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long life and prosperity. May I also
wish youa 4 merry Christmas and & happy
New Year ?

Hon. C. SOMMERS (Metropolitan) :
I desire to echo the sentiments of the
previous speakers and to wish vyou,
Mr. President, a prosperous New Year ;
I hope you will long occupy the position
of President. As one of the members
whose term of office expires next year by
effluxion of time, I may not have the
opportunity to meet you in this House
again. I have to thank you, the Chair-
man of Committees, and the officers of
the House for the courtesy at all times
extended to me; I also thank the
leader of the House and the Honorary
Minister. We do not always see eye
to eye in everything, but now that the
session is over we can give each other
credit for endeavouring to do what we
respectively consider is best for the
country. If I have the honour to be
elected again, I hope to ses you, Mr.
President, still occupying your present
high position.

Hon. 8ir E. H. WITTENOOM (North) :
I would like to congratulate the leader
of the Howse on the admirable’ way in
which he has conducted the business.
He has been exceedingly amiable and
conciliatory and he has not shown any
temper. As one who knows the duiies,
I may say that there is no more difficult
position in Parliament than that of
leader of this House. Wa hear a great
deal about the duties of the leader of
the Opposition in the Legislative As-
gsembly, but he has not to do half what the
leader of the Legislative Council has
to do. As T know perfectly well he
has to make himself conversant with every
Bill that is brought up, and he has to
know all the clauses in it. In years
gone by when I was doing penal servitude
in the same position, Bills of eighty
and ninety clauses would come forward
and some member would very kindily
ask " What does Clause 40 mean *”
I would say—"“1 don’t guite know,”
and he would retort—** Well, what the
devil are you there for 7"’ That shows
that a Minister in charge of this House
has to know every clause and he has

he hardest billet in Parliament. Mr.
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Drew has carried out his duties with
dignity, conrtesy, and ability, as he did
on a former occasion. With regard to
you, Mr. President, I hope you will
long be there to adorn the position, the
duties of which you carry out so ad-
mirably.

The PRESIDENT : Hon. members,
Ithank thespeakers for their kindly words.
I may be permitted to wish everyone
all the compliments of the season.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 3,10 a.m. (Saturday).

Tegislative Fssembly,
Friday, 22nd December, 1911.

Pace

Questions: Lands Derinrr.menu. Bookkesping 1528
Comjpossionate nllowance t0 police con-

gtable’s mother 1529

Railway construction, Hrookton- Kuu]m .. 1529

Timber hands . 1553
Fruit Packer, n.ppomtment. 1553

Papers presented 1529
Statutes Comptlntmn ‘Criminal Code 1528
Return : Criminnl Investigntion Officers 1530

Bille: Divorce Amendmeut, Council’s amend-
ments, Meszaae 1530, 1547, 1562
Workers” Homes Council’s nmepdinents . 15%6
Industrinl Coneiliation and ArbitratioL Act
Amendment, Council’s amendments,
Message, Heport of Monogers 1539, 1554, 1363
Agricultural Bank Act Amwendment, Cotin-
cil’s amendwments, Message 1547, 1562, 1564
Appropriation, oll stages, returned .. 55.. 1562
Land and Iocome Tax, returned 1552
Veterinary, Council's Message 1552
Goldfields Water Supply Act Amend.ment
Council's Message, Message . 1&52, 15662
Loan, €2,142,000, returned 3

Public Service Act Amendment returned 1554

Municipa]l Corporations Act Amendment
returned 1554

‘Totnlisator Regulntlon, Council's nmend-
ment 1563

Upper Dar]m;z B.uuge Rﬂllwu\y Extensmn,
returned 1563
Hothaw-Crosswan Kail way, returned . 1563
Yillimining-Kondinin Rnilway, returned .., 1563
Marrinup Braoch Railway, returned 1563
Money Bills, Procedure . 1551
Adjournment, comphmeutnry remn.rks 15G4

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.30
p-m., and read prayers,

QUESTION—LANDS DEPARTMENT,
BOOKIKEEPING.

Mr, E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Min-

ister for Lands: 1, What was the cost of

each change of system of keeping ac-
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-counts in the lands Department (a.)
From ledgers to eards 1906; (b.} From
«cards to new eards in 1909? 2, What
is the esiimated cost of the change now
being brought about, i.e, from eards to
hound ledgers ¢ 3, What is the ohject
of the change. and is there any real ne-
-eessity for it 9 4, Has the ehange been
sanctioned by ihe Auditor General ¥ 5,
Should not the aceonnts for each distriel
ageney be kept at the district ageney and
one of fthe present ledger-kecpers Dle
transferred io each agency ? G, Are the
‘temporary officers who have been engnged
as ledger-keepers for two years and over
to be placed on the permanent staff ?

The PREMIER (for the Minister for
Lands) replied: 1, (a.) About £575; (b.)
About £790. 2, About £270. 3, To im-
prove the system of aceounts and to re-
place eards by hound ledgers, the eards
heing found unsuitable for the require-
ments of this department. Ti is antiei-
pated that the new system will effeet a
eonsiderable saving in salaries, and will
facilitate anditing. 4, The Aunditor Gen-
eral pernsed the syvstem, and raised no
ohjection to it. He stated that matter
was outside his jurisdiction. 5, No. it is
not considered advisable to decentralise the
acconnis of the departreent. 6, Provision
exists on the Estimates for the filling of
a humher of permanent positions in the
-accouni’s branch, and subjeet to the pro-
visions of the Publiec Service Aect, | hese
will, ns Ear as poszsible, be Alled from the
temporary staff,

QUESTION—COMPASSIONATE Al
LOWANCE TO POLICE CON-

STABLE’S MOTHER.

Mr. TAYLOR asked ihe Premier: Is
Mrs. J. Smith, who is reeeiving a compas-
sionate allowanee, on this year’s Esti-
mates, deserthed as mother of ex-constable
M. Smith, the person meniioned during
the debale on the Tolice Benefit Fund Bill
on Wednesday, 20th December.

The PREMIER replied: Yes.
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QUESTION—RAILWAY CONSTRUC-
TION, BROOKTON-KUNJIN.

Mr. HARPER asked the Minisier for
Works: When does he intend—in view of
the Premier’s assurance to a deputation
thai waited upon him recently—=tarting
ihe construciion of the Brooktvn-Kunjin
Railway ¢

The MINISTER FOR WORKS
plied: The Governinent propose procecd-
ing as quickly as possible with rthe
Quairading-Nunagin - and  Wickepin-
Merviden railways, but it i1s impossible to
state at-the present time the exact date
of ecommencing the other lines.

1e-

PAPFERS PRESENTED.

By Hon. W. C. Angwin (Hounovary
Minister) : Return showing the number of
Sundays on which officers employed in
the Fremantle Prison worked doring the
peviod from Ist January, 1911, Lo 30th
November, 1911 (ordered on molion by
Mr. Carpenler).

By the Premier: 1, Retnen showing the
number of persons convicted for selling
adullerated milk Ffrom 26th Januwary,
1910, io 20th November. 1911, inclnsive
(ordered on motion by Mr. Lander) : 2,
Return of prosecutions under the Face-
tories Act tordered on motion by Mr.
Lander) = 3, Retuen of officers of Crim-
inal [nvestigation Depactment (vrdered
on mgotion by Mr. Dooley; 4, Report of
Registrar of Friendly Societies.

By the Minister for Lands: 1, Annual
Report of the Agricultural Bank for the
year ended 30th June, 1911. 2, Relurn
showing area of Crown lands heing eut
over by various timber companies (asked
for by Mr. ("Loghlen on 15th November).

STATUTES COMPILATION—
CRTIMINAYL CODF.

On wmotion by the ATTORNEY GEN-
ERAL, resolved—"That pursuant to ‘The
Statutes Compilafion Acf. 1905 this
Touse hereby divecis the compilation with
jts amendments of ‘The Criminal Code
Act, 190277
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RETURN—CRIMINAL INVESTIGA-
TION OFFICERS.

Mr. UTNDERWOOD (for Mr. Dooley)
moved—

That ¢ return be laid upon the Table
showing:—(1,) The number of mem-
bers of the Criminal Investigation De-
partment who have resigned from thaé
branch of the Police Service during the
past five years, or have reverted to the
uniform service at their own request.
(2,) The length of experience the last
siz men had who have been appointed
to the C.UD. (3,) The number of
rvacancies i the first and second class
detective division, and the reason why
they have not been jfilled. (4,} The
amount given in rewards for the past
three years to members of the C.1.D,
(3,) The names of the recipients and
the amount given to each. (6,) The
amount drawn as information money
during the same period. (7), The names
of the recipients and (he amount draws
by each. (8,) The amount paid annu-
ally by the Chamber of Mines on ac-
count of the gold stcaling investiga-
tions, ete. (9,) Tle names of the re-
cipients of this mouey and the amount
received by each.

The PREMIER: Tt is nof intended
to divnlge the names of the rvecipients of
the amounts drawn as information money,
8s i wonld be agains{ public policy, but
all the other information has been ob-
tained in anticipation of the passing of
the motion.

Question passed.

The PREMIER: In aecordance with
the resolution I present the return asked
for.

BILL—DIVORCE AMENDMENT.
Couneil's Amendments.
Schedule of six amendments made by
ihe Lepislative Councif now considered.

In Commiltee.
Mr. Holman in the Chair, Mr. Hudson
in charge of ibe Bill.
No. 1.—Strike out Clause 2 and insert
the following in lien thereof :—*Seetion
twenty-three of the prineipal Act is here-
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by repealed, and the following is substi-
tuted :—"“23. Tt shall be Jawful for any
husband to present a petition to the said
Court, praying that his marriage may be
dissolved on the grounds (hat his wife has
since the celebration thereof been guilty
of adullery; and it shall be lawful for
any wife to present a petition to the
Court, praying that her marriage may be
dissolved on the ground that since the
celebration thereof her hushand has been
guilty of ‘adultery, sodomy, or bestiality’;
and it shall be lawful for any married
person to present a pelition to the Court
praying that his or her marriage may be
dissolved on the ground that sinee the
celebration thereof his wife or her bhus-
band, as the case may he, has without
just eause or excuse wilfully deserted him
or her, and without any such cause or
excuse left him or her continuously de-
serted for five years and upwards; or,
{a.) On the ground that the respondent
has during four years and upwards been
an habitual druonkard and either habitn-
ally left his wife without means of sup-
pori or habitually been guilty of eruelty
towards her, or being the petitioner’s wife
has for a like period been an habitual
drunkard and habitually neglected her
domeslic duties or vendered herself unfit
to discharge them; or, (b.) On the ground
that af the time of the presentation of
the petition the respondent has been im-
prisoned for a period of not less tham
three years and is still in prison under a
commuted sentence for a capifal crime or
under sentence of imprisonment for seven
vears or upwards, or being o husband has
within five years undergone frequent ecn-
victions for erime and been senlenced in
the aggregate 1o imprisonment for three
years or upwards and left his wife hiabi-
tually wilthout the means of support; or
{¢.} On the ground that within one year
previously the respondent has been con-
vieted of having attempted to murder the
petitioner or having assaulted him or her
with intent to infliet grievous bodily harm
or, {d.) On the ground that the respon-
dent 15 a lunatic or person of unsound
mind. and has been confined as such in
any asylum or other institution in
aceordance with fthe provisions of the
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Lunacy Act for a period or periods not
less in the aggregate than five years within
fen years immediately preceding the filing
of the petition and is vnlikely to recover
from sneh lunacy or unsoundness of
mind. And every such petition shall state
as distinetly as the nature of the case
permits the facts on which the claim to
have such marriage dissolved is founded.’”

Mr. HUDSON moved—

That the umendment be agreed to.

Mr. MONGER: As far as could be
jndged, this was an absolutely new Bill,
Were we to pass legislation of this kind
at the eleventh hour ¢ Before we even
thought of giving it consideration, we
should have from the iniroducer of ihe
Bill an explanation as to the meaning of
these amendments.

Mr. CARPENTER: It was easily un-
derstood that the sponsor for the Bill de-
sired that it should pass without delay ;
but it was to be realised that we eould
nol accept these voluminous amendments
without an explanation of their purport.

Mr. HUDSON: So thoroughly had the
Rill heen thrashed out in hoih Houses,
that he felt confident hon, members
were cognisant of all that had oecurred.
When the Bill went up io another place.

additional grounds for divorce were
provided. One of these addiiional
gronnds  was adultery on  the part

of vither the hushand or the wife, while
another was desertion for three years.
The Legislative Couneil had exiended
this term of desertion from three to five
years, and had added 1o the ¢lause other

grounds for divorce—one being that
of habitwal drunkenness, and another
imprisonment  for three years or up-
wards.  Very little explanation was
required in  respeet o (hese  new
zronmls, which spoke for themselves.
Ancther  ground  which  had  heen
added was that of aftempled mur-

der, while the last was the committal of
either parly to a lunmatic asylum for a
period of five vears. This last provisien
was i forece in Vietoria and other
places, and so il had been thought it
should be included here while the Bill
was nnder eonsideration.  No objection
eould be raised fo the inclusion of any of
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these grounds, and he trusted that the
Committee would accept the amendments
as proposed by the Legislative Couneil.
Other amendments made were merely
further sateguards.

Mr. GEORGE: The Legislalive Couneil
had made drastic alterations to the Bill.

Alr. ‘Taylor: They have made a new Bill
of it.

The Attorney General: They have put
it on a par with the laws of the Kastern
States.

Me., GEORGE: It was just possible

that the Tastern States were in
front of us in mafters in  respect
to whieh we desived they should be
in front of us. In our anxiety

to reetify wrong wr injustice, we
they should be in front of us. In our
desire to rectify wrongs or injustice, we
should be very caveful as to how we went
about it, and should make haste slowly.
There had been no demand for the Bill
Seeing that the Bill which we sent up to
another plaee had there been re-casi sand
remodelled, we should have due time for
its considevation in its new form. The
alterations in the Bill were so far-reach-
ing that we should deliberate long before
aceepting them. He had no desire to
delay the Bill.  Indeed he thoroughly
apreed with most of the points he had
noted in the amendments, but having re-
gard to the fact that we had what was
really a new Bill before us, he would
appeal to the bon. member to defer this
question unlil (he next session, when we
eould have a eomprehensive Divorce Bill
covering all phases of the guestion, To
accept these amendments would he Lo
{reat an important matfer with less eon-
sideration than it deserved. Hon. mem-
bers had not had time (o read and digest
the dehaies of another place in regard to
these amendments. In faci, these days
hon. members had veeyv little time for
even lheir private affairs.

My, Heitmann: Tt is time you lefy your
private affairs alone, and attended to the
business of the country.

Mr. GEORGE: Sueh remarks were eu-
tirely ivrelevant to the discussion, and
quile ont of place. Ie boped the member
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for Yilearn (3Mr. Hudson) would adopt
the suggestion offered. and defer the Bill
until next session.

Mre. TAYLOR: The rapid passage
of the Bill through s House clearly
indivated (he way in which it ap-
pealed  to  members, The main ob-
jeet of that Bill was stated w abed 10
lines, and now (he measure came back
with an amendment running into GO or
70 lines. Tf the Bill in its present form
were accepted we should bave nothing of
the original Bill left.

Me. MeDowall: Do you noet think they
have improved it ?

Mr, TAYLOR: The hon. member was
not in the hahit of conceding that an-
other place could legislate better than
this House, which was represenfative of
the whole people. Members had not had
an oppurtunity of reading the Bill az

amended and understanding  what it
meant. Clause 2 of the Bill was the

whole Bill. but this House had sent up a
baby 1o another place and had received
back a full grown adult.

The Attorney General: A good thing.

Mr, TAYLOR : In past years the Attor-
ney  fieneral had fought amendments
from another piace as not heing in keep-
ing with the politics which members were
gent to support. 1t was not necessary to
rush throngl: the Rill without any ex-
planation. A Bill of this chavacter was
necesary, hut members wouald not be jus-
titied at the elnse of the sesion in send-
ing away one Bill to another place, and
aecepting in return a new one which
thex had not had fime to consider. The
Couneil wounld wot accept amendments
sent from this Chamber in that manner.
Thi< measure inlerfered with the whole
social fabrie. and demanded close atten-
tion. The unhappy cireumstances of
some warvied conples did not  justify
meimhers in swallowing the Bill holus
bolus.

Mre, MeDOWALL: The hernics of the
member for Mt. Margaret were astound-
ing. The Bill had been hefore the As-
sembly, aud although it lad been altered,
he wos certain that if the member for
Yilmarn had thoonght that there was a
chaner of setting a larger Bill through
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another place, he would Lave introdueed
a4 more comprehensive measure ; but real-
ising that this was a controversial malter,.
he had introduced a modest Bill.

Mr. George: Then this is an tmmodest
Bili.

