact that he
had no number, He asked me to move
on and when I asked him where I was to
move on to he said, " There is plenty of
room out there," and be violently push-
ed me off the footpath into the same
place that Sergt. Smith had previously
driven me from. My first impulse was
to knock the man down. Fortunately I
had not been in the street long enough
to be excited, or that is what would have
happened. This will serve to show how
much judgment was displayed by the
police on that occasion. In the miajority
of eases the police who were employedl
in that particular locality behaved them-
selves as men in their positions should
do, but there were three or four oitt-
standing cases of some men of erlieri-
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enee which deserve to be referred to.
The mven without previous experience,
as in the case I have indicated, cer-
tainly showed that they were wholly
unfit for the positions they were
called upon to occupy on that day.
Naturally to occupy his position Ser-
geant Smnith must be a man of experience.
Yet I am quite satisfied hie absolutely lost
his head on that occasion, and that it was
more by good luck than good manage-
inent on his part that someone was not
killed. His action, and those of the men
to whom I have referred, go to show that
the police were not acting in the best
way to preserve Jaw and order. I was
tinder the impression that a man con-
ducting himself properly in the street
was entitled to rensent the interference
of the police. But immediately I asked
the policeman to wvhom I hare referred
how hie dared lay hands on me, he in-
sisted 1u130n taking my name. The mem-
her for Perth has been subjected to some
criticism this evening. I would not criti-
cise him for the world. I can only com-
pliment him on his carrying out the
instructions of his masters. I have the
honour to represent more citizens of
Perth than does the member for Perth.
Uip to date I have found no reason to
cry out in the interests of muy constita-
cots against the stoppage of the trains,.
So far as my constituents are concerned
my experience is that they are prepared
to walk until these men get justice; and,
as I say, I am speaking on behalf of a
larger number of Perth citizens than is
represented by the member for Perth.
The member for Perth criticised members
on this side of the House. For my part
I am glad to think I am here represent-
ing people and not companies and com-
bines.

The Minister for Mines: I do not
think it is fair to say the hon. member
represents combines. I hope the expres-
sion will be withdrawn.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The boo.
inember must withdraw.

Mr. SWAN: I wvill withdraw. My
only regret is that the hon. member is
not here to call for a withdrawal himself.
Following his usual tactics, having made

his charges he is now absent from the-
Chamber. Hfe said that were it not for
the unions hiou. members on this side of
the House would not be here. I will say
that were it not for companies amid com-
bines in the City, the lion. member would
not be here. His attitude on this ques-
tion will serve to show the people of the
City what inanmer of representative he
is, and sorely it will result in Perth hav-
ing another representative after the next
general election. The hon. member said
people arc afraid to ride in the tramns,
because of the rotten eggs. Speaking oif
my constituents. I may say I have Pound
no complaint on that score. My con-
stituients do not ride in the trains; in
fact, since the trouble the tramns have
not run inii y constituiency: but even if
they did the people in my electorate are
quite prepared to continue walking until
thme tramway employees have been eou-
ceded decent conditions. That is the
reason of the scarcity of passengers on
the traems, rallier thaii any fear of being
struck by a rotten egg. As I pointed out
before, members on this side of the
House are able to speak from personal
experienuce in regard to this trouble,
while. on the other side, what little we
have heard has been given us from hear-
say. We hear from the member for
Perth what one lady, who keeps a hash
house, told somebody else; but we have
not heard any personal experiences
from the members on that side of the
House. The assertions of the member for
West Perth were made, J suppose, on
somewhat similar authority. He said
that the men would have gone 'back to
work if they had not been advised by
mnembers on this side to stand out. Were
I ini the position of being able to advise
the men I would take pride in exhorting
them never to go back to -work under the
old conditions. However, I have not,
and I know that no other member on this
side of the House has been responsible
f or keeping them out of their employ-
ment. I felt it necessary to have a word
to say on this subject, more particularly
as my name has been taken by the officers
appointed to preserve law and order.
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Mr. SCADDAN (in reply): If no
other member desires to add anything to
the debate I wish, as briefly as possible,
to reply to some of the statements made
by members on the other side of the
House. There is, first of all, the state-
ment of the Premier to the effect that it
is an obligation on the Government to
support the police in the execution of
their duty. The Premier said there was
not a member on this side of the House
who would not agree to that statement.
But we add it is also an obligation on the
Government to see that the police do not
exceed their dutty; and I think we have
shown conclusively to-night that on
Thursday last, in Hay-street, the police
certainly did overstep their duty. I
would like to point out it is not always
that the Government are desirous of
suppoirting the police in the execution of
their dutty. I understand the Government
issue instructions to the police frequently
to only do part of their duty in the ad-
ministration of certain Acts of Parlia-
ment. If it is necessary to say any more
to prbve that statement I can mention
the instructions issued to the police to
prevent betting taking place on certain
sports grounds while openly permitting
it at otker places, which is contrary to
the law of the land. The Government were
responsible for issuing those instructions,
showiiig they are not desirous of doing
what the Premier states is part of their
dutty, that is, supporting the police in
the carrying ouit of the proper adminis-
tration of our la-ws. The Premier has
probably been misled by the reports of
the police officers. It is as well to re-
member that the inspectors made those
reports because they were pretty well
aware that their conduct would he
brought under the notiice of the House
as soon as the 'House met; that is the
reason why they made those reports to
the Goverument, and made it appear, of
course, that they were justified in takting
the action they did. I still contend that
the statement made by Sergeant Smith
in his report is absolutely incorrect, and
it does not need the evidence of members
of Parliament only, but I believe if it
were asked for it would be given volun-

