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Particulars of land allocations to the pri-
vate sector will have to be notified by the
authority in the Government Gazette
within one month of the Governor's ap-
proval of the allocation.

Subseclglon (5) of the new section seeks
to make it clear that the new section does
not prejudice the generality of the exist-
ing legislation that relates to town plan-
ning. This is consistent with the inten-
tion that the new section shall clarify
and particularise rather than abrogate or
substantially zlter thz existing law.

Clause 4 proposes hy an amendment to
an existing section of the Act to make it
clear that the authority’s existing power
to apply money represented in the Metro-
politan Ragion Improvement Fund to the
payment of all exanenditure incurred by
it for the purpose of formuwlating, carry-
ing out, and giving effect to the region
scheme embraces the payment of capital
expenditure, costs, and other expenses in-
curred by the authority in connection with
the acquisition, whether by agreement or
compulsorily, of =2ll property including
p;‘operty acquired under an improvement
plan,

In conclusion, it is believed that the
optimum balance between private rights
and public interests has been struck, while
keeping in mind the absolute need to keep
the red tape within reasonable bounds.
Procedures must be careful and fair, but
they must not be unduly complicated and
prolonged. The most splendid schemes
can all too easily be frustrated by unneces-
sary delays.

The authority must by the presentation
of a detailed improvement plan convince
the Minister and, through him, the
Government that the propesal is sound in
principle. The Minister must then receive
and consider the interested parties’ repre-
sentations and review in their light the
precise effect that the improvement plan
would have on individuals. Only after all
these preliminaries will the plan reach the
stage of final approval; and, if it is ap-
proved, the land allocations under it to
the private sector will become public
knowled=e, obviating unnecessary and un-
desirable secrecy.

Debate adjourned, on motion by The
Hon. R. Thompson.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL
THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH {(North

Metropolitan—Minister for Mines) {5.37
pm.]l: I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn
until 11 am. tomorrow (Thursday).

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 5.38 p.m.
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QUESTIONS (27): ON NOTICE
HOUSING COMMISSION VEHICLES
Number, and Brands and Average

Mr.

for
(1)

(2}

Mr.

$ 9]
2)

3)

4)

Mileage of Tyres
BICKERTON asked the Minister
Housing:

How many Government vehicles
are operated by the Housing Com-
mission?

What is the name of the brand
or brands of tyres with which they
are equipped?

If more than one brand is used,
what is the proportion?

What is the average mileage ob-
tained per tyre—

(a) prior to recapping or retread-

ing;

{(b) bafore being declared un-
serviceable?

O'NEIL replied:

31.

All vehicles when purchased new

are equipped with Hardie Rubber
Co. Ltd. tyres. Couniry commis-
sion vehicles are equipped with
two spare wheels shod with
Hardie tyres as standard equip-
ment.

Only in a rare case of emergency
when a Hardie tyre is unavailable
is another brand purchased.

(a) and (b) Experience has shown
that vehicles used in the metro-
politan area for such purposes as
rent collection and the like refurn
lower mileages per tyre than
vehicles used for other commis-
sion purposes. In general, it can
be stated that mileage obtained
is in the range of 15,000-20,000
miles per tyre.

It is not the commission’s policy
to recap or retread tyres.

LANDS DEPARTMENT VEHICLES
Number, and Brands and Average

Mr.

Mileage of Tyres
BICKERTON asked the Minister

for Lands:

(1)

2>

(3

1)

How many Government vehicles

are operated by the Lands De-

partment?

What is the name of the brand

or brands of tyres with which

they are equipped?

If more than one brand is used,

what is the proportion?

What is the average mileage ob-

tained per tyre—

(a) prior to recapping or retread-
ing,

{b) bafore being declared un-
serviceable?
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Mr. BOVELY, replied:

(1) 48 motor vehicles, 11 trailers, 9
caravans,

(2) and (3) Various brands but speci-
fic details are not readily avail-
able,

(4} This information is not readily
available.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
VEHICLES
Number, and Brands and Average
Mileage of Tyres

Mr. BICKERTON asked the Minister

for Agriculture:

(1) How many Government vehicles
are operated by the Department
of Agriculture?

(2) What is the name of the brand or
brands of tyres with which they
are equipped?

(3) If more than one brand is used,
what is the proportion?

(4) What is the average mileage oh-
tained per tyre—

(a) prior to recapping or retread-

ing;
(b) before being declared unser-
viceable?
Mr. NALDER replied:
1)
Depart- Agrl-
ment of _culture Total
Agri- Proieclion
eutture  Board
Motor Velleles ... 158 185 321
Tractorg ... 86 [°] 95
Trailers ... a1 17 a8
Caravans ., 3 115 118
Motor Crcles 4 1 b

a0?

(2) and (3) Various brands but speci-
fle details are not readily avail-
ahle.

(4} This information is not readily
available.

MINES DEPARTMENT VEHICLES

Number, and Brands and Average
Mileage of Tyres

Mr. BICKERTON asked the Minister

representing the Minister for Mines:

(1) How many Government vehicles
are operated by the Mines De-
partment?

(2) What is the name of the brand or
brands of tyres with which they
are equipped?

(3) If more than one brand is used,
what is the proportion?

(4) What is the average mileage ab-
tained per tyre—

(a) Frinr to recapping or retread-
ng;

(b} before being declared unser-
viceable?

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. BOVELL replied:

(1) 120 vehicles.

(2) Hardie tyres.

(3) Answered by (2),

(4) {(a) Recapped or retreaded tyres
are not used on Mines De-
partment vehicles.

(b) This information is not avail-
able. Mines Department
_vehicles are mainly used by
geologists, drilling teams, and
inspectors of mines over very
rough terrain and are liable
to be staked or otherwise
damaged., Nop record is kept
of average mileage obtained.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
VEHICLES

Number, and Brands and Average
Mileage of Tyres

Mr. BICKERTON asked the Minister

for Works:

(1) How many Government vehicles
are operated by the Public Works
department?

(2) What is the name of the brand or
brands of tyres with which they
are equipped?

(3} If more than one brand is used,
what is the proportion?

(4) What is the average mileage ob-
tained per tyre—

(a) prior to recapping or re-
treading;

(h) before being declared unser-
viceable?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

(1) Four hundred and sixty-two.

(2) and (3) Various hrands but
specific details are not readily
available.

(4) This information is not readily
available.

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPARTMENT
VEHICLES

Number, and Brands and Average
Mileage of Tyres

Mr. BICKERTON asked the Minister

representing the Minister for Health:

(1) How many Government vehicles
are operated by the Health De-
partment?

(2) What is the name of the brand
or brands of tyres with which they
are equipped?

(2) If more than one brand is used,
what is the proportion?

{4) What is the average mileage ob-
tained per tyre—

(a) prior to recapping or re-
treading;

() before being declared un-
serviceable?
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Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

(1) 69 (including caravans and
trailers).
(2) and (3) Various brands, but

specific details are not readily
avaiiable.

(4) This information
available.

is not readily

TRANSPORT DEPARTMENT VEHICLES

Number, and Brands and Average
Mileage of Tyres

Mr, BICKERTON asked the Minister
for Transport:

(1) How many Government vehicles
are operated by the Transport
Department?
What is the name of the brand or
brands of tyres with which they
are equipped?
If more than one brand {s used,
what is the proportion?
What is the average mileage ob-
tained per tyre—
(a) prior to recapping or re-
treading;
(b) before being declared un-
serviceable?