Mr. MeDOWALL: The ouly argument
against the amendments was that the
Legislative Couucil had made them, and
for that reason, whether they were good
or bad. members must reject them. Did
not the member for Murray-Wellington
know that he was talkiug arrant nonsense
in suggesting that the Bill should be
thrown out and introduced next session ?
Was Paclinment going to waste ifs time
in that way ? These were amendinents
that wmust commend themselves to the
majority of (he people. Members who
had been assiduously absent from Parlia-
ment during the disecussion of the meas-
ure, and had allowed the Bill to go
through during their absence, were now
opposing the amendment.

Mr. Taylor: On a peoint of order, was
the hon. member in order in reflecting on
the condueci of members of the House?

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was nol in order in refleciing on uny mem-
bers of the House. The hon. member for
Coolgardie must withdraw,

Mr. MeDowall:  Withdraw  what !
I will withdraw with pleasnrve when [
know,

Mr. Taylor: The hon. member made =2
wild assertion. _

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member is
not in order in saying that another hon.
memher made a wild asserfion.

Mr. Taxlor: The hon. member made a
sweeping assertion that members were
absent when the Bill was passed and that
is why they were opposing it now.

The CHAIRMAN: An hon. member
could say that members were absent when
ihe Bill had been passed. and had then
rome hack and erilicised the measure
that was no reflection on members.

The ATTORNEY GENERATV: Tt was
surprising that old Parliamentarians like
the member for Murray-Wellington and
the menber for Mt Margaret—

Mr. Taytor: L is all right: vou and 1
have played the gane helore.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: [t was
satisfaclory te have the admission from
the hon, member that he was simply play-
ing the game. The Bill as mtrodnced
had admitted prineiples which had now
been extended, as io their application, in
the amendmenis of rhe Tegzislative Coun-
cil.

Mr. George: Tn one of those amend-
menls (hey have cut out “*desertion”” and
inseried ““adultery.’

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If the
Lon. member would read the amendment
in conjunetion wilh the original measure
lie would see that the prineiple involved
in Clause 2 of the Bill had heen repeated
in Clause 2 as amended. Tverything
contained in Clavse 2 of the oviginal Bilt
was repeated in the amendmen{ made by
another place, and the only additions
which the Committee had to consider
were that it sbould he a reasonable
ground for divorce if it eould be proved
that 2 husband was an habitual drunkard
for four years or upwards, ov if the di-
voreed wife for a like period had been a
drunkard and had negleeted to atlend lo
her domestic duties,

Mr. George: Who is to judge of that 9

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
was a quesiion to be proved in courl.
There was a way of proving what was an
habitual drunkard, Then there were the
further grounds for obtaining divorce,
imprisonment for erime and the enlprit
being in prison for seven years or up-
wards, or being sentenced for a capital
erime, or had within five years under-
gone frequent convietions for erime, and
had been sentenced in the aggregate lo
three vears and upwards, and had left his
wife without means of support. The
question whether that was a wise amend-
ment or not did not require a long ad-
journment to determine. The avgument
of the member for Murray-Wellington was
that we had not tread through these am-
endments and therefore we ought to ad-
jown. Even if we passed this measure
it would be some months hefore it would
become law. because this was one of tle
Bills whieh the Governor would have to
withhold for the Royal assent.  That
Deing so it was only just that we should
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et the matter out of the Chamber if the
proposals were just and right. A further
amendment was that a person cduld oh-
tain a divarce on the ground that within
one year previous to the applieation the
vespondent had been convieted of having
attempled to murder the petitioner or
had assaulted him or her with intent Lo
infliet grievous bodily harm, Who would
say that that was not a just ground for
asking for o dissolution of the marriage
contract. The last amendment contained
a specially good ground for seeking
divoree, und ii was that of the respun-
dent havinyg been proved io he a person of
unsound mind  and  havinz  been cou-
fined as sueh in a lonalic asylum for a
period of nof less in the agoverate than
five vears and was unlikely to resover.
To decide whelher that was a just ground
for divoree did not require one year,
one menth, one day, or one hour to de-
termine.  The members of the other
House were to be commended Tor what
they had done. A seleet commitiee was
appointed to go into the matter, and it
was as a result of their deliberations that
they had submitted lo the Legislative
Agsembly the series of amendnents
which had been read.

Mr. Carpenter: Did the select eom-
mittee recommend these amendments ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAT: It was
understood that was so.

My, Hudson: The amendments were
dealt wilh by the seleet eommittee.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: What
he would like to know was whether the
hon. member objected to these amend-
menis on moral grounds or social grounds
or grounds of expediency, or did he ob-
ject to them because they had come from
nnother place. If there was no objec-
tion to them why not pass them ?

Mr. George: There is an objeclion Io
them.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If the
hon. member wonld state that objection,
the time of the Commitiee might be
saved. These amendments were not new,
they had been tried in other parts of the
world. They were the law in New Soulh
Wales and New Zealand, and we in West-
ern Australia were seeking to bring our
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divoree laws into line with those of the
other portions of the Commonwealth and
of all other progressive couniries of the
world. We bad been disgracefully be-
hind in the laws relating to divoree.

Mr. GEORGE: The Divoree Bill was
passed in the Assembly apparently with
as mueh diseussion as the introducer of
the Bill, and the Altorney General whe
was its foster pavent, thought necessary.
Tt went on to the Legislative Couneil and
had been retarned, but it was not fhe
same Bill.

Mr. Hudson: There is not the slightest
amendment to our original Bill, so do
not say things that are not correet.

Mr. GEORGE: llaterial alterations
Lad been made to Clauses 3 and 4. The
Attorney General had stated that the
Bill could not come into force for some
months becanse the Roval assent had te
be obtained. Tf that was so, why not let
the Bill sland over and be submitted
again next session so that members might
give it that consideration which it de-
served.

The Atlorney (General: Because von
are sfill further delaying it.

Mr. GEORGE: Noihing of the sort.
But if it did, would the hon. member tell
him that the harm that a Bill like this
might do without proper consideration—

The Attorney General: The Bill will
do good.

Mr. GEORGE: Probahly. Probably
bhe would be prepared to go further than
the hon. member, but he was not pre-
pared to allow g Biil that had passed this
Chamber, to be so altered in another
Chamber that one did not recognise
its  original form, It wuas nonsense
for anyone to that  because we
altered a Bill (hai came baek from
another place we were disrespectful
to that other place. It was arrant non-
sense. Muoeh as he agreed with the
Divoree Bill and, in some respecis, would
be prepared to ge further than the hon.
member, he was not prepared tv accept
the Bill in a hurry coming from another
place,

My, CARPEXNTER: The member in
charge of the Bill should give an outline
of what the amendments meant, because
we were dealing with one of the most

=y
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important questions we could pos-
sibly deal with. He (Mr., Carpenter)
supported the hon. member on the orig-
inal Bill, and while he eonfessed that he
went sowewhat beyond himself in vot-
ing to make three years deseriion a
ground for divoree, the lengthening of the
term from three years to five years wasan
important matter 7 He expressed his
surprise that after inguiry by a select
committee the term was not made longer.
When we came to the four new clanses
that were new matter entirely, one had to
feel justified before casting a vote for
them. He wanted to give these new
crounds consideration. and if he could
support the hen, member he would do so.
Having read the published reports of the
diseussion in another place when these
particular amendments were inserted, it
strnek him there was so little diseussion.
It might be that the new subclauses
would do good. When the grounds
of divorce in Vietoria and other
countries had been increased, a great
pumber of cases had come before
the divorce court. The increase was ap-
palling, and we should hesitale before
accepting new amendments because they
happened to have been in force in other
counfries.  The first ground dealt with
the sobjeet of habitval drunkenness, and
it was a ground for divorce if a wife
was an habitual drunkard and habitnally
neglected her dowestic duties, He did
not soppose that any judge would grant

divoree on a frivolous pretext. His ob-
jection to fhe first subclause was that
it was somewhat wide as regards the

evonnds of divoree in the case of a wife.
If the word “‘or’’ was struck ont in the
last line oned the word ‘“and’’ inserted
in lHeu, that might overecome his difficulty,
s0 (hat the ground for divoree would not
be habitual drunkenness or on the other
grownd. negleet of domestic duties, but
habitual drunkenness coupled with habi-
tual negleet of domestic dnties, and ren-
dering herself unfit to perform her
domestic duties. As to the nexi ground, he
wounld sapport that, but he thought that
the term might have been longer, because
everv memher knew that there were times
when a man for the first time in his life
committed an offence and got into gaol
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for it, and no one was more sorry than
the man himself and wished to make
atonement. It wonld be unfair to make
that one offence a ground for divoree.
Subelause (e), to his mind, opensd the
door to collusion. To bring a charge of
attempted murder might be anything.
As a safegnard there was to be a con-
vigction, but that subclause appeared to
bhim to be one of the weakest grounds.
He had for some time held the convietion
that some relief should be given where
a man or woman was helplessly insane.
This clause provided that if for a peried
of five years eilther party had been con-
fined in an asylum, that might be a
ground for divorce. §f for seven years
the wife or hushand might have been con-
fined in an asylum, and then afterwards
there was a restoration of sanity and the
partics lived together. subsequently some
peculiarity might be developed which
might he sufficient to make the other
party desirous of 2 separation. There
mightl be collnsion. [t would have been
better o have had a plain statement that
if the husband or the wife was declared
by a medical man after confinement in a
lunatie asylum to be ineurably insane,
then there would be no doubt, but as the
subelause stood he would vote against it.

My, Hudson: The 10 years in the sub-
elause ought to be six,

Mr. CARPENTER: That altered his
objection to some extent.

Mr. CGeorge: Should we not know if
there were not other errors in the printed
amendments before we passed them %

Mr. CARPENTER : Could not the sub-
elauses be puol seriatim and then the clause
as a whole be put.

The CHAIRMAN: The clause must he
put as & whole.

My, CARPENTER moved an amend-
menf—

that in the last line of Subclawse (@)

Hhe word “or” be struck gul and “and"

insgried 1n leu.

Mr. GEORGE: Why not cut the whole
of it out? The most important words
might have been omitted.

Mr, MONGER moved—

That progress be reported.

Motion put and negatived.
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Mr. TAYLOR: Would the Chairman
say that he had the amendment eorrect,
as passed by the other House, It was
understood from reports of the Couneil
procedings that the proposal had been
amended by striking out “ten years” and
inserting “six years”

The CHATRMAN: The Council’s Mes-
sage reads exactly with the words on the
Notice Paper.

Mr. HUDSON: Mr. Carpenier’s
amendment would destroy the sense of
the provision.

Amendment (Mr, Carpenter's) put and
negatived.

Mr, CARPENTER moved an amend-
ment—

That in peragraph (d) the word
“ten” before “years” be struck out and
“sig” Inserled in Ueu.

Mr. TAYLOR: Did the select com-
mittee of the lLegislative Couneil, which
had given the only inquiry inte this mat-
ter, recommend this amendment? The
member in charge of the Bill should be
fully armed with the evidence of that
select committee to inform the Committee
what was deone. If a man was in a lunatie
asylum for five years, and then married,
conld lhe be divorced on the ground that
within 10 years he had been for five years
in a lunatic asylom?

Mr. Hudson: It would not be within
the preseribed time,

Amendmeni (Mr. Carpenter’s) put and
a division called for.

The CHAIRMAN: Though the words
in the Message sent down from the Coua-
cil were “five years”.and “ten years,” he
was just informed by the Usher of the
Black Rod that it was an error, and that
the words chould he “five years” and “siz
vears.” In these circumstances there was
o necessity for the amendment, nor for
the division, and the words “six years”
would be inserted in the clause in lien of
“len years.”

Amendment thus lapsed.

Mr. TAYLOR: The episode only
showed how necessary it was for the Com-
mittee to get full information,

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hou.
member was not in order; there was noth-
ing hefore the Chair,
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Mr. TAYLOR: 1t showed the absolule
necessity for probing into the matter.

Question put and passed; the Couneil’s
amendmeni agreed to.

No. 2—Clanse 3, Sirike out this clause:

Mr, HUDSON : This was consequential.
The members of another place had struck
out a clause of the Bill repealing a seetion
of the griginal Aet, and had veprinted it to
make ibe rlause clearer, This had ren-
dered 1 necessary that the elause should
be struck out. The amendment was simply
consequeniial. He moved—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question passed; lie Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.

No. 3—Clause 4, Strike oul
line 2 and insert “only”:

Mr. HUDSOXN : The member for
Murray-Wellington in some eonfusion
had tried 1o lead members to believe that
this was a draslic alteralion of the Bill.
Iu the Bill as originally drawn Clanse 4
provided that Sections 24 Lo 28 of lhe
prineipal Aet should not apply lo peti-
tions for dissolution of marriage on the
ground of desertion. That was lo say,
these Sections 24 {o 2§ had related ex-
clusively fo adultery, and when other
grounds for divoree were added it had
become necessary lo make an amendment
1o show that it was not inlended to apply
to desertion, Consequently the members
ir anolher place had altered it to read
that it should only apply to cases of
aduliery. He moved—

That the amendment be agreed lo.

Question passed; the Counecil’s amend-
ment agreed to.

No. 4—SRirike oul “desertion” and in-
sert “aduliery™:

My, TILDSON: This mmendment was
conseruentiial. and his remarks made in
rezard 1o amendmeni No. 3 would apply
lo this also. e moved—

That the awendinent he agreed lo.

(Qestton passed; the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.

“not” in

No. 5—Insert ihe following new clause
to stand as Clanse 5:—“(5.) If, in the
opindon of the couri, the petitioner’s own
habits ov eonduet induced or contributed
to the wrong complained of, the pelition
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may he disinissed; but in all other eascs
under this Aet, if the court is satisfied
that ihe ease of the petitioner is estab-
lished, the court shall pronounce a decree
dissolving the marriage”:

Mr. HUDSON: This was the insertion
of a new clause giviny extended powers
fo the comt to prevent collusion heiween
the parties. It was to be commended as
an additional safegunrd to {he law of
divorce. He moved—

That the awmendment be aygreed o,

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.

No. 6—1nsert the following new clause
to stand as Clause 6:—“(6.) A domiciled
person shall, for the purpose of this Act,
include a deserted wife who was domieiled
in Western Australia at the time of deser-
tion, and such wife shall be deemed to
have vretained her Wesiern Australian
domicile nolwithstanding that her husband
may have since the desertion acquired any
foreign domicile. No person shall be en-
titled to petition under Lhis Act who shall
have resorled lo the Siate for thai pur-
pose only”:

My, HUDSON: Tn diverce cases the
domivile of the wife followed that of ihe
husband. In another place it had been
desired to provide thul in the event of a
hushand deserting his wife, the domicile
of the wife shonld not follow that of the
husband, that her domieile should be such
as obtained at the lime of desertion, so
that she wouold continue fo be a eitizen
of Wesiern Australia, and be able to go
into the courts, there fo exereise her right.
He moved—

That the vmendment be agreed to.

Quesiion passed; the Council’s amend-
menl agreed lo.

Resolutions  reporied; the  report
atopted, aml a Message accordingly re-
twrned to ile leziclative ouncil,

BlLI—WORKERS HOMES,
Camneil’y limendments.

Schedule of twelve amendments we-
quested by lhe Legistalive Council now
considered.
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In Committee.

Mr. Holman in the Chair; the Premier
in charge of the Bill

No. 1—In definition of “worker,”
strike out “four” in last line of the defini-
tion and insert “three”:

The PREMIER: Hon. members would
-ge6 that when the Bill had left the As-
setnbly it provided that a worker should
‘be one in receipt of not more than £400
per annum. The requested amend-
ment was {o reduce this to £300 and so
limit the operations of the Act to work-
-rs in receipt of £300 per annum or less.
Persopally he held that a worker getting
£400 should be able tc come under the
-aperations of the Act. At the same time
‘the Government conld keep themselves
fully occupied for a while in building
homes for workers in receipt of £300 or
less. He therefore moved —

That the amendment be made,

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

No. 2—Clanze 19, Sub-clavse 2, sirike
out all the words after “same” 1in
line three of subeclause, and insert “at
the value at the date of such purchase”:

The PREMIER: When first he read
the debate in another place he had
taken serious objection to this amend-
ment, because it appeared to he likely to
cause litigation in arriving at the amonnt
to be paid by the board. On looking into
the amendment, however, he found that
it would not have that effect. The method
of arriving at the amonnt to be deducted
for deterioration provided in Subelanse 3
protected the person better than any
-other Act of Parliament. He might ap-
peal to the BMinister from the board’s
valuation and the Minister might, if he
though fit, appoint a valuer to aet in con-
Junetion with a valuer appointed by the
applicant, and if the valners disagreed
they might muatually appoeint an arbi-
trator, whose deeision should be Gual. The
.difference whieh the amendment made was
that instead of repaying him the amount
of his instalments less deterioration, the
‘board would have to pay him the value
of the dwelling at the date of purchase.
Thus the applicant had the epportunity of
getting any additional value that the pro-
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perty might have gained since he acquired
it, but when re-appraisement took place
the board would have the chance of
getting back their proportion of the
added value, There was no objection to
the amendment; as a matter of fact it
simplified matters somewhat and he
moved—
Fhat the amendment be made.