tarily by hundreds of persons who were
present and saw the conduct of Sergeant
Smith. Hundreds could be found who
saw these things happen, as reported in
the House to-night by hon. members.
The statement of Sergeant Smith in his
justification for taking horses on the
footpath to the danger of pedestrians on
the ground that the foot police could not
remove the people, is absolutely' incorrect.
My experience and that of other mem-
hers was that we were first of all re-
moved from the footpath by the foot
police, and immediately afterwards driven
back to the footpath by the mounted
police. I think it is part of the duty of
the Government of the i6tate to see that
the police do not exceed their duty just
as much as it is part of their duty to see
that the police do their duty. I want to
make one or tywo references with regard
to the member for Perth. I want to know
if the Government have any idea as to
where the member for Perth obtained
some of those statements, as made by
some of the employees of the company.

The Premier: The Government have
no knowledge of them.

Mr. SCADtYAN: Then the Govern-
ment should make it their duty to find
out. I am under the impression that the
member for Perth obtained them from
the police, that the police got these state-
ments from these men and handed them
over to the member for Perth.

The Premier: The member for Perth
asked me at midday to-day whether any
action had been taken against any mem-
ber of Parliament, and I told him that I
was not aware of any at the time, hut at
4 o'clock I rang up the Commissioner of
Police and he told me that action had
been taken.

Mr. SCADDAN: The member for
Perth made use of the statements pro-
cured from individuals now in the em-
ploy of the tramway company. They
were certainly not obtained by the mem-
ber for Perth; they must have been ob-
tained by some other person. I want to
know if they were obtained by the police
and afterwards handed over to the mem-
ber for Perth without the knowledge of
thle Government. In any case the Gov-
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erment are in duty bound to inquire bow
the member came by these statements;
because if he could obtain statements of
this kind from the police, anyone should
be in the same position to obtain them,
and I am satisfied that the Government
would not permit anything of the kind
to continue for a single day.

Mr. Troy: Will the Premier prosecuite
his friends whose names were taken?

The Premier:- Certainly.
Mr. Troy:- Will the Premier prosecute

a prominent citizen who defied the
police on the corner of Hay and Barrack
streets.

The Premier: I will prosecute the
whole lot of them.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. SCADDAN:- The member for Perth

was indignant and wratuI~h to-night at
the idea of any member of this Chamber
doing such a thing as hooting a fellow
citizen, irrespective of what the bon.
member's opinion might be of the action
of the fellow citizen he was hooting
Let me tell the mnbet for Perth that
he, himself, has been guilty of that
conduct, but not so openly. He went
to the Eaperance railway meeting in
Perth and got behind a screen, and on
every possible occasion began hooting
the speakers who were addressing the
audience ; that is what he can do when
he is behind a screen ; and then he comes
to the House and indignantly objects
to hon. members he considers guilty of
hooting conduct they do not agree with.
I do not think that hooting should be
considered an offence. It has always
been recognised as permissible, at foot-
ball matches for instance.