)

3)

4)

. O'CONNOR replied:

One car, one small van in addition
to three motor scooters used by the
Taxl Control Board.

Car—originally eqguipped with
Dunlop tyres, three of which were
replaced with Hardle Tyres.
Van—original tyres (Goodyear).
Motor Seooters—original tyres
(Ceat).

Answered by (2),

Individual tyre mileages are not
recorded. Replacements are made
when a particular tyre becomes
unsafe for further use. The small
van and motor scooters are used
only in the metropolitan area
where annual mileage is low and
original tyres do not usually reach
the replacement stage.

(6 )]

2)

3)
4)

RAILWAYS DEPARTMENT VEHICLES

Number, and Brands end Average
Mileage of Tyres

Mr. BICKERTON asked the Minister
for Railways:

(1> How many Government vehicles
are operated by the Railways De-
pariment?

(2) What is the name of the brand
or brands of tyres with which they
are equipped?

10.
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(3) If more than one brand is used,
what is the proportion?

What is the average mileage ob-

tained per tyre—

(a8) prior to recapping or retread-
ing;

(b) before being declared unser-
viceable?

COURT replied:
530,

Mainly Hardie,
See answer to (2),

This Information Is not readily
avallable,

(4)

Mr.

(1)
(2)
)
4)

POLICE DEPARTMENT VEHICLES

Number, and Brands and Average
Mileage of Tyres

Mr. BICKERTON asked the Minister
for Police:

(1) How many Government vehicles

are operated by the Police De-

partment?

What is the name of the brand or

brands of tyres with which they

are equipped?

If more than one brand is used,

what is the proportion?

What is the average mileage ob-

tained per tyre—

(a) prior to recapping or re-
treading;

(b} before being declared unser-
viceable?

(2)

&)

(4)

Mr.

(1)
(2)

CRAIG replied:
353.

and (3) Various brands but speci-
fic details are not readily avail-
able.

This information is not readlly
available,

(4)

ZLECTRIC METERS IN FLATS

Rockingham Block: Application of
Departmental Policy

Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister for
Electricity:

Will he state precisely what safety
considerations make it advisable
for a person to he charged for
electricity of premises which he
does not own, lease, or occupy,
such, as in Parkin Street, Rocking-
ham; also what “considerable al-
terations” to the electrical instal-
lation, and what structural altera-
tions are “advisable” in order to
enable the lawful owners or oc-
cupiers to assume their own re-
sponsibilities and not someone
else’s?
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Mr.

[ASSEMBLY.]

NALDER replied:

The limits of an electrical instal-
lation should be clearly deflned
and 0 a reasonable extent struc-
turally confined sp that it is clear
what is alive and what is not when
it is necessary to switch the in-
stallation. Common serviees such
as water pumps, laundries, lifts,
lighting of common areas, etc.,
make it difficult to establish
clearly defined installations.

RAILWAY PROPERTIES AT
CLACKLINE AND BAKER'S HILL

11. Mr.

Disposal
HAWKE asked the Minister for

Rallways:

Mr,

What steps does the Railways De-
partment intend to take in rela-
tion to disposal of railway land on
which cottages are located at
Clackline and Baker’s Hill and
about which individual inquiries
have already been made from local
fmzens willing to purchase the
and?

COURT replied:

Consideration is still being given
to this matter and it is proposed
to write in more detail to the
honourable member in the near
future following his earlier inquiry.
One proposal is to invite tenders
in the near future for purchase of
houses occupied by non-employees
and situated outside of the railway
reserve,

In the case of employee tenants
who will be remaining in occupa-
tion after closure of the rallway,
consideration is being given to
their having the first opportunity
to purchase and tenders being
called for the purchase of other
valuable houses,

VENEREAL DISEASE

Increase: Cause and Prevention

12. Mr.

FLETCHER asked the Minister

representing the Minister for Iealth:

Relevant to the recently published

Health Department figures

demonstrating an alarming in-

crease in the incidence of venereal
disease in this State:

(1) Has the associated research
revealed that this increase is
attributable to—

(a) an increase in promis-
cuity;

(b) a resistance to antibiotic
therapy?

Mr.

(1}

2)
3

(2) If attributable to both causes,
is the medical profession con-
fident that more effective an-
tibiotics can be developed to
cope with this {frightening
situation?

Will he seek all ways and
means of getting the message
to our young people, by co-
operation with the Education
Department and other bodies,
with a view to an increase
in films and lectures in all
schools and places where
young people congregate?

ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

(a) It is considered that the main
increase in venereal disease is
que to increased promiscuity
in younger age groups.

(b) No.

Not applicable.

Improved ways and means are

constantly being sought.

(3}

GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY: LAKES

13. Mr,

JUNCTION
Traffic Right of Way
GAYFER asked the Minister for

Police:

A car proceeding to York from
Perth meets a car proceeding to
Perth from Northam at the Lakes
Junetion—which car has the right
of way?

. CRAIG replied:

The car proceeding to York from
Perth.

14, This question was postponed.

WAER SERVICE LAND SETTLEMENT

SCHEME
Wool: INiegal Disposal

15. Mr. HALL asked the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has a recent investigation heen

(2}

(1)

2)

made into war service land set-
tlers disposing of wool illegally
and has the investigation heen
intensified recently?
Administration: Inquiry

If the answer to (1) is “Yes,” will
he undertake to put into opera-
tion an investigation into war
service land settlement adminis-
tration since the inception of the
scheme in this State?

. NALDER replied:

Investigation of war service land
settlers disposing of wool illegally
is instituted at any time evidence
becomes available, This aection
has not been intensified recently.

No.
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RAILWAY SLEEPERS

Mt. Newman Project: Use of Timber

16. Mr.

HALL asked the Minister for In-

dustrial Development:

(1)

2)

3)

4)

Mr.
1)

2)
)

(4)

Can he advise the names of tim-
ber firms which have had discus-
sions with his department and the
personnel officer of Mt. Newman
projects?

Has a final decision been made
by Mt. Newman on the use of
timber sleepers?

Shipment through Albany
Is it the intention of timber mil-
lers cutting sleepers in the lower
great southern areas to ship
sleepers through the port of
Albany?

Mt Newman Project: Shipment

through Albany or Bunbury

Has Mt. Newman made any
stipulation as to shipment of
sleepers through the port of

Albany or the port of Bunbury
for their north-west project?

COURT replied:

Discussions have been held be-
tween representatives of Mt, New-
man Iron Ore Company Limited,
the Department of Industrial De-
velopment, and the W.A. Sleeper
Export Association, in reference
to the supply of sleepers for the
Mt. Newman railway.

No individual timber firms have
heen involved in these talks at the
official leve)l although there may
have been separate talks of a pri-
vate nature not known to the De-
partment of Industrial Develop-
ment,

No.

The port of shipment will he
arranged between the suppliers
and Mt Newman.

It is not known if the Port of
Albany will be used.

See answer to (2).

Mt. Goldsworthy Project: Shipment

17. Mr.

through Bunbury
HALL asked the Minister for In-

dustrial Development:

(08

2)

Can he advise the tonnages and
number of sleepers milled in the
lower great southern areas and
railed and road freighted to Bun-
bury for shipment to Mt. Golds-
worthy since the inception of the
project?