Mr. MUNSIE: It was to be regretted
that the Council had made this amend-
ment, which would mean that the holder
of a worker’s dwelling after residing in it
for 15 years might reap the increased
value given to it by the development of
the surrounding property withoui having
expended one penny of his own money
upon the place. By accepting the amend-
ment the Commitiee would be affording
greater opportunity for trafficking in
these workers’ dwellings.

The PREMIER : The amendment would
not open the door to trafficking. because
the dwelling could be purchased only by
the board.

Mr, Munsie: But the board must pay
the actnal value at the time of sale.

The PREMIER: Not necessarily. It
mugt be remembered also that although
the applicant would get any increase in
value that had been given to the property,
at the same time, if the value had de-
creased he sustained n loss. The State
was quite protected against being vie-
tinised, becaunge if there was any evidence
of a man atterapling to relieve himself of
> burden in order to pass it on to the
board the Minister would refuse fo allow
that, by declining to appoint a valoer.

Question put and passed;: the Councils
amendment made.

Nos. 3, 4, 5—Clause 19, Subelause 3:
Strike ont in line 2 “dedueted for de-
teriovation as aforesaid”; strike out in
line 6 the word ‘re-appraise’” and insert
“fix”; and strike ont “deterioration” and
insert “purchase money”:

The PREMIER: These threce amend-
ments were consequenéial upon the pre-
ceding one, He therefore moved—

That the awrendments he made,

Question passed; the Council’s amend-

ments made.
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No. 6—Clanse 22: In line 3, strike out
the word “Minister” and insert “Board” :

The PREMIER: This was really a
drafting amendment. The Minister issued
the lease, but the board instead of the
Minister would forward it to the Regis-
trar of Titles for registration. He
moved —

That the amendment be inade.

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

No. 7—New clause, Tnsert new clanse,
to stand as Clause 23, as follows:—
“(1) Any person being the holder of land
for an estate in fee simple may, with the
approval of the Minister, upon the re-
comniendation of the Board, surrender
such land to His Majesly at a price to
he agreed upon belween such person and
the Board, and thereupon such land shall
be dedicated in manner aforesaid to the
purposes of this Act. (2) The Minister
may, under and subjeet to Part ITl. of
this Act, ereet a dwelling-house on any
such land, and dispose of the same, as a
worker’s dwelling, to the person by whom
the land was surrendered”™:

The PREMIER: This provision had
been inserted in the Bill in the wrong
place.  Instead of heing in Part IIL,
dealing with workers’ dwellings, it had
been inserfed in Part IV., dealing with
advances for homes. This was merely to
transfer the provision to its proper place
in the Bill. He moved—

That the amendmeni be made.

{Juestion passed: the Council’'s amend-
meni made.

No. 8—Clause 20. Strike oul Subelause
2:

The PREMIER.: Subelanse (2) set out
that the Bills of Sale Act should not ap-
ply to any mortgage or other seenrity
execnfed under the provisions of this Act
or affeet the validity of any sneh mort-
gage or security in respect of any chat-
tels eomprised therein. After consnlta-
tion with the Attornev General he recom-
mended the Committee to make this
amendment. It was wrong to make any
seeret bill of sale, hut thai was what
could happen if the suobelanse remained in
the Bill. The hoard counld still take a bill
of sale over the chatfels or any material
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that might be on the ground and all pro-
perty owned by the person eoming under
the Act, but they would have to register
the bill of sale under the Bills of Sale Act
the same as anybody else. In doing that
they might find that there were other
creditors of the applicant for the home,
and those creditors would lodge a caveat
against the bill of sale, and so the board
would be relieved of the danger of ad-
vaneing money to a person who wag In-
solvent. He moved—
That the amendment be made.

Question passed; the Couneil’s amend-
menl made.

No. 9—Clause 44, Strike out this clause:

On motion by the PREMIER, the
Couneil’s amendment made.

Nos. 10 and 11—The Schedule, in para-
graph (e} of No. 1, in line 3, strike out
the word “twenty” and insert “thirty”;
in paragraph (d) of No. 1, strike out the
last word “debenture” and insert the
words “conpon for same”:

The PREMIER: The two amendments
in the Schedunle had been made by the
Colonial Seeretary o comply with the
provisions of other Aects, The first was
to allow debentures to run for a period
of 30 years instead of 20 vears. The next
one was to correct a mistake where “de-
benture” had been inserted in lien of the
word “eonpon.” He moved—

That the amendments be made.

Qnestion passed; the Couneil’s amend-
menis made.

No. 12—The Schedule. parvagraph
5, Insert sub-paragraph to stand as
sub-paragraph {4)—*Se far as the

funds applied to the execution of this
Aet are monevs appropriated by Parlia-
ment for the purprse, a proportionate
part of the monevs far the time being
standing to the ¢redit of the Redemption
Aecount shall be allocated by the Gov-
ernor to such moneys approprinted by
Parlinmeni as aforesaid; and Lhe in-
terest on. and coniribution to the sinking
fund in respeect of, such moneys appro-
priated by Parliament as aforesaid, paid
from time to time out of Cunsolidated
Revenue, shall be reimbursed out of the
Redemption Aceount accordingly™:
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The PREMIER: This amendment had
been mwade by the Legislalive Council at
the request of the Government to meet
the objections raised by the leader of the
Opposition in regard to the double pay-
ment of sinking fund. It was now clear
that there would be one payment only. He
moved—

That ihe amendment be made,

Quesiion passed:; the Council’s amend-
ment made.

Resolutions reported. the repori adopt-
ed, and a Message accordingly veturned lo
the Tegislative Couneil,

BILL—INDUSTRTAT ("ONCILIATLION
AND ARBITRATION ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Council’s bmendments.

Schedule of seven amendments made
by the Legislative Couneil now considered.

In (lommitige.

Mr. Holman in the Chair; the Attorney
Cleneral in charge of the Bill,

No. 1—Clause 2, In line 3 of para-
graph (a) strike oul the words “or differ-
ence of opinion.”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
his intention to agree to this amendment
beeanse there would be such a number of
them fo disagree with. He moved—

Theat the amendment be agreed lo.

Question passed: the Couneil’s amend-
ment agreed fo.

No. 2——Clause 2, In sub-paragraph (¢}
of paragraph (h) after the word “indus-
{ry™ insert “Provided ihat nothing in this
Act or the prineipal Aet shall apply to the
agricntiural or pastoral indusiries: and”:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Tt was
not s intention to agree to this amend-
ment. Tt would be useless to agree ro
il heeause this provision was alveady in
the Federal Arvbitration Aet. and we would
find pastoral unions and vural unions
generally appealing {o the Federal Court.
especially where a wnion eonld embrace
two States, and the setilement of a dis-
pute by the loeal tribunal would be pre-
venled. The whole ohjecl of the Aect was
to prevenl disputes, guarrels. and strikes,
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and those diffieulties which inflicted harm
not only on those concerned but society
generally.

Mr. George: What about Fremantle ro-
day?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:
ahout 1t9

Mr. George: An agreement tor three
years burst up.

The ATTORNLEY GENERAL: Ths
clanse would preveni the recurrence of
anything like that whieh was taking place
at PFremantle and those {ronbles which
were simmering in Perth at the present
moment. There gshould be as tew restrie-
tions as possible 1o prevent it heing put
into forece. Why pol permit employees
on pastoral holdings and rural wovkers,
or those engaged in Farm emplovment, {o
submil  their dilliculiies lo a (ribaual?
Hitherto the rural workers had remained
isolated. There had heen no uniied voice,
and no progress, and the consequence was
the record of their troubles were few;
but there had been {imes in hisiory when
even the rural peasantry had uniled and
had brought kings to their feet. He de-
sired to establish the prineiple of recog-
nising the right, even of the rural and
pastoral workers, and therefore moved—

What

That the amendment be nol agreed Lo,

Mr, MeDONALD: Some two years ago
a conference was held between the Ans-
tralian Workers’ Union and the West Aus-
tralian Braneh of the Pastoralists’ Asso-
eiation.  On that oeension an agreement
was drawn up. A snggestion was made
by one of the parties that the agreement
be registered under the West Aunstralian
Avbitralion Aei, but it was found that
thai Act was anyihing but satisfaciory,
and it was found mnecessary (hat an
amending Bill should be brought in. 'T'his
Bill was now hefore members. As soon
as the Bill became law it would be possible
to register the union under it, bul al pre-
sent the West Australian branch of the
Australian Workers’ Unjon was unregis-
tered and there was an agreement in ex-
istence. We were a hranch of the IFederal
body and that hody had awards made hy
the Federal HMigh Court, buf ihe West
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Australian branch eonld not participate
in thoss awards.

Mr. George: The agreement is adhered
to.

Mr. MeDONALD: Yes, owing fo the
loyalty of the workers’ union. He was
thunderstruek thai such bodies as

be left out of any such measure.

Mr. A. E. Piesse: What is the number
of rural workers?

Me. MeDONALD: About {bree or Your
thousand ; he was speaking from memory.

Mr. Monger: Tt was nearer three than
three thousand.

Mr. MeDONALD: The Federal Rural
Workers' Cuion had a membership of
44,000; what they aclnally numbered in
Wesiern \ustralin he did not know.

Mr. Taylor: There were 37,000 in the
Fastern States years ago.

Mr. MeDONALD: Rural workers de-
pending solely on agriculture he was ve-
ferving lo. The shearers’ union expected,
after next shearing, (o number 3,000, and
it was nol right te sav (hat a large nyntber
of men should be deprived of the provi-
sions of 1the Aol

Mr. George: They have an agreement.

Mr. MeDONATD: It did not suil 1hem
at all. Tt was being loyally kept by the
union. hut no one was satisfied with that
agreement.

Mr. Monger: What wore do they want?

Mr. MeDONALD: They wanfed o be
registered under the Acl,

Mr. Cleorge: Will not the Shearers” Ae-
commaodation Bill help them?

Mr. MeDONAYD : They wanted fo come
under the law as spon as it was passed.
One of the clanses in the agreement said
that there shonld be proper and suffirient
accommodalion provided For shearers and
shed hands. He had pointed out in many
instances that men were foreed to sleep
in dry ereek beds. nnder trees. in vermin
and snake-infested sheds. He was glad
the Attorney General refused to accepf The
amendment.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: When the Bill
was iniroduced he had opposed it, and he
was opposed to driving every man into
the union. Tf was said that as a rule the

the -
raral workers and pastoral workers should
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ecomplaints were not on the side of the
raen.

My, MeDonald: I did not say that.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: But that ibe
employers never by any chanee carried
out the agreement.

Mz, MeDONALD: YWhat he bad said
was lhal every yenr eomplaints eame from
the shearers

The CHAIRMAN:
must sceepl the denial.

Mr., FRANK WILSON: True, but he
understood that all acis of omission and
commission in respect to the industrial
agreement were on Lhe side of the em-
ployers. One had only to look round to
see how (he industrial agreements were
observed by the workers, or rather not
observed, to bring conclusive preof as to
the statement which he bad made. Look
at what was happening at Fremantle.
Here were lumpers under an agreement
under the Arbitration Aet; they had en-
tered info an agreement for three years;
they came io the employers and said they
hoped thal the employers would entertain
an appliecation for an advance of wages.
The employvers ngreed to entertain the-
application and offered a compromise: the
men then abandoned the agreement and
went out on strike. A complacent Press
had announced it as a disagreement, and
the Linipers at Fremaniile weve enjoying a
well-earned rest.  They were tived and
were resting now against lamp-posis, and
while doing so the ships at Fremantle
could not be unloaded.

The CHATRMAN: The matter before
the Committes was nothing to do with the
Iuinpers al Fremanile, we were dealing
with tlie Arbilration Aet, and whether it
should apply to the pastoral industry.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: This was an
illustration why we should not extend the
Aet to the rural workers. We had an ob-
ject lesson before us, which did not give
much eonfidence in the Arbitration Court
awards, st any rate it did not instil confl-
dence in bim,

Mr. McDonald: Was not the question,
whether the rural workers and pastoral
workers should ecome under the Aet or
not?

The bhon. member
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The CHAIRMAN: Already Le bad
aalled the attention of the hon. wewmber to
the point and was endeavouring to keep
him to the point.

Mr. FRANK WLLSON: Long since
he had made up his mind that it would be
better 1o do away with the Arbitraiion
Court.

M. B. J. Stubbs:
slrikes?

Mr. FRANK WILSON: No. He was
not going to be any parly to forcing any
pasloral workers or rural employees to
come before the Arbiiration Court. e
wanted to see wages hoards, as he helieved
ii would he betier for the State fo have
1hem.

Mr. Turvey: The people have told you
ihat they do nol want them,

Mr. FRANK WILSON : 'What was
wanted was something which wonld pre-
vent strikes or lockouts, and for that rea-
son he was going to support the awend-
ment sent down from fthe Legislative
Couneil. Ie would not care if we ob-
tained sntisfactory resulis trom {his Act;
ihe best results were obtained from mut-
wal arvangewenis. The emplovers nlways
loyally kept the agreement.

Then yon invite

Mr. Price: Ind you sav the squatters
loyally ahided hy an agreemeut?

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Yes, abso-
lutely. The Fremantle municipal em-
ployees withdrew a ecase from the court
and settled it amicably ouf of court. Tm-
phatically his experienee always had been
that the emplovers were forced to abide
by Avbitration Court awards, while the
employees did not eare a snap of the
fingers about them, only when it suifed
them.

Mr. TAYLOR: An endeavour had been
made to bring rural workers under the
mensure previously. There was no truth
in the argument set up by fthe
leader of the Opposition that, so far as
awards were concerned. the Aet was only
binding on the employer, because in this
State, withant going elsewhere where simi-
lar Acts were in force, employees had been
punished for breaches of an award, That,
however, did not show that the Aet was a
Faiture.  If we took the confliets hetween
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employers and employees before the pas-
sing of the Arbitration Aet, and sinee
then we would dind that the Acbilration
Act had done a great deal to minimise the
sufferings through disputes. The real ob-
ject of the Couneil’s amendment was to
exclade a very importaut section of ihe
employees of the Slale and place them in
a different position to other employees,
and to make them resort to the old con-
ditions prior to (he passing of the Aet.
Surely the organisation of these workers
was u benefit to the employers. Squaliers
gol more satisfaction from {heir men
when the latler were in an assoeinfion,
It would be worse for the employers if
we were to allow any workers to be de-
barred from the provisions of the Act,
because it was betler to allow (he em-
ployees to allow a iribunal to hear the
evidence on both sides, and for both
pavties to aceepl the derisions of the court,
rather than io revert to (he strikes of
years ago. Knowing something about
strikes he had no desire to see one again,
but, shounld the necessity arise, Le would
not be wanting in taking part in one.
The amendment proposed on the Couneil’s
amendment should be carried. The em-
ployers’ power to vesort to ithe old-time
weapons of commereinlism should be ob-
liternted for all time, though one eould
not be hypocrite enough fo say that we
could punizh the emplovees az easily as
emplovers.