The Premier: It is e kind of pleasant-
ry.

Mr. SCADDAN: At any rate it is an
inoffensive method of showing disap-
proval. If the police force were instruct-
ed to arrest every man they heard hooting
our gaols would be filled. Go to any
football match and at times you will
find half the people cheering and the
other half boohooing.

Air. Troy: 'Will the Premier tell me-
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:- Order!1

The hon. member must not ask a question
now.

Mr. Troy:- I have permission from the-
Premier.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER; The hon.
member cannot do it.

?&. SCADDAN : The member for West
Perth said distinctly that an arbitration
award could be enforced against an
employer but not against the employee.

Mr. Diaper:, Practically.
Mr. SCADDAN : Let me tell the hon.

member that the experience in Australia
is the very reverge, that whereas the
whole force of the law can be put into
operation to compel the employee to
accept an award of the court, the whole
force of the law cannot compel the em-
ployer to carry on operations if the
award is unfavourable. What happened
at Broken Hill ? The hon. member
knows that the Federal court gave an
award which was to some extent favour-
able to the men, but the company owning
the mine refused to continue working
the mine, and the whole force of the law
in New South Wales could not compel
themn to abide by the decision of the
Federal court. Yet;* on the other hand,
we had only yesterday in Perth a case
where the law compelled the miners
the employees of a Collie mine, to abide
by the decision of the Arbitration Court.

Mr. Draper: An isolated instance.
Mr. SCADDAN:- Numerous instances

could be quoted. Both parties may
object and protest strongly, but in actual
practice it has been found that where the
law can be enforced against the em-
ployee there is no power to enforce it
against an employer ?

Mr. Draper: How can you enforce it
against employees.

Mr. SCADDAN: There are no emolu-
ments given to the legal profession at the
Arbitration Court, or the hon. member
would know.

Mr. Draper : You get larger fees in the
Arbitration Court than the legal pro-
felson get in the Supreme Court.

1 o'clock a-rm.
Mr. SCADDAN: The hon. member

suggests that we should leave things
alone. He wants to be like the song
"I don't know where I'm going, but
I'm on my way." That is the position
the hon. member wants us to take up.
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I say it is nots9 position we should occupy.
There is certainly fault on one side or
the other. I have always contended
that the company have no des4ire to work
under the arbitration award, and I think
the Premier will admit that if the pro-
position were placed in the hands of the
company to-morrow to return to work
and allow the court to interpret the
award, they might, if pressure were
brought upon them, agree, but they would
not agree very readily. But I happen
to know what I am stating is absolutely
correct, that if the men were prepared
to contract themselves out of the award
in connection with the hours prescribed
by the court they would get almost any
other condition they asked for. Then
we are told by the Attorney General
that members on this side are inciting
the men to strike. As a matter of fact,
the Crown Law Department, controlled
by the Attorney General, have never
made the slightest effort to discover
whether the company were desirous of
working under the award or not. AlI
the Attorney General has looked for is
some method of prosecuting the men
for doing something in the nature of a
strike. Let me show the impartiality
of the Government and the Attorney
General. I believe it was on the 31st
May, I may not be quite right as to the
date, that a man giving evidence before
the Arbitration Court in the butchers'
vase stated definitely that, when he told
his employer he -wanted to get off to
give evidence in the case, be wes inform-
ed that he could took for work elsewhere.
lie was sacked because he attempted
to go to the court to give evidence.
The president then said definitely that
the action of the employer had rendered
him liable to a heavy fine. Will the
Attorney General deny that the case
was brought under his notice ?

The Attorney General: I do not think
it was brought under my notice.

Mr. SCADDAN: I will move for the
papers to see. He must have had the
case brought under his notice; if he
did not some of the officers of his de-
partment have been lacking irC their
duty. Here was an act on the part of
an employer which the president publicly

and definitely stated rendered him liable
to a heavy fine. If the Government
are desirous of being impartial between
employer and employee why are they
taking no action after an intimation of
that nature ?

Mr. Bath: Awards are being broken
on the fields every day.