What are the names of the timber
firms—

(a) supplying or who have sup-

plied;
(b} who have shipped,;

Mr.

(1)

(2)
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sleepers through the port of Bun-
burty to the Mt. Goldsworthy pro-
ject?

COURT replied:

534 tons representing 6,788 slee-
pers, have been railed and road
freighted to Bunbury and Bussel-
ton for shipment to the Mt,
Goldsworthy project from the
lower great southern areas.
Shipments of Mt Goldsworthy
sleepers have taken place from
both Bunbury and Busselton. It
is not possible, without a lot of
clerical work, to separate the ton-
nages that went to each port from
the lower great southern mills.

Also it is considered the details of
actual firms supplying sleepers is
mainly a matter hetween the
several] mills, timber companies
and Mt. Goldsworthy.

KENT STREET HIGH SCHOOL
Science Block: Site, Commencement,

and Cost

18. Mr. DAVIES asked the Minister for
Education:

19.

Mr.

(a)

th)

(¢)

Adverting to my question 23 of the

18th August, 1965, regarding the

construction of a science block at

Kent Street Senior High School,

can he now advise—

(a) whether a suitable site has
been chosen and, if so, where
this will be;

(b) the date when the bullding
will be completed;

(¢} the estimated cost of the
building?

LEWIS replied:

Yes, to the north-west of the

school courtyard block of existing

classrooms in a position on the
bhank in line with the west wall of
the block.

It is anticipated that the bhuilding

will be completed in time for the

start of the 1967 school year.

No¢ estimate has heen worked out

but it is expected to cost in the

vicinity of £100,000.

SOUTH KENSINGTON
OCCUPATIONAL CENTRE

Home Science Facilities: Plans

Mr.

DAVIES asked the Minister for

Education:

Adverting to my question 14 of the
4th August, 1965, is he now able
to advise whether the availability
of loan funds will permit the con-
struction of home science facili-
ties at the South Kensington Qc-
cupational Centre during the pres-
ent financial year, or whether any
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20.

21.

definite plans have been formu-
lated for the undertaking of this
work?

Mr. LEWIS replied:

Funds will not be available in the
current financial year.

LAND AT EASTERN END
OF CAUSEWAY

Vesting

Mr. DAVIES asked the Minister for
Lands:

(1> Has the land at the eastern end
of the Causeway been now vested
in the Perth City Council for
future development?

If s0, when were formalities com-
pleted?

If not, when will formalities be
completed, and what is the cause
of continued delay?

. BOVELL replied:

The land northward of the Great
Eastern Highway has been vested
in the City of Perth as Reserve
No. 27743 for the purpose of
“Recreation and Riverside Im-
provements”,

(2) and (3) 27th August, 1865.

2)

1)

(1)

YOUTH COUNCIL
Meetings, Programme, and Revente
Mr. BRADY asked the Minister for
Education:

(1) Has the rccently formed Youth
Council held any meetings since
being formed?

(2> What activities have been ecarried
out or planned?

(3) What revenue has been made
available to the council?

Activities: Eaxtension to Couniry
Areas

(4) Is the work of the council to ex-
tend to country distriets or be

confined to the metropolitan
area?

Mr. LEWIS replied:

(1) Yes,

(2) A report and recommendations
have been prepared on proposed
plans and submitted to the Minis-
ter.

£20,000 for this financial year to
cover augmented training of youth
leaders, a pilot project, and ad-
ministrative costs,

The work of the council is to
cover the whole State.

)

1)

22,

23.

24,
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MOTOR VEHICLE THIRD PARTY
INSURANCE

Premium Rates jor Each Stale

Mr, DURACK asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Local
Government:
What are the rates of premium for
compulsory third party insurance
cover in each Australian State?
Mr. NALDER replied:
Photostat copies of third party
premium rates in the following
States are attached:—
New South Wales, Queensland,
Tasmania, Victoria, South
Australia, and Australlan
Capital Territory.
No information regarding rates
charged in the Northern Territory
is available.
These schedules are the latest ad-
vices received, but it is understood
that in Tasmania and in Victoria,
premiums are currently under
review,

This question was postponed.

CLOSER SETTLEMENT ACT
Board: Appointment

Mr. W. A. MANNING asked the
Premier:

(1) What “unusual prevailing circum-
stance” is he looking for before
appointing a board under the
Closer Settlement Act, 1927-1953°

(2) Is he aware that such action was

requested some time ago by the

Central South Regional Couneil

and last year by the Regional

Councils Association of W.A.?

What wider reflection of opinion

could be provided?

. BRAND replied:

Circumstances differing substan-
tially from conditions which have
existed since 1927,

Yes.

Evidence in support of requests re-

ferred to in (2) by organisations
¢oncerned.

&)

(1}

(2)
3

RESERVE No. 18723 AT WALPOLE
Classification, Excision, and Lease

25. Mr, ROWBERRY asked the Minister

for Lands:

(1) Was Reserve No, 18723 situated in
the Walpole area classified as
HA’IJ “B," or ucu class reserve
prior to the excision and lease of
approximately 10 acres to Messrs.
Swarbrick & Sons in 1962?

By what Government sguthority
was this lease issued?

2)



&)

(4)

(5)

(6)

N
8

(6:))

am
11)

(12)

(13»

(14)

(15)

(1)
2)
3)
4)
(5)
(6)

(7

(8}
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Under what section of the Land
Act or any other Act was this
lease issued?

Did the Lands Department receive
a letter from the Manjimup Shire
Council dated the 19th March,
1985, asking, inter aliag, “under
what section of the Land Act the
land concerned was taken from
National Parks and granted to
Mr. Swarbrick”?

Was a letter sent from the Lands
Depariment dated the 22nd April,
1965, saying that this matter was
being considered?

Has this consideration reached
finality? If so, what was the re-
sult?

Why was it necessary to give this
question consideration?

Is the relevant Act ambiguous on
this point?

Was the Manjimup Shire Coun-
cil informed of any change of
status of the land concerned? If
not, why not?

What price did Messrs. Swarbrick
& Sons pay for this lease?

Has this lease changed hands re-
cently? If s0, at what price?

Is he aware that the property the
subject of this lease is again on
the market?

As the listed conditions of the
lease were subject to his approval,
is he in a position to inform the
House whether or not these con-
ditions have been adhered to?

As the original purpose of this
land was recreational or for the
purpose of protecting flora and
fauna in the area, does he agree
or acquiesce in what appears on
the surface to be trafficking in
land for private gain, as against
developing the area as a tourist
resort?

Has he power to cancel this lease
if certain conditions are not ad-
hered to?

. BOVELL replied:

Class “C".

Lands and Surveys Department.
Section 117 of the Land Act.

Yes.

Yes.

Approval has been given to trans-
fer the leases, subject to a written
undertaking by the purchaser to
proceed with development.

The department required an in-
spection of the improvements el-
fected on the leases.

No.

26.

27.

(9

$11),

an

12)
(13}

(14)

1))
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Yes, by letter dated the 6th
December, 1961.

The annual rental for Walpole
Lots 231 and 233 is £100, and the
annual rental for Walpole Lot 234
is £20.