The MINISTER IFOR TLANDS:
Though if was true that in certain cases
awards were given and the court aetually
exercised full power Lo arbitrate, and that
invariably the awards were accepted. and,
that where awards terminated their {enure
was continwed by mutual arrangement,
this was actually the firsi gecasion where
an Arbitration Bill was submitted in whieb
the .court was given power to arbitrate,
and therefore the Government were anxi-
ous that it should be passed so thai arbi-
tration could be gziven a trinl. In regard
to the Council’s amendment, providing for
the exclusion of rural workers, it wonld
not mean preventing these workers from
securing the benefils of arbilration, he-
cause they had the Federal ecurl 1o re-
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sort to, and amendments made in the
Federal Act had given power to the Fed-
eral courl to arbitrate fully and com-
pletely in all industrial disputes. There-
fore was it not desirable that we shounld
provide under our State Act that they
should have that power under the State
Act, instead of foreing them to resort to
the Federal court?  Being pledged to
arbitration the Labour party were pve-
paved to pledge themselves to secure, as
far as lay in their power. the observance
of awards, but in the past the eourt had
no power to arbitrate, and there was
no justice in compelling anyone to
aceept an  inadequate and inecomplete
award. Owing +to the insufficient
powers of the cowrt, the employer had
always had the advantage. We made
a pretence of passing an Arbitration Aet
and said that, instead of fighting out dis-
puies in the old way, the parties musl
appear hefore the ecourt. The object of
the Act when first introduced was to teil
to the employer he had no right to die-
tate what his employee should receive,
and to tell the emplovee he had no right
of deciding for himself wlat Ire should
be prepared to receive. The objeet was
{hat when a dispufe arose it should be
snbmiited to an independent tribunal,
Tn practice however the court’s powers
were so limited that in its awards it evuld
only say to the parties that it mecely had
power to compel aeceptance of a mini-
mum rate for the least competent. The
workers went to the eourt for redress, but
the eourt conld not give it, and counld
only fix the lowest rate to be received,
leaving it entirely to the emplover to
give anvthing higher. That was how the
employer had the advantage. Now, if
arbitration was to he effective the court
must have power to arbitrate ; and if we
gave that power and necepted it as a ieg-
tslative principle, then, as a supplemen-
tary power, the eourt ought to be able
to enforee an award ; but noe one would
countenance an enforcement of insufli-
cient and incomplete awards from the
lack of power given to fhe court. Awards
were repeatedly enfureced in New Zea-
land and in New South Wales, and the
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greater power overlying any court was
the power of satisfaetion expressed by
the workers when they realised there was
an eflicient Act eonlrolling them, and
that the court had ample power, as it was
now desired to provide here, to arbitrate to
the fullest extent necessary in regard to
all the eircumstances of the ease. Yet
we were to sayv to the workers in the rural
and pastoral induostries that they must
not have redress under {he Arbitration
Act.  For these people wages boards
were no remedy. Everywhere the system
of wages boards was condemned by those
administering them, condemued by Mr,
Juztice Haydon in New South Wales in
no unmeasured terms, and condemned in
Vietorin by actual expericnce. and was
therefore not a desirable introduction
into Western Australia, Were we, by re-
fusing to give them the vight to appeal
to our Sfate court, going to deliberately
force these peaple to the Federal court,
and so involve on both sides grealer
trouble, expense, delay and, probably, dis-
satisfaction, He appealed to hon. mem-
bers to support the Attorney General's
view of the case.

Mr. GEORGE: Tt was not so mueh that
the employers were against the prineiple
of arbitration as that they felt they were
not protected by the Act as those on the
other side were. With the provision of an
Aect that would be respected by the work-
ers, without the intervention of a eourt the
trouble would vanish., There had been
many instanees of the breaking of the
awards and of industrial agreements
framed on those awards, There was to-
day the trouble with the steamer ‘‘Kan-
owna.” The men had not struck, but
just the same they would not unload the
ship nor let anyone else do it. So far as
the pastoralists were concerned, he was
prepared to leave the case in aceardance
with Mr. MeDonald'’s view. As for the
rural workers, if the Bill were fashioned
to avoid the necessity of their going to
unother State to enter a citation he would
support it. If the employers were to be
faced with the necessity of going befure
the Federal arbitration counrt then, per-
haps, hon. members could be excused for
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desiring Lo exercise a little caution. If
the Attorney General could give an as-
surance that the passing of the Bill would
keep Western Australian troubles with-
in Western Australian borders he would
support it.

The Attorney General: That is the ob-
jeet of the Bill.

Mr. GEORGE: Those on the side of
the employers had not felt the coafidence
with which the Act should have inspired
them.

The Minister for Lands: The trouble
is the court has not the power to make
complete awards.

Me. GEORGE: How was it then that
the court had allowed the employers to be
cited for breaches of the awards?

The Minister for Lands: Because the
very incompletemess of the power of the
court has been in favour of the employers.

Mr. GEORGE: No instance had come
under his notice of the award being against
the employees.

The Minister for l.ands: What about
the tramway, Bullfinch, Marvel Loch, and
a dozen ofher disputes.

Mr. GEORGE: It was not easy to zee
how it would be possible to fairly argue
before the court the cases of the rural
workers; nor was it necessary. If a
farmer got hold of a man wheo could do
the work that farmer was not going to
stiek at an increase on 8s. a day.

Mr. HARPER.: There was no necessity
for agrielturists to be brought under the
Arbitration Aect, becanse in every portion
of the agricultural areas there were peace
and contentment. The agricultural work-
ers had no grievance. Under the Arbi-
tration Act Western Australia had been
very successful in bringing the goldfields
practically to a standstill and in erippling
the mining industry, and it was certain
that if the same conditions were applied
to the agrieultural distriets the farming
industry would be a gigantic failare. The
agricultural distriets at the present time
were carrying all the burden it was possi-
ble for them to bear, and it would be use-
less for the Government to build railways,
roads and bridges and encourage immi-
gration and land settlement if agrienliure
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were to be brought under the Arbitra-
tion Act. The Act was o snare, a delun-
sion and an absolute farce, because no
tribunal in the Silate could evnforee the
court’s awards. The econdilions of the
workers had improved very muech during
the last few years and nen were free to
demand proper conditions, bul trades
unions had not benefitied the workers.

Mr. Foley: You try to keep them down
as low as you can,

Mr., HARPER: That was not a fact.
The members on the Mimsterial side could
not see both sides of the question, be-
cause they had not had experience of both
sides. To bring the rural workers under
tbe Arbitration Act would mean causing
sirife, disloyalty and discontent between
employer and employee, and it would be
a great pity to impose arbitration on
people who did not require it. It was not
so much ibe payment of inereased wages
that was objected to, as it was the neces-
sity of keeping a ¢lerk to walk around and
keep the men’s time. Farmers could not
afford sueh impositions,

The Premier. Yoo ave only forcing
them into the Federal Avbitralion Court.

Mr. HARPER : The Federal Court
would be preferable to the local Arbitra-
tion Court, which was a farce,

Mr., PRICE: The leader of the Oppo-
silion had said that he was opposed io
all arbitration. ‘I'he member for Murray-
Wellington had assored the Committee
that in no ecircumstances wounld the men
he forced to hring themselves under the
Federal Arbitration Aect, and now the
member for Pingelly had said that if they
were to have arbitration they would pre-
fer it under the Federal court. The mem-
ber for Murray-Wellington had remarked
that the only persons who abided by
awards were the employers, but in the
pastoral industry, which had been work-
ing under an agreement for the last three
vears, the squatters had been breaking
that agreement consistently. Repeatedly
they had been fined for breaches of the
agreement, and during last year a
fine of £100 had been paid by Mundabul.
langana station, and repeatedly fines of
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£30 and £40 had been paid. The effect of
the Bill would be 1o give the rural workers
an cpportunity, if they so desired, to ap-
peal 1o the Arbitration Court in this State,
and not to an Arbitration Court in any
other portion of the Cowmmonwealth.
When the pasioralists and shearers had
first considered the quesiion of an agree-
ment, the pastoralists had desived to ap-
peal to the local Arbitration Court, but
the shearers had declared that they bad
no faith in that court, and that if they
were forced into arbitration they would
take advantage of the I'ederal Arbitra-
tion Aet, The same thing would happen
in the agricultaral industry if the amend-
menis to the Bill were insited upon. Let
the rural workers be given an opportunity
to go 1o the loeal Arhitration Conrt so that
their grievance could be dealt with by that
tribunal. Why was it necessary for the
member for Gascoyne to subwii a Bill
dealing with shearers and shed hands? It
would be necessary very shortly to do the
same thing for rural workers. The aec-
ecommodation provided for agrienltnral
employees in the State was, in the major-
ity of ecases. totally inadequate and in-
sanitary, and altogether most undesirable.
Yei those men had no means whereby
they conld redress their grievances exeept
through the Federal Arbitration Court.
If any trouble avose those workers wonld
certainly apply to the Federal Court, and
the same thing applied to the pastoral
emplovees. At the end of the present
year the agreement made with the pastoral
employees would expire and there was
every indication that there would be trou-
ble before it was rencwed. It was to be
hopred that the Bill would pass in ils
originnl form =o that it should secure that
industrial peace which everyone desired
and which alone would tend fo progress
and prosperily generally.

Question put and a d&ivision taken with
the following resnlt:—

Aves .. .. .. 28
Noes . .. .o 12

Majority for .. .. 16
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AYES,
Mr. Angwin Mr., McDowall
Mr. Bath Mr. Muliany
Mr. Bolten Mr. Munsie
Mr. Carpeater Mr. Price
Mr. Colljer Mr, Scaddan
Mr. Dwyer Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Foley Mr. Swan
M. Gardiner Mr. Taylor
Mr. Gill Mr. Thomas
Mr. Green Mr. Turvey
Mr. Hudeon Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnson Mr. Walker
Mr. Lander Mr. Heltmann
Mr, Lewls (Teller).
Mr. MeDonald

~NoES.
Mr. Broun Mr. Nansen
Mr. George Mr. A. N. Plesse
Mr. Harper Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Lefroy Mr. Wigdom
Mr. Male Mr. Layman
Mr. Moager (T'eller).

Mr. Moore

Pairs,~For: Mr, E B. Johnston.

Against : My, A
E. Piesse. o ——

-y rn

Question thus passed; the Council’s
amendmenl not agreed to.
No. 3—Clause 7, Strike out the clause:

On motion by the ATTORNEY GEN-

ERAL, the Council’s amendment was
agreed lo.

No. 4—Clause 8. Sirike ont Subelause
3:
“The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
subclause was inserled specially to meet
cases like ihe High Court case of the
Northern Districts (New South Wales)
Industvial Union of Employees, and John
Brown and WWilliam Brown, respondents.
A dispute had oceurred and the proceed-
ing was nullified by a prohibition
from the Supreme Court on the
around that some of the men emlpoyed
there were not members of the union.
The subelause provided that lhe award
should not he ineffective simply because
some of the employees were not mem-
bers of 1he union. ITe moved—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question passed; the Counecil’s amend-
ment not acveed {o.

No. 3—Clause 9, Sirike out this clause
and insert {he following—"“An industrial
award herelofore or hereafler made shall
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be binding on every member of any in-
dustrial union or industrial association
which is party thereto:”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If this
amendment could be made by retaining
the existing eclanse and adding the one the
Council had sugegseted, he would agree
to it. The Couneil wished to eliminate the
clause reading ;—“The Court may by any
award prescribe such rules for the regu-
lation of avy indusiry to which the award
applies as may appear to the Court to
be necessary to secure the peacefnl carry-
ing on of such industry” e counld not
consent to the deletion of this clause. Ile
moved—

That the Council's amendment be
amended by striking oul the words,
“Strike out this clause and insert the
following,” with the wiew of inzerting
“add the followiny subelause.”

Mr. FRANK WILSON: BSo that the
Coaneil’s amendment wighl be earried e
would vote for the retention of the clanse.
This was a provision which gave ilie court
absolute power to give preferenee fo
unionists, and he had on wore than one
occasion indiented his opposition to such
a power being econferred on a court to
issne an award giving preference to
unionists. Preference to unionists, to his
mind, was an unwarranted interferenee
with the liberty of the subject. The At-
torney General was good enough to say
that under the Bill the court could give
preference to unionisis,

The Attorney General: The whole
principle of arbitration and conciliation
was preference to unionists.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Up to the
present the Arbitration Couort had held
that there was no power to grant pre-
ference to unionists, and he hoped we
wonld never give them that power. This
elause was an insidions way of granting
preference to unionists.

The Attorney General: That is the pur-
pose of it.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: That was the
effect. He would sooner see the Attorney
General bring in a elause in specific terms,
showing that the court had power to
grani preference to unionists,
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The Attorney General: If that was
what was wanted we wonld, but this pro-
vision is to regulate an industry.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: The court
might prescribe rules for the regulation of
an industry, to which an award applied,
as might be necessary for the peaceful
earrying on of the industry. There only
needed to be an agitation of unionists
against non-unienists to disturb the peace-
ful carrying on of an industry, and the
court might give an award that eertain
non-unionists should not be employed.
We had it on record thai strikes oecurred
beeanse non-unionists were employed. The
Altorney General was jeopardising the
Bill.

Mr. Gill: Beiter have no Bill at all
than a “erook” Bill,

Mr. FRANK WILSON: This was a
“erook” Bill, because it gave a power
which was not stated in unmistakable
language was given. We should not dis-
guise the intention; he objected to dis-
erimination. 'We should not have the
right to say that one person should not
work alongside his fellow man.

The Attorney Genernl: Has the Lon.
member read (Clancy and the Butchers’
Shop Employers’ Union in the Federal
law reports?

. Mr. FRANK WILSON: No.

The Attorney General: If the bon.
member had done so he would have seen
the need of a clanse such as this,

Mr. FRANK WILSON: One could
only read the clause as the Attorney Gen-
eral interpreted it.

Mr. Munsie: He was candid enough
to admit it, and we are going to stick to
him.

The Minister for Lands:
plies to a hundred things.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Of course it
did. Were we to have a court hanging
up an industry by doing an injuscice?

The Atlorney General: Yon want lo
hang the Bill.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: ,One seclion
of the workers should not be allowed to
Lyraunise over another seelion.

Mr. Green: Were you ever in a union
in your life?

But this ap-
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Mr. FRANK WILSON: XNo.

Mr. Green: -Then you would be a
blackleg.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: No, a free
and independent citizen, and he was going
to preserve his freedom. He appealed
to members who professed to be free
men, although they were not, and who
professed to be liberty loving subjeets,
to agree to this amendment. In all their
legislation they wanted to give prefer-
ence to the members of their own unions,
and there was a large section outside
untons that was to be overlooked and
termed blacklegs, as the hon. member had
termed him (Mr, Wilson) this afternoon.
Did not a member of a union in Mel-
bourne the other day say, “he wonld
shoot them,” and denounced them as not
being fit to live, becanse these men wanted
to keep their liberty wifhout having any-
thing te do with unions.

Mr. Green: And get the benefits of
unionism,

Mr. FRANK WILSON: TIf the bene-
fits were so great the hon. member need
not be afraid. He supposed that in the
Legislative Council the Bill would go into
the waste-paper basket because members
were asking for something which was un-
just and not in the interests of the whole
community,

Mr. GEORGE: If the amendment
meant what we were told it meant, pre-
ference to unionists, why d¢id not the At-
torney General throw away the flimsy
disguise and take a straight vole on the
question?  The hon. member knew that
the Tederal Government, from whom he
(Mr. George) supposed the Attorney
(eneral took his orders, had agreed to
preference (o unionists, and if this clause
meant preference to unionists why not
take a straight out vote on the question.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. GEORGE: The proposal without
any disguise simply emphasised the prin-
ciple laid down by the Federal Govern-
ment that preference to unionism should
he the standard of the Labour party.

The Attorney General: It is nothing
of the kind; that is not the purpose of
the clanse.
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Mr. GEORGE: The hon. member
knew it was the desire of his colleagnes.
At any rate that was what members be-
lieved.

The Altorney General: It is a wrong
belief.

Amendment on Couneil’s amendment
put and a division taken with the follow-
ing resull:—

Ayes . . .. 23
Noes .. . ..o 10
Majority for .. 15
AYES.
Mr. Angwln Mr. Lewis
Mr. Bath Mr. MeDowall
Mr. Bolton Mr. Mullany
Mr. Carpenter Mr. Munsie
Mr. Colller Mr. Price
Mr. Dwyer Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Foley Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Gardiner Mr, Taylor
Mr. Gill Mr. Turvey
Mr. Green Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnson Mr. Walker
Mr. Jobpston Mr. Heltmabon
Mr. Lander (Teller).
Noka,
Mr. Breun Mr. A. N, Plesge
Mr. George Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Harper Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Male Mr. Layman
Mr. Moare L (Teller}).
Mr. Nanson

Amendmeat thus passed.

Question (the Council’s amendment as
amended) put and passed, ’

No. 6—Clause 10, Subclause 2, After
“same” in line 5 of the subelanse insert
“such award shall remain in operation
and shall be dezmed to have remained in
operation accordingly and”:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Couneil’s amendment did not alter the
clause hut wmade it clear that an award
should be deemed to have been in opera-
tion until application was made to alter
it; he therefore moved—

That the wmendment be agreed to,

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to,

No. 7—Clause 12, Strike out the clause:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the amendment be not agreed fo.
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This was a most important clause. No
clause in the Bill gave the power of arbi-
tration more strictly.

Question passed; the Counecil’s amend-
ment not agreed to.

Resolutions reported and
adopted.

Reasons for disagreeing to three of the
Council’s amendments drawn up by a
committee.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved —
That the reasons be adopted,

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

the report

Ayes .. .. .. 27
Noes .. .. o1
Majority for .. .. 18
AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. McDonald
Mr. Bath Mr. McDowall
Mr. Buolton Mr. Mullany
Mr. Carpenter Mr, Munsle
Mr. Collier Mr. Price
Mr. Foley ’ Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Swan
Mr. Gill Mr. Taylor
Mr. Green Mr. Thomas
Mr, Heltmann Mr. Turvey
Mr. Holman Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnston Mr. Walker
Mr. Lander : Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Lewis {Telier.)
NoEs.
Mr. Broun Mr. Nanson
Mr. George Mr. A. N. Plesse
Mr. Harper Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Lefroy Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Male Mr. Layman
Mr. Maare {Teller}.