Mr. SCADDAN: floes the Attorney
General deny that the union wrote to
the department drawing attention to
the remarks of the president? That is
the impartiality of the Government
The Attorney General says the Govern-
ment could do no more, and certainly
could do no leas, than protect law-abiding
citizens desirous of using the public
thoroughfare. The next moment he
says that women and children-and I
suppose they are not law-abiding from
his point of view--should, to avoid
being run down by mad troopers, keep
away from the affected parts. Do not
the Government want to protect the
women and children ? Are not our
women law-abiding ; are not they to be
protected as well as strike breakers ?
There has been sufficient evidence to-
night to show that the strike breakers
are protected while men and women are
run down.I I II

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Mr. Heitmann: Did not he say he would
protect blacklegs ?

Mr. SOADDAN: It is useless to refer
to blacklegs, for he does not under-
stand the position. A man without
experience in these strikes does not know
what a strike breaker really is, or what
he is considered to be by fellow unionists.
I am not satisfied with the reply of the
Government. It is useles"! to say the
Government were not aware of what
was transpiring, that it was only brought
under their notice after matters had
happened. The Colonial Secretary was
informed of it, he was brought into the
etreet in my presence and when we told
him what was occurring he was indig-
nant, but immediately he had met a
police officer he smiled over it and left
the street as if nothing had happened.
He could have seen for himself all that
was going on. We told him that iffhe
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moved the troopers the public would
again become quiet. This has been
proved by the faet that to-day, as; on
Friday and Saturday, one would never
have known there was an industrial
dispute in existence. It is due to the
fact that there has not been a parade
of troopers. Yet again on the follow-
ing Saturday the troopers came out
armed with Sabres. Does not that
show the Government were aware of
what was transpiring.

The Premier: In South Australia
troopers alwvays wear Sabres.

Mr. SCADDAN: To my mind the
debate on this question will have a good
effect. The member for Brown Hill
has contributed something to the debate
that should be useful to the Government,
to this House and to the country gener-
ally. It has been pointed out times out
of number, not only by members, but
also by the president and members of
the Arbitration Court, that there is an
absolute necessity for an amendment
of the Act, so as to give the Court powers
desired by both parties appearing before
them. The Governent. however, have
taken no action. That to my mind makes
them responsible to a large degree for
the present dispute. If they pay atten-
tion to the remarks of the member for
Browni Hill there will be a great improve-
ment.

The Premier, We have discussed the
question with the lion, member ;he knows
the difficulties and I know them.

Mr. SCADDA.N: The member for
Brown Hill recognises the difficulties,
and to my mind gave a practical solu-
tion of them. What did the Premier
do?7 He said, " We arenow in abit of
a mess and probably we Shall find a way
out of it later on." That is not the
proper attitude to take on the question.
What we have to decide is whether the
position has been brought about by the
failure of the Arbitration Court to deal
with the case. The Government should
take the earliest opportunity to amend
the Act so as to avoid the recurrence of
such a position as now exists. In order
to make it clear and definite that I am
not here to move the adjournment of the
Hotise for the purpose of beating at the

wind, T ill ask members on both sides
to express their opinion of the question
by recording their vote on the conduct
of the authorities in this case.

Question put and a division taken
with the following result:

Ayes .. . .22

Noes .. . .24

Majority against .- 2

Arse.
M r.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
%I r.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Angwin
Both
Bolton
Collier
Gill
Gourley
Heitmnn
Holman
Ho ran
Hudson
Johnson
MeDowall

Mr. Brown
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Carson
Mr. Cowebier
Mr. Dagliab
Mr. Davies
Mr. Draper
Mr. Foulkes
Mr. George
Mr. Gordon
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Harper
Mr. Sanoby

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

O'ljoghlen
Price
Scaddan
Swan
Taylor
Underwood
Walker
Ware
A. A. Wilson
Troy

(Teller).

Noes.

Mr. Male
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Monger
Sir N. J. Moore
Mr. B. F. Moore
Mr. Murphy
Mr. Nanson
Mr. Osborn
Mr. Please
Mr. P. Wilson
Mr. Layman

(Teller).

Question thus negatived.
Housle adjourned 1.15 a.m. (Wednesdlay).
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