Approval has bheen given to trans-
fer the leases to P. R. & D. M,
Hay, but no fransfer has yet been
registered.

No.

Yes, with regard to lots 231 and
233. An undertaking will be re-
quired to be given by the pur-
chasers to proceed with the devel-
opment of Lot 234.

Reserve No. 18723 is set apart for
the purposes of “Naticnal Park
and Tourist Resort’”. The leases
referred to comply with the pur-
poses of a tourist resort.

Yes.

MOTOR VEHICLE LICENSES

Mr.

Half-yearly Registration
DAVIES asked the Minister for

Police:

In the event of a motorear owner
electing to license his vehicle for
& six-monthly period, why can he
not at the end of that period then
take out a license for 12 months
instead of first having to take out
& license for a further six-
monthly period?

. CRAIG replied:

Section 10 (5) (a) of the Traffic
Act prohibits the remewal of a
licence beyond the anniversary of
the annual licensing date,

HOUSING COMMISSION HOMES

Mr.

Gas Connections
GRAHAM asked the Minister for

Housing:

(6]

2)

Mr.

(9}

How many commission dwellings

have heen connected with—

(a) State Electricity Commission,
and

(b) Fremantle Gas and Coke
Company gas mains

during each of the last three years

respectively?

Rental Homes: Policy on Gas

Conneclions

What is the commission’s policy

regarding connecting rental dwell-

ings to gas mains and the installa-

tion of gas appliances where gas

supplies are available?

O'NEIL replied;

Except for the laundry facilities
at "“Westlea” flats, Swanbourne,
which were completed in 1868,



2846

1.

2)
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none of the commission’s group
houses for sale or rental has been
connected to gas mains of the
State Electricity Commission or
the PFremantle Gas and Coke
Company, during the last three
years.

The commission's experience is
that, apart from a few requests
each year from individuals build-
ing on their own land, there is
practically no demand for gas for
either rental or purchase accom-
modation. Recently, the commis-
sion agreed to a trial installation
of gas stoves and gas lounge-room
heaters in 30 of the next 100
houses {0 be built in Coolbellup.

QUESTIONS (11): WITHOUT

NOTICE

EASTERN GOLDFIELDS HIGH

SCHOOL

Assembly Hall-Gymnasium and Fencing:

Mr.

Provision
BURT asked the Minister fox

Education:

Mr.

Is he yet in a position to reply
to the request made by a recent
petition which I presented to him
seeking a mnew assembly hall-
gymnasium and a fence around
the playing fields af the Eastern
Goldsfields High School?

. LEWIS replied:

The Deputy Director of Educa-
tion is making a personal visit to
Kalgoorlie this week; and, arising
from his subsequent report, a
decision will be made.

RAILWAY SHUNTERS
Avoidance of Fatalities

BRADY asked the Minister for

Railways:

1)

(2)

Mr,

1)
(2)

Is the Minister aware that a
shunter was Kkilled in the marshal-
ling yards at Midland last night?
Will the Minister have a depart-
mental inguiry to see if further
loss of life can he avoided by—
(i} ensuring that shunting
staffs are up to the re-
quisite strength, and
(i) are sufficiently trained to
accept the huge responsi-
hility required of shunt-
ers?

COURT replied:

Yes.

This matter is constantly under
review by the Deputy Commis-
sioner of Railways and his staff.

SCHOOL CHILDREN IN COUNTRY

Mr,

AREAS

“Walk and Ride” Journeys

GAYFER asked the Minister for

Education:

1)

(2)

(3>

(4)
(5)
(6)

T}

8)

1)
2)

3)
4)

(6)

M
@

Has he read in this morning's
paper an account of B8-year-old
Matthew Mumford of York being
bitten by a snake whilst walking
with his two younger sisters 2%
miles from the bus stop to his
home?

How many children in the coun-
try walk 2} miles, and further,
from recognised bus stops?

Is the Mumford bus stop part of
a special spur off the main route?

If so, how many miles?
If it is not a special spur, why not?

Does he consider it is reasonable
to say that a chiid, because of the
“walk and ride” journey to school
that is involved, and who is re-
quired to depart from home at
6.20 am. and cannot return be-
fore 5.30 p.m., is overtaxing its
strength, thereby undermining its
health?

In the picking up of children and
the provision of spurs as between
those attending State and con-
vent schools, is there any differ-
ence in departmental policy?

What were the -circumstances
which caused the removal some
two years ago of the bus stop
nearby Mr., T. F, Robinson's pro-
perty?

. LEWIS replied:

Yes.

This information is not readily
available—but in any case the
Mumford family live only 1.8 miles
from the pick-up.

Yes.

and (5) Four-mile spur which is
the maximum allowable,

As the Mumfords are 1.8 miles
from the pick-up, they should not
have to leave home before 7 a.m.
to reach their pick-up at 7.356 on
glternate weeks. On the other
weeks, their pick-up time is much
better. When set down at 4.45 p.m.
they should be home by about 5.15
pm. On the other weeks they are
set down much earlier,

No.

The family previously served has
left the district.
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SCHOOL ASSEMBLY HALL
GYMNASIUMS

Provision: Government Policy

Mr. W, HEGNEY asked the Minister
for Education;

Is it still the policy of the Govern-
ment not to provide gymnasiums
for assembly halls in State schools
whilst there is still a shortage of
classrooms?

Mr. LEWIS replied:

It is the policy of the Government
to provide these gymnasiums to
schools, subject to funds being
available. It is a question of
priority, and classrooms must come
before gymnasiums.

SIDINGS: CLOSURE BETWEEN

MERREDIN AND NORTHAM
Effect on Carting Subsidies

Mr. CORNELL asked the Minister for
Transport:

In explanation of the question I
am about to ask, may I say that
some time ago I appreoached the
Commissioner of Transport and
pointed out to him that consequent
upon the inauguration of the
standard gauge railway—which,
incidently, will not traverse the
same route as it does now—several
sidings between Merredin and
Northam would he closed, and in
view of that farmers would be re-
quired to cart produce beyond a
recoghised distance; and, thereby,
in that circumstance, they would
not be eligible for carting sub-
sidies. I have now received a reply
from the Commissioner of Trans-
port in which he says that this
matter was referred to the Crown
Law Department, but as there is no
closure of a railway involved, the
subsidy regulations applying to the
transport of grain and fertiliser
would not apply.

So I ask the Minister: Could he
inform me, when hairs are being
split, if this subject could notf go
on record?

Mr. O'CONNOR replied:

If the honourable member would
care to place this question on the
notice paper I will endeavour to
answer it.

HIGH SCHOOL ASSEMBLY HALLS

AND GYMNASIUMS
Provision

Mr. W. HEGNEY asked the Minister
for Education:

Which was the last high school
provided with a gymnasium or an
assembly hall?

7.

9.

Mr. LEWIS replied:

I cannot answer the question off-
hand; but if the honourable mem-
ber puts it on the notice paper, 1
will have the matter investigated.

ELECTRICITY AT ROEBOURNE
Shortage of Supply

Mr. BICKERTON asked the Minister
for Works:

Further to the gquestion without

notice I asked a few days ago re-

garding the power supply at Roe-

bourne, to which he replied he

would have the matier investi-

%iategl. has he any further informa-
on?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

It was not several days ago, but
yesterday, that the honourable
member asked me this question.
I have asked my officers to have
an urgent inquiry made; and, as
soon as I have the information,
I will let the honourable member
have it.

GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY

York-Perth Section: Erection of
Traffic Signs

Mr. GAYFER asked the Minister for
Police:

In view of his answer to question
No. 13 on the notice paper asked
by me, could the Minister cause
“Give Way” or “Stop” signs to
be erected at the junection of
those roads which enter Great
Eastern Highway on a northern
approach to the York-Perth Road?

Mr. Hawke: Cut that out!

Mr. CRAIG replied:

This has been considered, but I
feel the solution at this particu-
lar junction is that some chan-
nelling of the traffic is required.
This matter is being investigated,
and when I receive a report I will
inform the honourable member
what is contained in it.

RESERVE No. 18723 AT WALPOLE
Ezxeision: Sale

Mr. ROWBERRY asked the Minister
for Lands:
As he has answered "“No” to
part (12) of my question 25 on
today’s notice paper, will he now
take steps to ascertain if this
property is indeed on the market?

Mr. BOVELZL: replied:

I have no knowledge of it, I think
that is sufficient. I will deal with
the emergency when it arises.
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GOLDMINING INDUSTRY

Committee of Inquiry: Tabling of
Report

10. Mr. BURT: I had intended to ask the
Premier a guestion without notice,
depending on his answer to
question 23 on today’s notice
paper, I understand the Premier
said he would reply to that ques-
tion of the member for Boulder-
Eyre later on in the sitting. Would
I have your permission, Mr.
Speaker, to ask a question of the
Premier without notice following
his reply to that guestion?

The SPEAKER.: That would be estab-
lishing a very bad precedent, and
would lead to the asking of
further questions without notice.

BURT asked the Premier: In that
case I shall ask the guestion now.
If the answer to¢ the honourable
member’s question is "“No”, can
the Premier advise the House
when the report of the committee
on the goldmining industry will
be made public?

. BRAND replied: There is no in-
tention of not making this re-
port public. I merely asked for
time to answer the guestion re-
ferred to by the honourable mem-
ber, because I have not had an
opportunity to confer with the
Minister for Mines and other
Ministers.

Mr,

RESERVE No. 18723 AT WALPOLE
Ezxcision: Sale

11. Mr. ROWBERRY asked the Minister
for Lands:

In connection with the reply

which he has just given, will he

take steps now to ascertain
whether this emergency has
arisen?

Mr. BOVELL replied:

I will deal with the situation
when it arises. I have given an
answer to the question quite
clearly, and if the circumstances
alter the matter will be con-
sidered at the appropriate time.

BILLS (4): RETURNED

1. State Tender Board Act Amendment
Bill.

2. Road Closure Bill,

3. Reserves Bill.

4. City of Perth Parking Facilities Act
Amendment Bill.

Bills returmed from the
without amendment.

Council
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LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 4)
Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr.

Brand (Premier), and transmitted to the
Council.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 4)

Second Reading

MR. NALDER (Kztanning—Minister for
Agriculture) (244 p.m.l: I move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time,

This Bill contains a very small amend-
ment to the Local Government Act. It
was brought to the notice of the Govern-
ment last week that the Federal Govern-
ment had selected the fourth Saturday in
May next for its referendum on the Con-
stitution which concerns the alteration to
the number of members in the House of
Representatives.

This is the date prescribed in the Local
Government Act for the holding of local
government elections. As it is considered
impossible to hold local government elec-
tions on the same day as the Federat re-
ferendum is to be held, an amendment
to the Act becomes necessary. Previously
when a similar situation occurred a Bill
to amend the Act was introduced. Mem-
bers might recall that was in 1958.

It is now considered that a better
method to overcome the position is to
amend the Act to enable the Governor
to proclaim another Saturday so as not
to coincide with events such as Federal
elections or referendums to alter the Com-
monwealth Constitution, Therefore, to
avoid any <ifficulties or confusion that
might arise if the local government elec-
tions are to be held on the same day as
a Federal referendum or a Federal election,
the amendment to the Local Government
Act is proposed. This amendment seeks
to allow the Governor to proclaim another
Saturday earlier than the fourth Saturday
in May for the holding of local govern-
ment elections,

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Toms.

OFTOMETRISTS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR. ROSS HUTCHINSON (Cottesloe—
Minister for Works )} [2.46 pm.]: I move—
That the Bill be now read a second
time.

This Bill is on the flle, and has been passed
by the Legislative Council with a compara-
tively minor amendment. It seeks to
amend an Act which deals with optomet-
rists and the practice of optometry, but is
principally concerned with a group of
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craftsmen or technicians who are not op-
tometrists, and I refer to optical dis-
pensers.

The optometrist commonly carries out
two main functions. He tests eyes to
measure the powers of vision. In doing
so0, he uses charts and various measur-
ing devices to determine the nature of
lenses required to correct certain types of
visual defects. He also seils spectacles in
aceordance with a prescription (which he
himself may have given) and either makes
the spectacles, or employs crafismen to do
this.

The optometrist undertakes a four-year
course conducted by the Optometirists
Registration Board with the assistance of
other educational institutions. There is
a suggestion that the board may discon-
tinue all but the first year of this course.
The present course is comprehensive and
covers both sight testing and the making
of spectacles. The other principal profes-
sion concerned with testing sight and pre-
scribing spectacles is represented by the
ophthalmologist who is sometimes referred
to in the Act by the old term ‘“‘eculist.”

The ophthalmologist is, of course, a
medical practitioner who has taken a
hizher degree in eye diseases in addition to
his five-year university course in medicine.
As well as treating eye diseases and per-
forming eye surgery the ophthalmologist
tests eyesight and prescribes spectacles. He
does not make or sell spectacles, In most
cases prescriptions given by ephthalmolo-
gists are fulfilled by optical dispensers.
There are four firms of optical dispensers
onerating in Perth, and by and large they
have provided a valuable service.

Where a patient is ordered spectacles by
an ophthalmologist he is advised to bring
the spectacles back to the ophthalmologist
for checking, The professiong] responsi-
bility for the fitting and suitability of spec-
tacles supplied is therefore taken by the
ophthalmologist.

In practice the competence of optical
dispensers has been put to the test in
thousands of cases and there is no real
question as to their ability in this fleld.
The use of optical dispensers extends out-
sidie this State where they are accepted
as this Bill proposes they shoud be here.

It is claimed that one firm of optical
dispensers is largely owned by ophthal-
mologists. Inquiries on this point by the
Minister for Health reveal that some years
agzp a few ophthalmoloegists in the Eastern
States did have share holdings in this
firm. This has been considered to be un-
ethical. I am now assured that these
ophthalmologists have disposed of their
interest in the firm and it is believed that
no member of the profession is a share-
holder.

The second point relates to the claim
that formal acceptance of optical dis-
pensers means a reduction in standards.
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The fact is that the proposal represents
no change in standards whaisoever. There
is nothing very complicated in the pro-
cedures carried cut by an optical dispenser.
They are certainly no more complicated
than the tasks performed daily by a large
number of tradesmen.

The Bill introduces a new definition of
optical dispenser. This would cover bhoth
spectacle makers and contact lens makers.
The same clause of the Bill amends the
existing definition of “optometrist” to make
it clear that optometrists and optical dis~
pensers are not ohe and the same.