Question thus passed; reasons adopted,
and a Message accordingly returned to
the Legislative Couneil.

BILL—DIVORCE AMENDMENT.

Mezsage— Amendment,

Message received from IHis Excellency
the Governor recommending that Clause
1 be amended by striking out the words
“first day of Janoary, 1912”7 and insert-
ing in lien “a date to be fixed by pro-
elamation.”
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The PREMIER moved—

That the Bill be recommitied for the
purpose of considering the amendment
recommended by His Excellency the
Governor,

Question passed.

Recommittal,
Mr. Holman in the Chair; the Premier
in charge of the Bill

The PREMIER moved—
That the amendment be made,

It was essential that the amendment
should be made in accordance with the
Constitniisn, This was a Bill which had
to be reserved for His Majesty’s assent,
and iF was impossible to submit it to His
Majesty and hbring it into operation by
the 1st Janunary.

Question passed.

Resolution reported; and the
adopted.

Amendment transmitted to the Legisla-
tive Couneil and their conenrrence desired
therein,

report

BILL—AGRICULTURAL BANK ACT
AMENDMENT.

Council’s Amendments.

Schedule of four amendments requested
by the Legislative Couneil now considered.

In Committee.

Mr. Holman in the Chair; the Ministor
for Lands in charge of the Bill.

No. 1—Clause 3, In line 4 of pro-
posed new Seetion, Subsection 1, after
the word “pursnits™ ingert “to an amount
not exceeding two thousand pounds:”

The MINISTER FOR LANDS
moved—

That the amendment be made.

When Parliament provided State assist-
ancee in behalf of the eitizens there ought
to be no diserimination between the poor
and the riech ecitizens; all should rank
alike; bot as it was not likely that the
trustees would be called wpon to grant
loans execeeding the fairly- considerable
maximum awount of £2,000, he thought
the amendment might be made.
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My, FRANK WILSON: The Minister
was wrong in Lis interpretation of the
amendment when be said that it diserimi-
naled between the rich and the poor. The
amendment just limited fhe power of the
irnsiees, and ihe Minister was wise In
accepting it, becauvse he wonld now bave
gome contry] over the management, anr
he knew how far the trustees could go.
1f the Bill as originally drafied were
carried oul in ifs eniirety, a very large
sum of money wonld be required for
freezing and chilling works. ’

The Minisfer for Works: It does not
apply o thaty this is only for farming.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Apart from
that. it was well {hat there should be a
limit, and such a limitation could not
interfere with the ulilify of Lhe bank. Tt
was not desirable to give unlimited power
fo the trusiees, and the rich man did not
require the nassistance of the banlk.

The Minister for Lands: 1 say that le
shonld not be denied that assistance,

AMr. FRANK WILSON: There was no
reason wiy he should not be deunied. This
was essenitally an institution to assist the
small man; the man with plenty of assets
had his credit established, and he eould
horrow muoney from private institulions.

Mr, K. B. JOHNSTON: The Legisla-
live "ouncil had prevenied the Govern-
meut making the Agriculinral Baok Act
more useful. On the contrary, the useful-
ness of the bank_had been limited by a
seclion of lhe communiiy who were sup-
posed 1o represent the farming interests.

Mr. Teank Wilson: Your Minister s
accepling the amendment.

Mr, B B JOHNSTON: The Minister
had to do so, but it was not the Minister’s
amendmeni.

M. George: Bul vou have the power.

Mr. BE. B, JOHNSTON: The Govern-
maent had noi the power. The libera] Biil
that left this Chamber had been altered
by another place, und in consequence of
that the farmers were vol going o get the
assistance they should zet from the Apri-
enltoral Bank.

Queslior; pat and passed; the Council’s
amendment made.

No. 2—Clause 3, In line 4 of page 2
strike out the words ‘or adjacent to”:
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: This
amendment although it might only apply
lo a limited number of cases was inserted
because it was thought that a man might
have some land adjacent to a new settle-
ment and might desire to reside on a block
in the townsite and ereet his house npon
it rather than on his holding. In view of
ibe fact that we could still meet the posi-
tion under the Workers’ Homes Bill he
did not propose to insist npon retaiming
the words and therefore moved—

That the amendment be made.

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

No. 3—Clause 3, line 7, page 2, Strike
out the words “an gmount exceeding a
sum te be limited by such preclamation™
and insert the words “a like amount” :

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
members of the Legislative Council
could hardly have appreciated what they
were doing. If the Assembly accepted
the amendment it would not he possible
to make this apply to any rural industry
proclaimed under the Aet. Suppose they
desired to lmmit it to £2,000, there was
the power by proclamation to do s0.
What he wanted to emphasise was that
already the Agrienliural Bank had lent
Jarger amounts to rural indusiries than
would nblain nnder this condition withont
the safezuard of having it managed by
those whose regular business it was to
cenduct these banking operations.  His
desire was. where these applications were
made, to bring them under the eontrol of
the Bank. He moved—

That the amendiment be not made.

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

No. +—Insert the following new clanse
{o stand as Clause 7:—*No member of the
Legislafive Couneil or the Legislative As-
sembly shall interview or communiecate
with the trusfees in the interests of anv
person other than himself upan any bnsi-
ness under this Aet, and any sueh mem-
ber commitiing a hreach of {his section
shall be enilty of an offenee and shall he
liakle on summary convietion to a penalty
not exceeding £50”:

3
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS:
Strong excepiion should be taken to such
a proposal. Session after session under
previous administrations there had been
amendments made to the Agricultural
Banlk Act submitted by the Legislative
Couneil to the Legislative Assembly but
on 1o oceasion had such an amendment as
this ever been submitted.

Mr. George: Are you taking it as a
refleetion against your Governmentf

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
was the position and he made no secret
of it. If hon. members of the Legislative
Council had such an object in view why
thad they allowed the amendment to re-
main over until the Labour Administra-
tion came into power? He moved—

That the amendment be not made.

Mr. FRANIK WILSON: The attitude
taken up by the Minister for Launds in
connection with this proposal was sur-
prising. He (Mr, Wilson) had suggested
a similar amendment when the Bill was
before the Legislative Assembly.

The Minister for Works: That accounts
for it being there.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Perhaps so.

The Minister for Works: You can take
to vourself what T said.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: What did the
hon. member say?

The Minister for Works: 1 do not
know,
Mr. FRANK WILSON: If the hon.

member said anything objectionable he
should withdraw it.

The CHAIRMAN: I do not know what
remark the hon. member made.

Mr. FRANK WILSON : The hon. mem-
ber made an offensive remark to me.

The CHAIRMAN: If I bad known
that an offensive remark was made I
should have asked for a withdrawal.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: The incident
might he allowed to pass.

The Minister for Works:
what I said.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: If the hon.
member repeated the remark it ecould be
dealt with,

The CHATRMAN: Order!
= Mr., TRANK WILSON: The eclanse
““was one ‘that he had suzgested should be

[52]

You know
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added to the Bill when the measare was
before the Legislative Assembly and he
gave reasons for it. It existed in similar
legislation in the Eastern States and be-
cause the elanse had been passed by an-
other place and sent to the Lepislative
Assembly the Minister for Lands in his
virtuous indignation said it was a reflee-
tion upon his Goverumenit. He had
heard members resent insinuations and in-
terjections but he had never yet heard
the Government take exeeption to a pro-
posed amendment from the Legislative
Couneil on grounds such as the Minister
for Lands had stated. If the amendment
was not agreed to, would 1he Minister
put forward as a reason that which he
bhad stated? If le did he would land
himself in a pretty mess. Another place
would resent such a reason. If there was
a reflection, the reflection was upon the
Legislative Assembly as a whole and not
upon the Ministry, The reason for the
clause was that we were giving the bank
such largely increased powers under the
Bill, and even with the amendment of this
section, which said that the larger ad-
vances in the shape of those that would
he made to rural indnstries were only to
he made after proclamation, the power
was in the hands of the trustees to re-
commend these advances for such pur-
suits. Under the circumstances it was
reasonable that the trustees should be
protected from undue political influence.
The very first charge that would have
been made had the present Opposition
heen in possession of the Treasury Bench,
when they made the advances it was pro-
posed to make under the clause, would
have been of nndue political influence.

The Premier: The amendment will
prevent a Minister from approaching the
Bank. .

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Tt wonld nre-
vent a member of Parliament. The Min-
ister only proclaimed the industry and
stated the amount that the trustees might
advance. Then the trustee had to decide
whether they were going to advance the
amount or not. The least Parliament
could do was to proteet the trnstees of
the institution from the undue influence
that might he exercised. Were we to re-
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frain from passing legislation of this sort
beenuse hon. members were so 1hin-skinned
that chey applied sueh a  provision
to themselves? Would the Premier send
as a reason to the Legislative Couneil
for the rejection of the amendment that
it was a reflection on Ministers of the
Crown? It was to be hoped the Com-
mittee would be guided by reason and
accept the amendment becanse it would
be found it was good for their protection
as well as in the interests of the bank.

The Premier: Where did it come from?

Mr. FRANK WITSON: Sonth Aus-
tralia. When the new members had been
as long in Parliament as the old ones,
they wonld be thankful for such a clause
as this in the measure, it would prevent
them from heing inundated with letters
asking them to get assistance from the
bank, He (Mr. Wilson) had received
letters from persons and had often
wished he conld have replied to those
letiers that he was deprived by siatute
from going lo the trustees of the bank.
If we were (o have trustees subjeet to
the requests of members of Parliament
to induce them' to make advances. we
wonld jeopardise the sound financial posi-
tion of the bank.

Mr, Lander: The Committee should re-
sent this amendment, it was a direct in-
sult to members.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was not in order in reflecting on anything
done by theLegislative Couneil.

Me. LANDER: For a number of years
the leader of the Opposition had had
povwer to put this amendment into opera-
tion, but had not done so. If this power
had been in existence we wonld not have
had such properties as Oshorne Park and
Oxford-sireet, Leederville, assisted. Be-
fore we came into the House the Liberal
party had a moral standard, but the
Labonr party’s staandard was honesty in
polities. If anvone came to him (Mr.
Lander) and asked him to use his influ-
ence he would telt them te oa to a eertain
place where they could get no money.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
leader of the Opposition had not done
any service to the House by his practical
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admission that he had seeured this amend-
ment elsewhere.

Mr. Frank Wilson: I did not say so: [
said 1 suggested it here.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
hon, member had not made out a good
case. because in two instanees under his
adwminisiration the powers of the trostees
had heen invreased and if the hon. mem-
ber then (hought this provision neecessary,
why did he not inserl it then. This pro-
vision was an evidence of hiz (the Min-
ister's) desire to place the disposal of the
loans under the board of trustees who
would acl independently of the Minister.
Where requests had been submitted to.
bim {the Minister) he had replied {o the
effect thai the person should submit a
case to the managing trustee. TUnder the
provisions by which we could have the
loavs from the Agvicultural Bauk, there
was no eonirol whatever than by the will
of the Miuister. So far as lay in his
power he desired to bring that work under
the banking trustees who were recognised
as heing independent of |he Minister,
therefore he thought the Council’s amend-
ment entirely nnnecessary.

My, E. B. Jolmston: This amendment
was an insult to members.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon, member
must not reflect on the Legislative Coun-
eil.

Mr. E. B. JOONSTON: For many
years he had had experience with agri-
cultural bank dealings, and he knew the
difficulty people had after loans were ap-
proved in getting their money. Men away
in the back blocks miles from a railway
found great difficulty; it was pointed out
that the mortgage was not fixed up, or
that the titles were not sent down to the
department  Sinee he (Mr. Johnston)
had been in the House, men had written
to him telling him of the amounts they
were entitled to draw and those amoun's
had not reached the men. He (Mr. John-
ston) had gone to the Agricultural Banle
and had fized the matters up, For 2
penny gtamp these men had received at-
tention, but if the amendment were enc-
vied these men could not approach mem-
bers of Parlinment. It was fo be hoped
members would not deprive settlers of the
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privileges they had to-day to allow them,
for the eost of a penny stamp, geiting
their business fixed up. If the amendment
were inserted we foreced these men to
great expense. They wonld have to come
to Perth perhaps from a distance of 40
miles from a raillway, Members who
wished to place these hardships on settlers
had litile sympathy with thc men who
were struggling on the land.

Mr. GEORGE: If this amendment was
an insult it applied to members on both
sides and also to members of another
place. If the Council’s awendment was
agreed to it would save members of Par-
NHameni frora being placed in unpleasant
positions, There were numbers of per-
sons who would apply to the hank for
advances and if they did not get them they
would try to get members to influence the
trustees to make the advances. Members
should not be placed in suech a position.
They should not be foreed into the
methods of Tammany Hall. If the
amendment was ecarried members wouldl
not be pestered by outsiders.

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

Ayes - .. .. 26
Noes O -
Majority for .. ..o 14
AYES.
Mr. Apgwin Mr. MeDonald
Mr. Bath Mr. McDowall
Mr. Bolton Mr. Mullany
Mr. Carpenter Mr. Munsie
Mr. Collier Mr, Price
Mr. Dwyer Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Foley Mr. Swan
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Thomas
Mr. Gill Mr. Turvey
Mr. Green Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnson Mr, Walker
Mr. Johnston Mr. Heitmann
Mr. Lander (Teller).
Mr. Lewis
Nogs.

Mr. Allen Mr. A. N. Piesse
Mr. Broun Mr. Taylor
Mr. George Mr, F. Wilson
Mr. Harper Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Male Mr. Layman
Mr. Moore”™ (Teller}.

Mr. Nanson
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Question thus passed, the Counecil’s
amendment not made,

Resolutrons  reported, the repoct

adopled, and a Message accordingly re-
turned io the Legislative Couneil,

MONEY BILLS PROCEDURE.
C'ouncil’s Requested Amendments.

Mr, FRANK WILSON: We bhad just
dissented from certain amendments re-
quested by ithe Legislative Council to the
Agrienltural Bank Act Amendment Bill,
and we were bound to give reasons for
dissenting by Standing Order 313, whicil
read—

In any case, when a Bill is returned
to the Legislative Council with any of
the amendments made by the Couneil
disagreed to, the Message containing
such Bill shall also contain written
reasons for the Assembly not agreeing
fo the amendments proposed by the
Legistative Council; and such reasous
shall be Arawn up by a commitiee of
{hree members, io be appointed for
that purpose when the House adopts
the report of the Commiitee of the
whole House disagreeing to the amend-
menis In guestion.

No sueh committee had been appointed.
Would we not find ourselves in trouble?

The MINTISTER FOR LANDS: The
Agrienltural Bank Aet Amendment Bil
was a money Bill, and no reasons need
be given. To aequiesce in the desire of
the leader of the Oppesition would be
really Lo interfere with the constitutional
privileges of the House in its control over
money Bille. It was not required of the
Assembly  to furnish reasons for noi
aceading ¢ requests made by the Couneil
on mghey Bills.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: The Standing
Orders were specific, because they said
“in any case” reasons must be given.

The Attorney General: The assumption
was Lhere was never an amendment {o a
money Bill.

The Premier: The Assembly makes the
amendments,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: In an
ordinary mcasure, not a money Bill, the
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Conneil made amendments, whieh they
had power to do, but in the case of &
money Bill the procedure was varied. In
accordance with the limited power of the
Council under the Constitution they
merely requested that amendments be
made in money Bills. Seetion 46 of the
Constitution Aet provided—

In the case of a proposed Bill, which,
aceording to law, must have originated
in the Legislative Assembly, the Legis-
lative Council may at any stage return
it to the Legislative Assembly with a
Message requesting the omission or
amendment of any items or provisions
therein; and the Legislative Assembly
may, if it thinks fit, make such omis-
sious or amendments, or any of them,
with or without modifications.

The Standing Order guoted by the leader
of the Opposition dealt with a Bill re-
turned from the Legislative Couneil with
amendments made by the Couneil, but in
the ease of a money Bill the Council had
no power to make amendments, they
could only make requests.

Mr. SPEAEKER: The Agriculiural
Bank Aet Amendment Bill being a money
Bill the Stending Order referred to by
the leader of the Opposition did not
apply,  Section 46 of the Constitution
Act applied to the Bill, and the action
{aken by the House in transmitting a
Messange without reasons was perfectly in
order.

BILL—APPROPRIATION.
Al Stages.

Messaze from the Governor reeceivad
and read recommending appropriation in
conneclion with the Bill,

In aceordance with resclutions adopted
in Committees of Supply and Ways and
Means leave obtained to introduce the
Appropriation Bill, which was read a
first time,

Second Reading.

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Seaddan) in
maoving the second reading said: This is
a Bill appropriating the moneys already
passed on the Revenwe and Loan FEsti-
mates for the year ending 30th June last,

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Frank Wilson: Will you explain
why there is no Exeess Bill?