Clause 3 is the main operative clause. It
states in plain terms that optical dis-
pensers may carry on the craft of optical
dispensing without infringing the Optome-
trists Act and that they will not be re-
quired to register or obtain a license.

The Bill also provides for the repeal of
section 34C of the Optometrists’ Act. This
section was inserted in 1960 when gn at-
tempt was made to sort out the same argu-
ment over the operations of optical dis-
pensers as we are faced with today. Re-
ference to Hansard reveals that ab that
time a number of members were unhappy
with the solution proposed; and the Min-
ister—that is myself—promised to look at
the question again in the light of experi-
ence. 'This experience proved that the
1960 measure was not the solution: and,
indeed, our experience has been reflected
in New South Wales, which has recently
legislated for separate recognition of op-
tical dispensers.

With the passage of this amending Bill,
the situation will be that ophthalmologists
will be registered with and controlled by
the Medieal Board. The optometrists will
he registered with and controlled by the
Optometrists’ Board; and the optical medi-
cal ancillaries will not be registered and,
therefore, not subject to the control of the
statutory bedy. To complete the registra-
tion situation and bring all aspects of op-
tical care under registration boards, the
Government proposes in the next session
of Parliament to introduce some form of
registration legislation.

There are several alternative methods of
accomplishing this. At the present moment
the simplest would probably be to estab-
lish a medical ancillary hoard, which would
allow for the registration of optical dis-
pensers or spectacle makers, optical pros-
thetists, corneal lens makers, haptic lens
makers, and nurses engaged in eye testing
of school children. It is also indicated that
with the passage of this legislation the
Minister would recommend to Parliament
that only those legally engaged in such
activities prior to November, 1965, would be
allowed to operafe under the grandfather
clause of the amendments proposed in
next year's legislation.
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It is understood that the assurance of
legislation next year to produce a new
form of registration has completely allayed
the fears of some persons associated with
optical care that, with the complete re-
moval of cptical ancillaries from registra-
tion, the general public would be asked to
do without some measure of protection in
these various fields,

The Bill as it now stands will, it s
hoped, resclve some of the difficulties
which have been experienced over the
past few years,

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Norton.

PARLIAMENTARY BUILDINGS
SITE RESERVE BILL

Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment,

METROPOLITAN REGION TOWN
PLANNING SCHEME ACT
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading

Debate resumed, from the 23rd Novem-
her. on the following motion by Mr, Lewis
(Minister for Education):;—

That the Bill be now read & second
time,

MR, TOMS (Bayswater) [2.55 p.m.l: In
an endeavour to assist the Minister, this
measure has been taken before the other
Bill, the adjournment of which I secured.
I was hoping the two measures would fol-
low in sequence hecause they have a little
in common.

I support the proposed amendment to
the metropolitan region town planning
scheme., First of all I would like to say
that no member of this House who was
present at the second reading of this Bill
and who listened intently, could have been
misled in any way as to the intention
of the measure, I think it is one of the
best prepared second reading speeches to
which I have listened in quite a long while;
and it set out very clearly the details
contained in the Bill

I do not intend to touch on all of the
minor amendments, because they are con-
sequential to the main amendment pro-
pased: that is, to give the authority power
to procure land for certain purposes. The
Minister mentioned that this was done in
the Eastern Statss. T believe it was done
in Victoria by the State Electricity Com-
mission and a Melbourne authority in an
instance where an area had become rather
depressed. The idea was more of a slum
clearance project.

Under this Bill it is proposed to give the

Metropolitan Region Town Planning Auth-
ority similar powers—as it were—to
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acquire land. The power of resumntion
will, of course, still have to go through
the normal channels of the Public Works
Act, but the authority will have the right
to first negotiate before taking the most
drastic of steps; that is, resumption.

As T said when I stood up to speak on
this matter, the measure has been clearly
explained to this House and I do not think
it is necessary for me to repeat what has
already been said by the Minister, In
view of the clarity of the presentation of
the case I support the second reading.

MR, LEWIS (Moore—Minister for
Edueation) (258 p.m.l: I wish to thank
the member for Bayswater for his research
into this Biil and for his general support
of it. As I mentioned in my second read-
ing speech, it is felt that this measure
will be in the best interests of the public.
It will help the public to understand what
is being done and it will safeguard the
interests of owners of individual properties
more clearly than was previously defined.

Question put and passed.
Bill rend a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr., W.
A. Manning} in the Chair; Mr. Lewis
(Minister for Education) in charge of the
Bill.

Clauses 1 and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Section 37A added—

Mr. TOMS: I am not seeking to amend
this clause, but I want to take the oppor-
tunity of saying something which I omit-
ted when I spoke on the second reading.
I hope the authority will not act as the
town planning people have done and plan
for 20 to 25 years ahead, so keeping people
in suspense for that time. I hope a certain
amount of good feeling will be engendered
in the public and that they will not be
held up for many years in regard to these
various schemes,

Mr. LEWIS: Although I am not the
Minister directly responsible for the ad-
ministration of this department, I will see
the Minister concerned is acquainted with
the views of the honourable member.

Clause put and passed,
Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr. Lewis (Minister for Education}, and
transmitied to the Couneil
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TRAFFIC ACT AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 3)

Council’s Amendment

Amendment made by the Council now
considered.

In Committee
The Chairman of Commitiees (Mr. W. A,
Manning) in the Chair; Mr. Craig (Minis-
ter for Traffic) in charge of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment made
by the Council is as follows:—

Clause 4, pages 4 and 5-—Delete sub-
sections (4), (5) and (8) to the pro-
posed section 32B. and substitute the
following subsections—

(4) Where a member of the
Police Force might, by virtue of
subsection (1) of this section, re-
quire a person to submit himself
for analysis of his breath but is
precluded from so doing by sub-
section (3) of this section, then,
but not otherwize, he may require
the person to submit himself to a
medical practitioner nominated by
that person and allow a sample of
his blood to be taken or, where the
person is incapable of submitting
himself, cause a sample of his
blood to be taken by a medical
practitioner, if, in either event
(but excluding the case of a de-
ceased person), the sample can be
taken within four hours after the
occurrence of the event giving
rise to the requirement.

(5) A person who might, under
the provisions of this section, be
required to submit himself for
analysis of his breath or, as the
case may require, to submit him-
self to a medical practitioner and
allow a sample of his blood to be
taken may, himself, require that
he be permitted to submit him-
self for one or other of those pur-
peses; and a person who has been
required, or permitted, to submit
himself for analysis of his breath
may require that, instead of, or in
addition to, so submitting himself,
he be permitted to submit himself
to a medical practitioner nomina-
ted by him and allow a sample of
his blood to be taken, for analysis
for alcohol.

(6) A member of the Police
Force shall give effect to a require-
ment made known to him by virtue
of subsection (5) of this section,
but only if that can be done in
terms of subsection (3) of this
section or, as the case may be,
within the time limited by this
section for the taking of blood
samples; and, where a person has,
under the provisions of subsection
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(4) of this section, nominated the
medical practitioner to whom he
is to submit himself and allow a
sample of his blood to be taken, if
the mediecal practitioner is not
available within a distance of
twenty-five miles or within the
time limited by this section for the
taking of blood samples or if that
medical practitioner is unwilling to
take the klood sample, the person
shall submit himself for that pur-
pose to a medical practitioner
¢hosen by the member of the Police
Force.

Mr. CRAIG: Members will, no doubt,
recall that when discussing this Bill, par-
ticularly that part which referred to com-
pulsory blood tests, the member for Wem-
bley moved an amendment that would
allow those required to have a sample of
blood taken to elect or nominate their own
doctor for this particular test. The amend-
ment was accepted because the provision
in the Act at present enabled this to be
done.

After the House had agreed to fhe
amendment I took the opportunity of dis-
cussing it with the Parliamentary Drafts-
man, and he has felt that the particular
wording accepted made the clause some-
what untidy. The draftsman has sub-
mitted what he thought was the appro-
priate wording, and therefore I move—

That the amendment made by the
Council be agreed to.

Dr. HENN: The Committee will under-
stand the description and explanation given
by the Minister. I must say that at the
time of making the amendment I was in
rather a hurry, and as it was already a long
clause I was not aware that the way it was
worded did not give the real meaning I had
intended. However, on looking at the
amendment I am satisfied that it contains
the very essence of the proposition which 1
had intended to put before this Committee.
Therefore I support the amendment.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment agreed to.

Report

Resolution reporied, the repori adopted,
and a message accordingly returned to the
Council,

MOTOR VEHICLE (THIRD PARTY
INSURANCE) ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr. Nalder
(Minister for Agriculture), and read a
first time,

Second Reading

MR. NALDER (Katanning—Minister for
Agriculture) [3.7 pm.l: I move—
That the Bill be now read a second
time,
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In introducing this Bill I wish to advise
members that the Minister for Local Gov-
ernment has for some considerable time
been making investigations into all aspects
of the Motor Vehicle (Third Party In-
surance) Act. These investigations have
included—

(1) Spouse v. spouse.

(2) Raising or abolishing present pas-
senger limit.

(3) Limitation of trust’s lability,

(4) Maximum limits for certain types
of injuries.

(5) Separate premiums for metropoli-
tan and country vehicles.

(6) Loading of premiums or drivers’
licenses of person convicted of
traffic offences resulting in aeci-
dents.

(7) Increased penalties for persons
convicted of traffic offences re-
sulting in accidents.

(8) No-claim bonuses for accldent-
free drivers.

(9) Premiums to be paild with drivers’
licenses and not on vehicle
licenses.

(10) Legal fees.

(11) Pension scheme in lieu of general
damages,

(12) Independent tribunal or perma-
nent judge to hear all cases.

(13) Progress payments.

(14) Delay in bhringing claims to final-
jty, therefore delays in payments.

The report of Mr. E. G. Coppell, Royal
Commisstoner of Victoria, has also been
available. As a result of these investiga-
tions, this Bill is now presented for con-
sideration.

In view of the fact that these amend-
ments create a new departure from the
present procedure, it is intended that this
Bill, after introduction, be not proceeded
with this session. This will enable a
thorough study of the proposed Bill by all
sections of the community.

I would like to remind members, in
dealing with third party insurance, that
approximately 96 per cent. of vehicle
owners in any one year are paying for the
benefit of the other 4 per cent.

The Bill makes provision for changes
in three important principles of third
party insurance.

(1) The present limit of indemnity of
the Motor Vehicle Insurance
Trust of £6,000 Iin respect of
claims by passengers in the in-
sured vehicle, with a total of
£60,000 for ali passengers, is re-
moved.

(2) In line with the majority of other

Australlan States an injured
spouse will be able to claim for
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injuries arising from negligence in
the use of a motor vehicle by the
other spouse.

(3) It is also proposed to consitute a
permanent independent tribunal,
headed by a judge or a solicitor
with judicial qualifications, and
two experienced members nomi-
nated by the Minister, to deter-
mine all claims for damages for
personal injury both on the ques-
tion of llability and gquentum,

Abolition of passenger llmit—Clause 3:
Subsection (1) of section 6 provides that
the statutory policy shall insure the owner
or any person who drives the wvehicle
against claims for personal injury by any
person injured as the result of negligence
in the use of the insured vehicle.

Subsection (2) of section 6 provides
that the limit of the trust’'s liability to
indemnify the insured person in respect
of c¢claims by passengers in the insured
vehicle is £6,000 per passenger, or £60,000
for all passengers.

Subsection (3) of section 6 provides that
the limit of the trust's liability to indem-
nify the insured person in respect of
claims by passengers in the insured vehicle
shall not exceed £2,000, and £20,000 for
all passengers for injuries arising from
accidents which occurred prior to the
coming Into operation of the Motor
Vehicle (Third Party Insurance) Act
Amendment Act No, 2 of 1962,

The present Bill repeals subsections (2}
and {(3) of section 6 which are replaced
by a new subsection (2) providing that the
liability of the trust to indemnify the in-
sured person for a claim by a passenger
shall not be increased beyond the amount
for which it would have been liable prior
to the coming into operation of the Motor
Vehiele (Third Party Insurance) Act
Amendment Act, 1965,

Spouse and spouse—Clause 4: A new
section 6A is inserted after section 6, and
paragraph (1) of this new section pro-
vides that where a person causes or con-
tributes to hodily injury to his spouse by
the negligent use of a motor vehicle the
injured spouse shall have the same rights
of action with regard to a claim as though
they were not husband and wife. There
is no provision in the present Act to pre-
vent claims by spouse against spouse, but
the provisions of the Married Women’s
Property Act, 1892, prohibit claims by
spouse against spouse at common law for
torts. Paragraph (¢) of subsection (2)
of the proposed section 6A protects the
rights of a spouse under that Act.

Subsection (2) of the proposed section
6A prohibits a claim by an injured spouse
against the negligent spouse where the
vehicle driven by the latter is uninsured
under the provisions of the Motor Vehicle
(Third Party Insurance) Act, But for
this provision the injured spouse, having
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ohtained a judgment against the negligent
spouse, could call upon the trust as nomi-
nal dependant for uninsured persons under
section 8 of the Act to meet the amount
of the judgment. Subsection (2} (b) en-
sures that no claims by spouse against
spause can arise from accidents which
cccurred prior to the coming into opsera-
tion of the 1965 amendment Act.

A serious objection to ¢laims by spouse
against spouse has always been the possi-
bility of collusion hetween the parties. To
minimise any such risk it is essential that
the trust be advised of the circumstances
of the accident and resultant injuries as
soon as possible to obviate prejudice in
investigation or medical examination of
the injured spouse. Subsection (3) of
proposed section 6A makes provision for
this.

Clause 5: Section T of the principal Act
provides that where an injured person ob-
tains a judement against an insured per-
son, and the amount of the judgment is
not paid, the injured person may recover
by action against the trust the amount of
the judgment. Paragraph (a) of subsec-
tion (6) of section 7 is amended to ensure
that in any such action by an injured party
against the trust, the trust cannot be made
liable for any amount in excess of the
amount for which it would have been liable
(i.e.,, limit of pasengers’ claims) prior to
the coming into operation of the Motor
Vehicle (Third Party Insurance) Act
Amendment Act, 1965.