The PREMIER: Once or twice in the
past we have had attached to the Appro-
priation Bill an Excess Bill to authorise
the expendilure in exeess of votes appro-
priated in the previous year. On ihis
oceasion I discovered almost at the last
moment that (he necessary preparations
for the introduction of the Exeess Bill
had not been compleled. An atiempt
was made Lo rectify the omission, but it
was found impossible al the last moment,
owing to the faet that the information
from (he various departments was not
given in detail, and T deelined to submit
it in tump sums, Therefore I will not
be able to obtain authority for the excess
expenditure of last year. However, I have
given instructions that an Excess Bill be
prepared in readiness for presentation lo
Parliament imniediately we resume next
session, I bex to move—

That the Bill be now read « second
time.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time,

In Committee, elceiern.

Bill passed through Committee withont
debate, reported without amendment ; and
the report adopted.

Read a third time and transmitted to
the Lemslative Couneil.

BILL—LAXND AND INCOME TAX.
Returned from the Legislative Couancil
without amendment. ’

BILL—VETERINARY.
Council’s Message.
Message veceived from the Legislative

Council intimating that the amendments
made by the Assembly had been agreed to.

BILL—GOLDFIELDS WATER SUP-
PLY ACT AMENDMENT.
Couneil’'s Amendment.

Amendment made hy the Legislative
Conneil now considered.
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In Commitiee.

Mr. Holman in the Chair, the Minister
for Works in charge of the Bill.

New clause to stand as Clause 10, as
follows :—“This Aet shall continue in
force wntil ihe 31st December, 1912, and
no longer':

The MINISTER FOR
1t would not requive
of his Lo convinee the Coumittee
that we eould not agree to this
amendment. The Bill was iniroduced in
respose to the representations of many
bundreds of settlers in our dry areas. In
compliance with the requesis of the set-
tlers the Government had houghi up all
the pipes in the State, and secured all
they possibly eould in the Eastern Slates,
and had laid down certain extensious of
110 miles with the concurrence of the set-
tlevs that a rating Bill should be intro-
dueed to supply the rates in order Lo re-
ceup the department for the oullay. Num-
bers of ofther applientions had been re-
ceived, and consequently the Government
had indented pipes running into hundreds
of miles, and had promised to put down
the necessary extensions as soon as the
pipes arrived. One striking necessity was
the request from Goomalling. Not only
had he expounded the Bill in that distriet,
but it had been submitted to all the farm-
ers along the route, and on the sirength
of ils recepfion the pipes were ordered.
If the operation of the Bill was to be
limited to 1912 he was nol going on with
the extensions. He did not know what
had actuated the Legislative Couneil in
this extraordinarvy anmendment. huat if it
was persisted in he would not he able to
comply with the hundreds of requests re-
ceived, He moved—

WORKS:
many words

That the amendment be not agreed Lo.

Quesiion passed; Council’s amendment
nol noveed to.

He=olution reported, and (he

adnnted.

repori

Rensons for disarreeing to amendment
adopted, and a niessage accordingly ve-
turned lo the Lezislative Conneil.
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BILL—LOAN (£2,142,000).

Returned from the Legislative Council
without amendment.

Sitting suspended from 2.15 to 10 p.m.

QUESTION—TIMBER LANDS.

The MINISTER ¥OR LANDS: I bave
here the information asked for by the
member for Forrest in a question on the
15th November. I at that iime rveplied
that the information was not tiwen avail-
able, but it would be oblained. The fol-
lowing velurn gives the informaliou whieh
the hon. member requirved:—

The following shows npproximately
the area of Crown lands being cut over
by the various timber companies in the
distriets menlioned :—(ireenbushes,
9,340 neres. Timber Corporation, Lid.;
Bridgetown, 6,000 acres, W.A, Jarrah
Saw Mills ; Donnybrook, 1’reston, Boy-
anup, 37,000 acres, SW. Timber
Hewers’ Society ; Preston-Boyup, 3,000
acres, 8.W. Timher Hewers’ Society ;
Collie-Narvogin, 10,000 acres, S.\V,
Timber Hewers’ Society, Millars’
Karri and Jarrah Company ; Arma-
dale-Morninglon, 24,640 acres, S5.W.
Tirober Hewers’ Society, Lewis and
Reid, Millars’ Karri and Farrah Com-
pany.

QUESTION-—FRUIT PACKER,
POINTMENT.

My. GEORGE (without notice} asked
the Minister for Lands,—Is he aware
that the loeal applicant for the posilion
of fruit pocker holds a certificate of
health rendering the answer No. 1 given
te the member for Swan absolutely in-
correct

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
In view of the fact ihat the fruit export
trade will increase, the idea of the Gov-
ernment was to appoint an expert packer
who would instruet the growers, but the
general consensns of opinion seems to be
that the methods pursued here are
soperior and all that can be desired, and
if there is no neecessity for the appoint-

AP-
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ment I will consider whether the Govern-
ment will not be justified in saving the
expense.

Mr. GEORGE: May I explain that
there is no desire that a packer should
not be appointed, but the reason given
for not considering the local applicant
was his ill-health. As the applicant in
question, Mr. Cowan, has an absclutely
clean biil of health and has experience
which is not excelled in Australia, it is
felt that some slight has beeo put on
him, althongh gquite unwitlingly, T am
sure,

BILL—PUBLIC SERVICE
AMENDMENT.

Returned from the Legislative Council
without amendment.

ACT

BILL—MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS
ACT AMENDMENT.

Returned from the Legislative Couneil
without amendwnent,

Sitting suspended from 10.15 to 11 p.m.

BILL—INDUSTRIAL, CONCILIATION
AND ARBITRATION ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Council’s Message.

Message from the Counecil insisting on
one amendment and giving reasons for not
agreeing to the furiher amendment made
by the Assembly. now considered.

In Commiltee.

Mr. Helman in the Chair; the Attorney
General in charge of the Bill,

No. 7—Clanse 12, sirike ont:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: One
did not feel inclined to recede one iofa
from the position previously taken up in
regard to the Council's amendment, other-
wise arbitration would be impossible. The
entire objeet of the Bill was to promote
the settlement of industrial disputes by
means of bringing parties together before
the epurt and allowing the court on the
evidence to bring about an amicable settle-
ment of a dispute. There was not a single
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tealure of coercion, dictation, or eompul-
sion. The object was to make it easy,
when employer and employee stood con-
fronting each other, to get inte court and
lay everything without technicality before
the eowrt. This was not inimicable to the
industrial peace of the community, it
was the first step towards securing it,
preserving it and coantinuing it; bot to
allow the Couneil’s amendment in this vital
clanse was to sacrifice Lhe whole principle
of arbitration. The other amendment to
be dealt with allowed the court to pre-
scribe rules lo secure the peaceful earry-
ing out of an industry, bul Clause 12 pro-
vided for the classification or grading
of workers and allowed the court to pre-
seribe the particular rate of wage and
conditions of employment for any grade
or c¢lass of worker. It was objected that
this was undue or unwarrantable inter-
ference on the part of the conrt with the
business of an employer, and that it en-
abled the court to go into a workshop
and say bow things shonld be done, aml
i} was treated as unwarrantable presump-
tion on the part of the court; but we had
enlarged the definition of “industry” so
that it wounld include a group of indus-
tries, and there were unions comprising
many kinds of industry, or many branehes
of work. For instance, in mining we had
engineers, pitmen, filter-press men, sur-
face workers, and drill men, all having
differeni rates of wages and working un-
der different conditions. There might be
disaffection in every seetion, and if we
did not give the court power to consider
the conditions in each particnlar braneh
of a united industry it was nseless taking
a ease to the arhitration eourt, becanse
one general wage could not cover the
diversity of conditions. The ohject of the
clause was to enable one appeal to be made
to the court instead of a dozen perhaps
extending over a year, and thus allow the
men to be eontented and allow the indus-
try to run along peacefully. Tt was an
indispensible power sought to be given fo
the court to deal with cases where there
were combinations of workmen in one
large nninm. What was the secret of the
fear of the court? Suvely if the conrt
was properly constifnted. eomprized of
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men of integrity, honour and experienes,
and after the point had been conceded
tbat the president of the court should be
a8 judge of the Supreme Court iiself,
surely the employers had nothing to fear
in leaving their ease in such hands., Yet
those employers dreaded puiting into the
hands of a court like this the power of
settling at once Lhe complexiiles of a
-dispute, at one hearing, without the neces-
sity of three or four eitatigns. One would
* think this was an engine of tyranny in-
venled for the purpose, not of preserving
industrial peace, but with a view lo ty-
raunical coercion of the emplovers of the
communily. Upon the heads of those op-
posing this would lie the responsibility of
the industrinl troubles that mnst come.
If we could vot find means of scientifi-
cally settling these disputes homan nature
was such that it would find move diveet,
though he feared. more eruel wavs of
settling them. Tt was a lurning bhack-
ward, a going again to the old savagery
of might meeting might; but wiih this
difference, that the might of to-dav was
coming to be with the people, whereas for
eenturies it had been in the hands of the
few. And if we were to enrage the peo-
ple they in their might would rise, and
who shonld prophesy what the destroe-
tion might he? It was te avert disasters
such as we had recently seen in England,
it was to avert physieal conflict, and all
the metheds of an embittered warfare
that the measnre had heen hronght down.
And beeanse fhere was a suspicion fthat
the Bill songht tn coerce emplovers in
some hidden wav. hon, members of an-
other place desived to erush this attempt
to ereate a peaceful court where differen-
ces eould he heard in a wav that no ather
Arbitration Aet np to date had vrovided.
neeordine to the hichest: nrineinles  of
emmity and cood conscience. and hefore
which emnlaover and emnlovee would state
their erievances disnassionately. We had
given the ecourt nower to enter inte
sympathy with those seeking redress. and
at onee the old tyranny had sprung ap
with the rebuke that the workers were
asking for too mnch. This was not for
the workers alone, it was for the employ-
ers as well.  Ministers had done their
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duty by endeavouring to preserve the
peace of the community, had tried to
settle industrial disputes by providing a
tribunal of equity, and if others liked to
throw that tribunal aside and force men
to obtain redress by other means they
must take the consequences, for the evil
was af their doors.

The Premier: They will be the first to
come along and ask members of Parlia-
ment to use their influence.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Even
in vonnection with the little irouble at
Fremantle those concerned had already
made such requesis. The Bill wonld oh-
viate any necessity for indirect influence;
vet it was denied the community by men
who. like those whom it was desired to
destroy. were first made mad.

Mr. George: We do not want that.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: But
what bad been seen in England and in
America dunring the last five months?

Mr. George: Dynamile in the canse
of labour.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Did
members want the workers to vesort fo
dynamite? No. Let them settle their
troubles without resorling to means of
that sort. If there were such happenings
let the Legislative Couneil take the re-
sponsibility, for when the olive branch
of peace had been held out to them, and
a means of settling disputes placed in
their hands, they had torned round with
sneers and thrown the olive braneh back.

My, Nanson: There is not much slive

hraneh about it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Bill said to all eoncerned that they should
struggle by physieal force and with loss
of wealth no longer; the whole machinery
of industry should he kept going, and
the disputanis should come inio the temple
of equity and argue together, and let the
machinery never stop even after the dis-
pute was settled. Having gone so far with
no other molive than of preventing strife.
let the charge rest upon another place
and their aiders and abeitors in these
amendments, if, in future, this country
were torn by internicine strife and those
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terrible appeals that came for justice in
the midst of great trouble. He moved—

That the requirements of the Legis-
lative Council be notl agreed to.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: The flights
of oratery by the Attorney General were
certainly uncalled for in connection with
this question. As practical men repre-
senting every elass of the commuanity they
had to endeavour to establish a just Aect
in connection with the Arbitration Court.
This Bill had been threshed out in every
phase, and now members were faced with
a disagreement between the two Houses
of Parliament.

The Premier: Or your followers in the
Legisiative Council.

Me. FRANK WILSON: The PPremier
ougzht to remember that he was not at a
football mateb. The Commitiee were
dealing with something morve <erions. No
language any hon. member conld use could
more incile to revolulion or ahuse of the
Iaw than the langnage of the Attorney
CGeneral on {his oceasion. Tustead of
dealing with this snggestion in a reason-
able frame of mind, and considering whe-
ther il was nof advisable to aceept a com-
promise and get portion of the legislation
on the statute-book rather than lose the
Bill, inslead of in ealm langnage putting
forih the ease from the Minisierial point
of view, the Atfrorney General had ap-
pealed fo the seniiment and passion of
members.  Hvery seetion of the com-
munity had absolufely {he same vight to
put forth their opintons as those who
represented trades umions in this Chawm-
ber.

The Premier inievjeeted.

My, FRANK WIISON:
Premier be quiet?

The Premier: T will if T like; T will
not he dictated fo hy you.

Mr, FRANK WILSON: The Yremier
would never get reason or legislation hy
this eonstant inlerruplion.  Members had
learned from the Aitorney (eneral when
introducing the Bill thal it was drafted
in the intevests of trades wmiomists.

The Attorney General: Amongst other
things it was; it was honnd to assist them
in sowe way.

Will the
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Mr, FRANK WILSON : There showed
the hias—serving one side, and one side
only, It was idle for members to say
that {he respousibility was thrown on
members of another place who thought
differently from the Attorney General; it

was idle to afttempt ‘to intimidate
himm  (Mr. Wilson) to vote against
his judgment by threats that the

land would flow with blood and be in
the throes of revolution. He was there to
do hiz duty, and Lo exereise those powers
whieh Providence had bestowed on him,
and to do liis best so far as his abilities
would allow to bring about legislation
fair to all sections. There were argu-
ments to be wrged in favour of the sug-
gestions of the Legislotive Council, but
why ask members to lizien to [hem at this
hour of the night? The Atflorney General
had dene nothing more than to deliver
one of those haranguez for which he was
renowned on the street corners of the
Citv.

The Attorney General:
generous. .

Mp. FRANK WILSON: One would
have imagingd (hat he was on the lis-
planade listening to a Sunday affernoon
entertainment. instend of lislening to a
diseussion as lo whether the Commiltee
should saerifice the Bill altowether or
accept @ reasonable compromise.

Mr. Taylor: This is the essenlial fea-
iure of the Bill.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Nol at all
Theve had heen no lrouble for the last
10 years and every section of workers in
the different industries had heen catered
for, and (heir rates had heen fixed.

No.

That is very

The Minister for lands:

AMr, FRANK WILSON: Tuo take out
of 1he hands of fke owners of those
works, and ihe experts in charge of thens.
any power to zrade their workers was
certainly an infringement of the rights of
those who had their eapital invested in our
indnsiries. The Attorney General bhad
tfalked this evening as if there was only
one side. and if the Tahour party did not
get what they wanted the Aliorney Gen-
eral rather incited thema to sellle their
disputes hy sbiikes. He (Mr. Wilson}
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refused o have the responsibility for the
rejection of {his Bill thrown upon him
and his followers; they were determined,
that they would express their views on
this matter, and if they disseuted from a
clause like this they were going fto vote
against it. TIf the Attorney General in
his heat, because lie could not get all that
he wanted, allowed the Bill to go into the
wast paper basket, the responsibility
rested with him..

The AMINISTER FOR LANDS: Upon
the leader of the Opposilion and those
sunporting him in his oflitude 1wust be
fastened the responsibility for the defeat
of this measure of arbitration, which had
been submitted by the Government in an
earnest desire to ensure that the Arbitea-
tion Aet should bhe compefent for the
purpose for which it was originally de-
signed. 1In so fixing the responsibility, he
also fixed upon the leader of the Jpposi-
tion and his colleagnes the responsibility
for the disputes which had taken place
during the last few years. Not only from
those who were interested in seeuring a
reasonsbly perfect measure of arbitration
but also from the members of the Arhi-
{ration Conrt itself had come a demand
for the prineciple embodied in this clause.
The desire when the principle of arhitra-
lion was first embarked upon. was {(hai
hoth parties should be able to 2o {0 an
independent tribunal and adjust their in-
dustrial disputes; but owing to the im-
perfeet character of the Aet the court
had said to the least competent— “We will
fix your rate.” and lo the others they had
spid—“The measure is only an eropty pre-
tence; we can give von no relief, vou
must go back to your emplovers and ae-
cept their determination which yon come
lo us to avoid.” Members were entilled
i0 hear the arguments which the leader of
the Oppesition said could he advaneed in
Favour of the amendments made by the
Couneil. Those argumenis had not been
advanced when the Bill was disenssed, but
on the other hand many arguments had
heen brought forward to show that it
was the lack of this provision for the ex-
ercise of powers Ly the conrt whiebh had
enused the imperfeet operation of the Act
and the awards of the econrt to be not oh-
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served. In #he tramway dispute, for in-
stanee, the workers had appealed for an
award whieh would cover the whele of
the men iv the industry, but the eourt had
iold them (hat they were asking for some-
thing whielh the Ac¢t would not permit

the vourt o give. The ecourt could
only fix a certain rate, and the
workers  had  to  depend upon the

employers 1o attend to the other mai-
iers which (he court was asked to adjust.
Precisely the same position oecurred in
connection with the timber trouble in
1907 and also when che (‘ommissioner for
Railways was cited in regard to the case
where a man was being paid less than
the award and where owing to the imper-
fection of the action he was permitted to
say that the man had eontracted himself
out ‘of the award and eonsequently the
court could give no redress. Instance
after instance could be repeated and year
after year the leader of the Opposition
who was tlien in eontrol of the affairg of
the State was appealed to and asked
to give that measure of relief which was
being .sought, and the control which the
Arbitration Court onght to have had.
The present Government were pledged
not only to arbitration but a perfect mea-
sure of arbitration and if that could he
secured, they would take the responsi-
hility of seeing that the court had power
ta decide fully on all points so that Tthose
who went to the court for a decision
would submit to that decision. But how
could the Government ask any body of
men who looked to them for advice to
submit (o awards when they were mere
empty prefences and did not give thai re-
lief they went to the conrt to seek? If
hon. members looked up the awards of
the Comrt they would see that time after
time the president had stated that so far
as his powers were cencerned the Act
was 1n many respects an empty pretence,
and he appealed to Parliament to remedy
the defects. Those requests had been
ignored by the gentleman who was now
leader of the Opposition until the presi-
dent of the court was moved to say that
it appeared impossible to securs any
amendment which was necessary to vest
the required pawers in the eourt to adjust
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disputes. That being so and the neglect
being on the shoulders of the present
leader of the Opposition, that gentleman
should not now avoid taking the respon-
sibility if the rejection of the Bill eaused
industrial unrest and prevenfed in the
tuture the settlement of disputes, and
more especially must he take the respon-
sibility—and those with him who had
followed his direction — when having
failed himself to do what had been de-
manded of him, he now turned round and
denied those willing to do it the right
and the power to do it. The blame would
be on the hon, member's shoulders in the
future. Ii was a pitiable thing, when to-
day. a Government and 2 party respon-
sible to the people. and carrying the man-
date of the people to amend the Arbi-
tration laws, shonld be directly defied by
the leader of the Opposition and with
him those who had so foolishly defeated
the measure and so prevented the Gov-
ernment from earrving out one of the
most laudable purposes to which they
had eommitfed themselves in order to
secure a perfect measure of arbitration,
and so ensure industrial peace and eon-
tinnous working in our industries in the
future.

Mr. GEORGE: It would be regreitable
if the Bill were to be thrown into the
wasle paper basket. and he appealed to
members an the Ministerial side not to
do such a foolish thing,. When the Bill
originallv eame before the House he de-
clared fthen that he weleomed the fact
that it did away with a lot of the diffi-
eulties which had prevented employer and
emplovees coming to a straight issue in
the Arbitration Court. Under the old
Aet, it was mossible for either side if
they chose, o delay the proceedings.
and ftn his mind. it was not desirable
when there was industrial tronble that
anything should intervene to delay dis-
cussion in the matter and the prompt
settlement of it. Did the Attorney Gen-
eral and the Minister for Tands think it
wise. even if thay did feel strongly ahont
the matter, tn throw away many good
and wise provisions?

Mr. Thomas: And accept the provi-
sions you would givé us?
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Mr. GEORGE : Industrial peace
throughout was what he desired as mueh
as anyone else, but he was not prepared
to take everything that was put before
him and swallow it whole, without ex-
pressing reasons for the views which he
held. If the Bill was thrown into the
waste paper basket, there would be a loss
to the workers and the employers of pro-
visions which, to his mind, were more
worthy than all the talk they had had.

The Minister for Lands: Buaf this
clanse is the Bill.

Mr. GEORGE did not agree with the
Minister for Lands. What in his opinion
was at the hottom of a lot of the dis-
putes not being settled was the constitu-
tion of the Court. Those of them who
were tradesmen knew well that every
tradesman clong to his own particular
Irade, To (ry and effeet a setilement wilth
the assisfance of employers’ representu-
tives or employees’ representatives whn
did not belong to the trade which was
the sabject of the disupte, was to ask what
was an almost impessible task.  The
member for Fremantle who was a boiler-
maker by trade knew well that in connee-
tion with his trade he would not like the
conditions of the trade or the waaestobhe
diseussed by a man who might be a pas-
try-cook, however eminent that pastry-
cook might he. The Act should contain
provisions by which a partienlar trade
should be adjudicated on by members
of the trade econcerned.

The Premier: It does not matter how
a court is constituted; if it has no
powers it is useless.

Mr. GEORGE: The court would have
wider powers and a better opportunity
of dealing with industrial disputes than
ever before, even with the clanse in qnes-
tion deleted. Tf the Government decided
that they would throw the Bill into the
waste paper basket they wonld have to
take the responsibility of the action.

Mr. B. 1. Stnbha: We shall see what
the people will say.

Mr. GEORGE: We could leave our
constituents to deal with us. He was not
prepared to vote in this matter in the
way the CGtovernment wished nor was lie
prepared to throw the Bill away. He was
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under the impression in the case of a
difference of opinion that a conference
could be held in which it might be pos-
sible to adjust those differences. Life
was a series of compromises; therefore
why should the Assembly refuse what
was the universal rule? None wanted
tronble: we only wanted what was a fair
thing; therefore why not have a con-
ference before laking the drastie step of
throwing the Bill into the waste paper
basket. There were provisions in the Bill
whiclt  rendered  arbitration 3% jper
cent, hetter than it was before and were
we to throw {hose on one zide? Why nol
follow the course provided by the Stand-
ing Orders so as o endeavour to bring
abont what was desired?

Mr. CARPENTER : There was no
doubt about the attitude of the leader
of the Opposition, and having had his ut-
terances—which presumably represented
the views of the members behind him,—
we now had the member for Murray-Well-
ington saying something quite different.
Assuming what the latter hon. member
had stated to be sincere, and he (Mr.
Carpenter) did mnot doubt the hon.
member’s sineerity, he would like to
ask whether there was anything like
the unanimity of opinion on the Opposi.
tion side which the member for Murray-
Wellington had suggested in order to,
should hs say, bring about with another
place & more liberal attitude towards the
Bill. If there was one difficulty which
had existed during the past four or
five vears it was that of getting those
members of labour organisations who
had long since lost confidence in the
Aribtration Court as we knew it to-day,
to accept the awnrds which they knew
were not fair to them. Onlyv a few
weeks ago he Dbegged men. wha had
just previously had a stapid award
given by the Court and which was
generally racognised as unfair, to accept
that award rather than take steps which
would caunse not only suffering to them.
selves but suffering and Ioss to others
as well. The men werer advised to
take what the court gave hecause the
court’s powers were so limited, by the
hope held out that there would be
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amending legislation at an early date
giving the court power particularly
upon this one question of grading the
workers. Tn the case of the limeburners
the award was for a lower rate than
was paid in the industry, and even the
representative of the employers in the
Arbitration Court had referred to the
limitation in regard to fixing a better
wage for the best men. In sthis case the
men had to be begged to accept the
award in the hope that by-and-bv the
courtt would have extended powers.
However, the responsibility rested with
members on the other side to say whether
they would take the initiative to save
the Bill ; its loss would mean disaster
to the industrial world and possibly
lead to a great deal of suffering in the
months to come.

12 o’clock, midnight.

Mr. HARPER : More industrial strife
wounld be created if power was given to
the Arbitration Court o grade workers.
Tt was imposaible for any court to do it
fairly and in 8 practical manner in
regard to the various industiial concerns
of Western Australia. He was more
than ever convinced that wages boards
in the wvarious districts would do far
more satisfactory work than it was
possible for an arbitration court to do.
There was no burning question in
arbitration circles in Western Australia
at the present time. We had reached
the limit of what could he done for the
working people. liach and all of the
industries in Western Austraiin were
taxed to their highest capacity in regard
to wages. [f it were desired to bring
about destruction it was only necessary
to go on increasing wages and shortening
hours. The trades unionists had been
s0 tyrannical and severe that they had
brought about the depopulation of the
goldficlds. There was a limit upon
what sny indusiry could pay, and in
practically every instance that limit
had been reached. We were all anxious
to do the best we could for the industries,
but efforts should not be confined to
the improvement of cenditions on one
stde alone.
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Hon. W. C. Angwin :
ence have you had ?

Mr. HARPER: Probably a more
varied experience than the Honorary
Minister had had.

Hon. W, C. Angwin:
opinion, perhaps.

Mr. HARPER: TFor one he was
prepared to take a broad view on all
these questions, but if we were to go
on in the way proposed we would wreck
every industry in the State.

The CHATRMAN.: The hon. member
was a little wide of the question before
the Committes.

Mr. HARPER: Wages and the
conditions of living were higher in
Waestern Australia then anywhere else.
There was no industrial strife in the
State at the present time. Jt was not
always found that a good worker made
& good boss.

The CHAIRMAN: That wos
the question before the Committee.

Mr. HARPER : The practical man was
better able to judge of what was requived
as between the emplover and the em-
ployee than was any Arbiteation Court.

Mr. TAYLOR: The Arbitration
Court had fiiled for want of power to
deal adequately with the varions grades
and conditions of employees. That had
been said by both lay members of the
court and also by the late DPresident.
The court had failed because this claase
had not been inserted in the original
measure. Whatever might be said with
regard to & econference with another
place, il he correctly interpreted his
friends opposite they were absolutely
opposed to the clause, and were secking
to justify the attitude of another place.
That being so, what was the use of a
conference, seeing that a conference
would be dealing with something in
regard to which there could he no
surrender ? To be satisfactory any
Arbitration Bill must contain this clause.
He hoped if there was to be & conference
the members who went from this side
of the House wouald go to maintain
the principles of arbitration which were
truly conveyed in the language of this
clause. To delete the clause would be to
-delete the whole Bill. The clause was

What experi-

In your own

not
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the net result of years of disappointing
experience.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Al
ready he had said that himself and the
Government and the party behind the
Government were anxious {0 save the
situation, and to this end were prepared
to doanythingconsistent withhonour. He
was agreeable to a confetence, and would
suggest it immediately if he thought
there was any chance of saving the Bill
by that means. But it was to be clearly
understood thet if we asked for & con-
ference there must be no yielding of
prineiple ; therefore he had grave doubts
of the outcome of any such conference.
But, lest it might be said that he had
left a single stone unturned, he was
willing that a conierence should be
asked for, and therefore if he were
permitted to withdraw the motion he
had already moved, in place thereof he
would move to ask for a conference of
managers of the two Committees upon
this clause.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

Request for Conference.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved---
That a conference be requesied with
the Legisiative Council on the Indus-
trial  Conciliciion and Arbifration Act

Amendment Bill, and that at such

conference the managers do consist of

three members.

Mr. FOLEY : Thsz mation should be
opposed. This Chamber had passed a
Bill and another place had sent it back.
The Assembly in their wisdomn, and
with the intention of doing something for
employee and emplover, had come to
the conclusion that rather than lose
the whole Bill they would compromise.
Having done that, they had fulfilled
their duty. The object of the measure
was to bring the parties into touch so
that they might reason together. and
if this clause were struck ont the most
important part of the Bill would have
disappeared. Thizs House had done all
that they could be expected to do.

Mr. NANSON: Tt was satisfactory
that wiser counsels had prevailed. The
motion moved by the Attorney Ueneral
was to bring together managers re-
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presenting the two Chambers in order
to discuss the point at issue between
them. A great deal of tho present
trouble was due to the impassioned
speech delivered this evening by the
Attorney General. Surely when a differ-
ence of opinion arose, a3 was bound to
arise¢ when there were two Chambers,
the way to meet the difficulty was not to
make a specch wholly unsuited to a
deliberative Assembly and appealing
rather to the prejudice and passions of
members than to their reason. The
Attorney General had suggested that if
it were not possible to obtain everything
asked for in the Bili, there would be
justification for waving the red flag of
revolution, and that almost every axcess
would be warranted unless the Govern-
ment obtained everything they demanded.
The whole course of English history
was opposed to that method of obtaining
great reforms, History taught that if
we were to obtain reforms of a lasting
character, they were more likely to be
obtained by a spirit of compromise
than by insisting on everything and
refusing to accept half & loaf because
one could not get the whole loaf. Had
the Government not adopted the course
of compromise the responsibility for
losing this measure would undoubtedly
have rested with the party who refused
to accept the suggestion of a conference.
There had been no heat on the Opposition
side. The leader of the Opposition
and the member for Murray-Wellington
had spoken in a calm and argumentative
faghion. Me was glad that even now
wiser counsels had prevaeiled, and if
members went into the conference not
with their minds made up that they
could not give away any single point,
but with open mirds, he did not despair
that we might have some measure of
reform. Of course it was not a ineasure
that the Opposition were in favour of.
The late Government wanted a measure
which would have adopted the wages
board svstem, under which there would
bave been experts adjudicating on these
questions. However, now that a con-
ference had been arranged he hoped
that some satisfactory method of com-
promise would be adopted.
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Mr. PRICE: As usual the represent-
atives of the workers were called upon
to compromise, and he could not help
expressing regret at the tone adopted
by the member for Greemough when he
accused the Attorney General of threat-
ening that the red flag of revolution
would wave in this State if the Bill were
not passed. Surely when members rose
to speak of compromise and accused
others of making impassioned specches,
it would be well if the quotations were
correct and were not intended to mislead
the public as to what actnally had been
said. The Attorney Ceneral was justified
in every word he had uttered. "F'o refer
to his. remarks as a specch calculated
to lead to breaches of the law was
straining the meaning of the words and
was a deliberate attempt to mislead the
public. Fe was prepared to agree to a
conference, but these clauses were the
vital portions of the Bill, and what was
the good of a conference as to the re.
tention of them ? Could members go
Lo the conference with open minds when
the whole character of the Bill was
contained in the very clauses which they
were asked to confer on ? Tf the Bill
were thrown out, the opponents of the
measure would have done their work
well, and Parliament should repeal all
arbitration ~ legislation, and give cffect
to the wish of the leader of the Opposition
who had said that he did not favour
acbitration. There could be only two
ways of doing away with strikes.

Mr. George:  Arbitration does not
do away with strikes.

Mr. Foley : You will not let us.

Mr. PRICE:  Withcut these two
clauses in the Bill it would be impassible
to abolish strife, hecause workers at the
present time had no confidence in the
Act. Let there be a conference, but
if these clauses were to be struck out
he would sooner see the Act swept
away and a reversion to the old condition
of affairg, rather than further continue a
farce which had slready been too long
in existence. The Shearers’ Union, the
Workers’” Union, and the Lumpers’
Union at Albany had all refused to have
anything to do with the Arhitration
Court, and there was not a single union



1562

in the State that had confidence in that
body. Whydid not the representatives,
in another place,of the employers meet
the members of the Assembly, so that
employers and emplovees might get all
they desired and the court they were
seeking ? He was not prepared to give
way. If he thought the managers re-
presenting the Legislative Assembly
would give way on this clause he would
do all in his power to prevent the con-
ference. Should we be compelled to
grove]l in the dust before being obliged
to earry out the mandate which had been
given to the Legislative Assembly by
the people ? Let us have the conference
if it would please hon. members, but
he expected no good from it. He hoped
the Government would seriously consider
the question of wiping out of the statute-
book the existing Arbitration Act, which
was nothing but & farce, and wag calcula-
ted to lead to trouble rather than to
avoid it.

Question pub and passed.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the managers to represent the

Legislative Ascembly be the members

for Murray- Wellington, and Avon, and

the Attorney General.

Question put and puassed.

Resolntion reported, the report
adopted, and a Message accordingly
sent to the Legislative Couneil.

1 o'clock a.m.

BILL—AGRICULTURAL BANK ACT
AMENDMENT.

Council’'s Pressed Request—Money
Bills procedure.

Message from the Council received
pressing & requested amendment which
the Assembly had declined to make.

Mr. SPEAKER: T want to state
to the House that the Council's right
to insist on requests has been discussed
in the Assembly previously and my
predecessors in this office have laid
down certain rulings. Tn the Perth
Town Hall Bill the Speaker laid it
down that the Council could not insist
on or press its requests, as it was contrary
to the spirit of Section 46 of the Con-
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stitntion Act, and, therefore, insistence
became & demand. Later on this House
referred the point to the Standing Orders
Committee and when that committee
reported the mattor was dealt with
and the House adopted certain resolutions
on the motion of Mr. Daglish, declaring
that the Council had no power to press
on the Assembly requests for amend.
ments to money Bills, as if the Assembly
allowed it, the interpretation of Section
46 of the Constitution Act would be ap-
proximate to the Standing Orders dealing
with ordinary Bills. Having drawn the
attention of the House to this, I ask
members to take that action which they
deem expedient inregard to this message.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
move—

That a Message be transmiited io
the Legislative Council acquainiing them
that there 18 o difficulty in the way of
consideration by the Legislative As-
sembly of a Message in which a reguest
t8 pressed, and requesting that the
Legislative Council do further consider
the Message transmitted by them with
regard to the Agricultural Bank Act
Amendment Bill.

Question passed; and a Message

accordingly transmitted to the Legis-
lative Council.

BILL—GOLDFIELDS WATER
SUPPLY ACT AMENDMENT.
Message from the Council received

notifying that the Council no longer
insisted on ‘its amendment.

BILL—DIVORCE AMENDMENT.

Message from the Council received
notifying that the Council had agreed
to the amendment made by the Assembly
88 recommended by the Governor.

BILL—APPROPRIATION.

Returned from the Legislative Council
withont amendment.
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BILL—TOTALISATOR REGULA-
TION.

Council's Amendments.

Bill returned from the Legialative
Council with schedule of three amend-
ments, which were now considered.

In Commitice.

Mr. Price in the Chair, the Premier
in charge of the Bill.

No. 1—Clause 2, in definition of
“ totalisator * strike out ‘‘ and includes **
in line one:

The PREMIER moved—

That the amendment be agreed to.
The objeet of tho amendment was to
exclude any machine being used on a
racecourse other than the machin? known
as a totalisator.

Question passed ; the Council’s amond.-
ment agreed to.

No. 2—Clauss 2, in tho definition
of * totalisator ™ strike out all the
words after totalisator in line 2 down
to the end of the definition :

The PREMIER moved—

T'hat the amendment be agreed fo.

Question pnssed ; the Council's amend.-
ment sgreed to. ”

No. 3—Insert new clause to stand as
Clause 15—** No license shall be granted
to nny club under this Act unless the
Colonial Trensurer is satisfied that no
profits or gains of any such club are
divisible amongst the individunl members
thereof, or any of them ™:

The PREMIER : The object of the
amendment was to exclude the use of
the totalisator by propiietary clubs.
He was not quite clear whother it would
do what its proposors dosired. The
Bill provided that tho totalisator could
not bo used except by obtaining a
license, but there were soveral clubs
that slready had the right to use the
totalisator and they.would be aflected
unless the provisions of the Act ox.
cluded them. He had brought this
matter under the notice of those re-
sponsible for the amendment and they
had alteeed it with a view to avoiding
the position which would have arison.
He had informed members of another
placo that we had no intention of extend.
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ing the use of the totalisator to un.
registored eclubs, and that he would,
have no objection to an amendment.
That amendment had been made, but
he was not porfcctly clear that it would
only have the effect desired. 'Howover,
he was assured by members of another
place, who ought to kunow, that the
Act specially exempted the West Aus.
tralian Turf Club and the clubs registered
with that body. Therefore he moved—
That the amendment be agreed lo.

Question passed ; the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.

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

BILLS (4)—RETURNED FROM LEG-
ISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Darling Range

1, Upper Railway

Fxtension.
2, Hotham-Crossman Railway.
3, Yillimining Konclinin Railway.,
4, Marrinup Branch Raihvay.
Without amendment.

Sitting suspended from 1.20 to 2 am.

BILL—INDUSTRIAL CONCILIATION
AND ARBITRATION ACT AMEND
MENT.

Report of Managers.

The A'TORNEY GENJERAL (Hon. T.
Walker): Tho managers appointed Ly
this Chamber had met the thres managers
from tho Legislative Council, and a
lengthy econfercnce had taken place.
At ono moment thore had ssemed to be
some possibility of & compromise, the
compromise being on Clause 12, in
conneetion with which it had been
suggested that the Assembly managors
might agree to the dbmission of the words
* or grading,” so that the clause would
then read that the cowrt might by any
aword provide for the classification of
workors, instead of the classification or
grading. Grading being, in their opinion,
only another word for classification, the
Assembly managers wore content to
have those words omitted, provided that
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the clause woro retained without those
words. As to Clause 9. the managers
had agreed to insert & new clouse making
awards binding on the unions, provided
they could rotain the proposed Sub-
section {2a), namely—"* The court may
by any award prescribe such rules for
the regulation of any industry to which
the mward applies, as moy appear to
the Court to Lo necessary to secure the
peaceful carrying on of such industry.”
Sir Edward Wittenoom would consent
t0 no omission from Clause 12 or to any
compromise, and knowing the purpose
of the Bl and tho object of Clause 9,
the Assembly managers could not consent
to its being delated ;  therefore, the
monagees of the two Houses had been
unable to come to any understanding,
and o deadlock had been  reached.
The Assembly’s managers had done their
utmost to urge on all peesent the gravity
of the situniion, had reminded them of
the troubles which had alvendy appeared
upon the horizon on tho poldfields, and
in the metropolitan areas, and the danger
which would be uncountered if  this
Bill were dropped. Notwithstanding
those representations, no concessions
other than those wlready mentioned—
and those only on the puwrt of one of
the Council's manugers, plus the Hon-
oracy Minister (Fon. J. E. Dodd)—
were made, and the Assembly's inanpgers
wero thercfore compelled to return to
theiv  Chamber snd  report that  the
conforence had been abortive,

Mr. Bolton: Tt is a poor lnokout
for the shipping ot Premantle,

In Comnittce.
Considoration of Logislative Council’s
Messngo resumed.
Mr. Holman in thoe Chair ; the Attorney
Gencral in chargo of tho Bill.
The ATTORNEY GENBERAL said
he would restore his original motion—
That the requirements of the Legis-
lative Council be not ngreed fo. )
Question passed ; the Council’s re-
quircments not agreed to.
Resolutions  reported, the report
adopted, and a message accordingly
aturned to the Logislative Council.
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BILL—AGRICULTURAL BANK ACT

AMENDMENT.
Message received from the Legislative
Counell intimating that it did not

further press its requested amendinents.

ADJOURNMENT—COMPLIMENT-
ARY REMARKS.

The PREMIER (iHon.-J. Scaddan) :
I beg to move—

Phat the Heouse at ity rvising do
adjourn te 230 pan, o Twesday,
I6th Sanunary, 18012,

In moving this motion [ wish to explain
to thy new members that it is not in-
tended to moet on that date :  this
is done for the purpose of permitting
the Bills which have been passed through
the closing days of tho session to be
approved of by MHis Execclfency the
Governor,  Tn the interim a proclamation
will Dbe issued. provoguing Purlinment
to a date which will be mentioned in
that proclumation. I desire to say that
to some extent the Clovermmont ore
diss-pointad with what has trangpired
piwrticndarcly to-duy  in conneetion with
what was such » vitol purt of the policy
of the Government—having just come
froan the cleectors wit o distinet mandato
to do that which wos vssentin! for the
purpose of prescrving industrinl  peace
within the Statg, Our offorts in that
dircction bave heon frusteated by the
action of another place which was also
responsible  for  the rejection of the
Public Works Committes Bill and also
another mattor of great importance,
the mensure for the compulsory purchase
of land for public purposcs by more
just methods. Still T take pride in
the work that we have been able to
accomplish in such s short session.
H hon. members will peruse their Bill
files they will find that in n  session
in the history of the State has such
important work been done in  so
short o space of timo. This only points
to the possibility of achieving greater
things in tho near [future. We are
parting now for a period perhaps of
some months and as we are approaching
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the: festive soason | wanl o convey
on behalf of the Government, wo members
penerally and to you Mr. Speaker, the
Chairman of Committees, the officars
of the House, Hrngard, the messengers
and ettendants geoerally our’ heartiost
wishes for o merry Christinas and e
happy and prosperons New Year; and
1 want. particularly te say that while
we hove, to some extent, had diferences
of opinion and have foaght strenuoasly
across 1he lloor of tho House. wne have
known that eur wishes would prevail,
foc the reson that we had sutficiset on
this cide of the Honse in support of our
policy. | have nothing to complain
of feom the members on the other sido
for the little support they have given
while retaining  the right o criticise.
When we remwssemnbble € otrust iv will bo
with the ene tention to do that which
wit believe is in the Dest interests of
the copmunity as & whole, and | believe
we are bresking wp aftor & short session
having accomplished something in that
direction. T dusire  to  tendor
my thanks to the officors of the Houss
for the

axtendud towards e,

again

coursesy  they  have always

Mr. FIRANK WILSON (Sussex): If
the Premior is satisfied with the work
of tho session 1 ecannot complain. T
would, however, just say to him. and to
you, Sir, that T think perhaps he has to
thank the mombers of the Opposition
for having assisted him in this direction,
in that we have nuot put ap ieetions
oppusition‘. We  have  endeavoured
throughant to criticise the meagsures thag
have beon brought before Parliament
by the Covernment, to criticise them
fairly according to our judgment, and
then we love ceased owr opposition,
amd sllowed the messures to go withont
a division. ‘Thersforce in that respect
I think T may cloim the Opposition
has assisted the Covernment in getting
through the session,  The Premier states
thiat be is ‘happy in the knowledgo that
he had a majority bohind him ahvays
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rewdy to carry  his mwnsures,  Happy
Premier to be i that position. At the

same time  the minority must always
be recognisud, and T ean assure him,
ne matter how small the numbers on
this side of the House in the following
sogsion and hereafter thoy will always
be heand from and, il novessary, smme
sharper discussions will take place than
have taken place this session. T am
glad wo got through our wock. without
uny serionz difference. Perhaps in the
heat of debate we used langunge one
ctight not to use, yot teaking the resalt
in the aggregnte in the debates during
this session I think we have fairly well
absteined from  attecks  which  would
cause illfecling. at any rate ill-fecling
that would be Jasting, It is oo of
the bright sides of party warfuro that
we ure able oo fight lers and then ineat
ws  friends join  with the
Promier in extending tu  you, Sir, to
the offiters of the House, to Hansard,
to the Scrgeant-at-Arms, snd to all
othier ” officials  connected  with  Patlin.
ment, best wishos for a nerry ssason
a very

outside, 1

and | hope, w one and al)

prospurous and happy New Yoar.

Mr. SPEAKER : Before putting the
motion I desice to oxpress on behail
of myself and the ofticera of the Houso
our apprecistion of the kind words
uttered by the Premier und by the leader
of the Opposition., T went to thank
memnbers for the uniform courtesy one
and all have extended towards the Chair.
Sa far as I em personelly concerned
I have endeavoured to ca:Try ovut my
duties with sdventage to the House
and eredit to wyseli. 1 may say the
officers hove done likewise, My thanks
are due to them, particularly to the
chiof officers of the House, wnd alse to
every secvant of the House who has
awisted in the econduct of business.
Whilst thanking hon. membera T join with
the Premier and with the leader of the
Opposition  in expressing on helialf of
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myv=ell ol the officors of the House  the
wish that ol <kl enjoy nhappy Christ.
mas el o prosperus. New Yeae, wuld

I bope when wo et samin aembers

will come haelk l'u_]u\'(:llnh-d th Yy
o the husiness of the eountey,

Question put and passil.

Howse adjonrned ot 307w (Satarduy),

CPhe follewing notiee appeared o the
Gorernment  CGazette of 12th Jamary,
mz2: -
Te is lerehy mlified, for geaeeal islor-
Smation, that His Exeelieney ihe Gover-
e has, in the name el an belall of
CHis Maojesiy, assented, ou the dates
specified, 1o the nudermentioned  Aels
passed by the Legislative Connel and
Legistative  Assembly o Parlioogent
assembled, namely :— -
A et do apply out of the Conzali-
Sdated Revenne Fand the sum of Four
Ianrdred amd sixty dhonsawd powls fo
the Serviee of the Yeur eading [th
June, 1120 CAz<enled (o 240 Noveni-
hapr, 1911.)

Mol Lo amend the Liceusing Nef,
1. (Assended 1o 22w Decomber,
T

W Ael 1o antherise (he FEstablish-

ment und Maiutenanes of a Stafe otel,

at Dhwellingup.  Cdssented ta st De-
comher, 1911,) T

AL Aet (e validnge  eertnin Bates
matede by Hie Coaeeit of the Mintieipal-
iy of Collie and the Collie Loeal Boamd
of Health, for the vear ewling the Hist
day ol Oclobier, 1L (Assented o
Alst December, 1971,)

An Aot to twmpese a0 Land Tox ad
an  Ineome Tax, [ Nesenlal (o st
Decemher, 1911}

A Ael 1o amend the Galdfields
Waler Suppdy Yel, P2 Assented
to st December, 19113

A el b rezulite the practice of
Velerinary Suvgery, and for ofther re-
lative paeposes,  EA=sented (o st Dhe-
vembor, 1WA

An Adt 1o amend she Criminal Caide,
TAssentd ta Nat PDecenhor, 19113
Ao Ml o deelare the Marcinup
Branel Railway  lawtally  apen for

Tradiie,
20

A et Lo Farther amend the Farly
Closings e, 12, (Assended o 8th
Janoarey, 190120)

{Assentml o Nth Janoary,

AuoAet Ao wwend the Healthe Ael,
WL (Assenled  fo Sh Janunry,
1912

A et to enlarge the appellite
Juvisdiction of (he Supreme Couel, and
(o repeal the enaetinents relating (o the
establislient awd jurisidietion o (he
Court ol Appeal of Western Mustealia,
CAssenbed 1o 91 anaary, 19129

Moo Mol e el the Focal Conels
Aet, 100E  (N-sented do 9t Jannacy,
mez)

A Aet o emngent o the constroe-
tion by the Commmiweath of Nustra-
lia of the Wezfern Australian porvtion
af a0 Hailway Fvom Kalgoorbe to 1Poel
Augnsta; wned to onalde the Chvernor
1o sranl (o the Commonwen!lh sneh
waste lands ol the Crowir in Western
Mustealia ag ave veguired or the coun-
~trneGion, maintenanee, and working of
sieh Batlway,  { Assenled Lo il Jann-
nky, 1132

Ao et fooamend an Ordianee to
regulaie the Police Denetit Paed, {As-
seadeal Io D January, 1012,

An Ael Lo cialde the Governmend Lo
orvet it dispose of Workers™ Theel-
lings, and to make Mdeanees fo Peaple
of Limiled Means 1o peovide Homes
for thenselves, (Assented G0 MHh
Jannary, 1N2)

Au At to amthorise 1he roising of o
s ol Two wmillien one hundred and
Forty-lwo Thensnsd  poutids by Lean
for the eonstruelion of ecertain Public
Wuorks and for other pnrposes, [As-
sented to Ot Tannary, 1912))
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An Vel Lo somend the Publie Serviee
Set, 14 [ Agsented to 9h Janaary,
PLIEN

AnAet to amend the Munieipal Cor-
porations Met, 190G, (Asgented 1o O0h
Joannary, 10120

A el 1o athovise oo FBxtension of
the Upper Darling Nange Railway.
{ Assonted Lo ML danaacy, 912

Ao Aet 1o amthorise the Conslraeiion
of a Hailway feom Hotham to Crosa-
man. L Assepled 1o N Tannary, 1072)

iAol To antharise the Constoonelion
of a Railway Frsmm Yillindning to Ken-
dinin. tAmenfed 1o Olh Tannary,
1M2)

An Net to approprinde and apply onl
of the Consohdated Revenue 1@gnd and
from Moneys fo erwdil ol (he Tyosi
Fund, the General Loan Paad, and ihe
Loan Suspense Neconnl eevinin s
to nuike zoad the supplies granfed for
the Serviee of the venr ending (he 304N

Parliameni was prorogneil

hy Proclamation
Exiraordinary on the 1Ath day of Jannary, 1912,
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day of June, Une thousand nine han-
desl and fwelve, {(Aszzented (o Nh
January, 1912.)

An Aet o Fuether amend e Apri-
cultueal Bank Aet, 1906, (Assented to
Hh danuary, 1012.)

An Ael (o further reaulale the nse
of 1he PTotalisater. [ Assenfed ta 9th
Jaonmpey, 1912}

Al las veserved For [he <signifiealion
of Llis Majesty’™s pleasoee therenpon:

NI For An Xel Lo amend an -
dinanee 1o reenlaie Diveree and Matri-
monial Canses, 27 Viedoria, Nao, 10

Tn o subsequenl Gorermnent (ia:elle,
published on 1580 Januavy, 1912, i1 was
polified (hai His Fxeelleney Lhe Governor
ol assentod 1o the follawing Bill, passed
during {he session of Parclimoenr: -

An Al Ao provide Tor the Exerrise
by Theprty of eertain Powers and Anth-
orilies vested in the Governor,

isaned In n Gorernmeni {in-etle
lo the 146ih Apreil, 109712,

By Authority: Frep. Wwu. Simpsox, Government Printer, Perth.