Clause 6: Section 8 of the prinecipal Act
deals with the rights of an injured person
who has obtained a judegment against an
uninsured driver, and provides that where
the trust is called upon to pay such judg-
ment, the trust may recover from the un-
insured driver. But for the proposed new
section 6A (2) the trust would be in the
position of having to recover from an un-
insured spouse under section 8 the amount
of any judgment pald to the injured
spouse. A new section 8A is included to
ensure that where an uninsured vehicle
driven by the negligent spouse collides with
another vehicle, the other spouse may only
recover an amount equal to the percentage
of the total claim attributable to the other
driver. In other words, if both drivers
are equally responsible an injured spouse
may not recover the 50 per cent. attribu-
table to the uninsured negligent spouse.

Such a provision obviates the necessity
for the trust being called upon to pay the
negligent spouse in full and then recover-
ing 50 per cent. from the negligent spouse.
It is considered a spouse should not profit
fraom the negligence of the other spouse
where the latter has not contributed to the
fund. Subsections (2) and (3) of section
ga provide for the degree of negligence
hetween the spouse and such other vehicle
to be agreed or to be determined by the
court,
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Tribunal—Clause 7: Section 16 of the
principal Act provides for all actions for
damages for personal injury arising from
the use of a motor vehicle {0 he heard
without a jury. ie., by a single judge.
Under the proposed amendments this sec-
tit;rtl és repealed and a new section 16 in-
serted.

This section provides for the constitu-
tion of a tribunal called the third party
claims tribunal and sets out the method of
appointment of the members of the tri-
bunal and the qualifications of each, Sub-
section (4) makes the tribunal a court of
record with an official seal. Subsections
8 to 16 provide for the term of appoint-
ment of members of the tribunal, pro-
cedure in the event of members hecoming
ineligible to continue in office for various
reasons listed., and the termination of
members’ term of office for reasons listed,
or retirement et the prescribed age of 70
vears for the chairman and 65 for the
members, Subsection 15 provides that the
remuneration of the chairman shall be the
same as that of a puisne judge, and that
of the members shall be as fixed from time
to time by the Governor. By subsection
18 the decision of the majority of the
members shall be the decision of the tri-
bunal, but on any question of law the
chairman shall have the final decision.

Clause 8: Sections 16A, 16B, and 16C
make provision for a registrar to be ap-
pointed by the Governor, and also staff
under the Public Service Act, and for the
costs of the administration of the tribunal
to be borne by the trust and the Treasury
in the ratic of two-thirds to one-third.

Sections 16D and 16F prescribe the
method of proceedings before the tribunal,
and power is given under section 16G for
the tribunal in certain circumstances to
delegate its power to the magistrate of a
local court.

Section 18H provides that the decision
of the tribunal shall be final, and except
on a4 question of law it is not open to
review in any court. On a question of
law the tribunal may of its own motion,
or if requested by any party to the pro-
ceedings, state a case for the decision of
the Full Court of the Supreme Court.

Clause 9: This provision merely amends
section 29A to include the new section 6A
referred to in clause 4,

Clause 10: Section 33 of the prineipal
Act empowers the Governor to make regu-
lations necessary for carrying the Aect into
effect. This section is repealed and a new
section 33 inserted along the same lines
but, in addition, prescribing the necessary
forms for the operation of the tribunal
scale of fees, the practice and procedure
O{c the tribunal, accountancy procedure,
ete.

At present third party claims are cost-
ing the motoring public of this State about
£2,500,000 a year, a figure which is steadily
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rising, While it is not intended that the
unfortunate vietims of meotor accidents
should not receive proper and adequate
compensation, it is felt not only in Chis
State but elsewhere that perhaps a more
modern approach to this problem, which
is becoming one of economics as far as the
meotorist is concerned, might be attempted.

‘The main purpose of such a tribunal is
first to obtain some measure of consist-
ency in awards of damages. In the various
Australian States damages are heard be-
fore cither single judges or juries. Whilst
not intending any criticism of judges, each
judge forms his own personal view of the
parties and has his own particular opinion
of the seriousness of the injuries and the
value thereof. Juries vary from case to
case and are composed of personnel with
no experience in the awarding of damages,
and this may also result in a wide range
of damages.

It is considered a tribunal of three, com-
prising a judge or experienced solicitor,
and two members with some knowledge or
experience of the value of claims, could
be considered a permanent jury which
after a short period would bring some uni-
formity of thought to awards., This is
essential for two reasons: First to assist
the trust in estimating the likely cost of
unsettled claims, which figure, now ap-
proximating £3,000,000, has a very large
bearing in striking adegquate premiums.
Secondly, with a wide variation in awards,
solicitors find it difficult to advise clients,
and are often loth to advise accceptance of
offers made to settle claims.

The next point in favour of such a tri-
bunal is the desire to provide some means
of easy access to injured persons desirous
of having claims determined with a mini-
mum of legal procedure, documents, etc.
The present cumbersome legal procedure
necessary to bring an action to hearing is
considered not only outdated for this type
of action but costly to litigants. I{ is not
felt the legal profession will suffer with
the intreduction of the proposed system as
claims will be finalised more expeditiously.
thus allowing the =ascceptance of other
work.

Preceedings will be shortened by a sys-
tem of pre-trial discussion between repre-
sentatives of litigants allowing for admis-
sion of agreed facts and any other factors
which could save the time of the tribunal.
Doubt has often been expressed as
whether a court is the appropriate place
to hear claims of this nature. The persons
invelved are, in the majority of cases, only
seeking an independent opinion on a fair
award of damages for injuries received.
They are in no way criminals and, prob-
ably, the majority have had no experience
whatsoever of the legal formality and
somewhat awe-inspiring atmosphere of a
courtroom, and in many cases must openly
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discuss intimate personal details. With
this background it is felt the true facts
may not be as readily forthcoming as in
an informal atmosphere in which it is pro-
posed the tribunal should conduct its
hearings.

Another important feature of the Bill
is contained in the proposed new section
16E(3) which gives the tribunal power to
grant a lump sum award of damages or a
pension in lieu thereof or part lump sum
and part pension. On the motion of the
tribunal or any party to the action, the
tribunal may review, increase, decrease, or
redeem the pension by payment of a lump
sum. The present ecourts have power only
to grant a lump sum award of damages and
thus must sometimes accept somewhat in-
definite medical prognosis for the proteec-
tion of the injured party. It is confidently
felt some claimants have been awarded
large sums ¢f money on medical prognosis
which has nct been borne out. By award-
ing a small lump sum and a pension, and
reviewing the latter from time to time fol-
lowing further medical examination or a
period in which a c¢laimant's aptitude for
work can he ascertained, it is considered
the ends of justice would be better served.

With the increase in the road toll and
consequent increase in hospitalisation, loss
of man-hours to industry, etc.,, many sug-
gestions have been made by eminent per-
sons as to whether the present method of
assessing damages in motor claims cases
is adequate. Two points which have al-
ways figured prominently in these discus-
sions are the possihility of claims being
assessed by a tribunal as proposed in this
Bill and the question of neegligence. As
recently as July last the Chief Justice of
New South Wales, Mr. Justice Herron,
stated inler alia, “The law must change;
what was satisfactory yesterday may not
be satisfactory tomorrow"; and he followed
up with the statement that road accident
victims may eventually have their claims
determined by an administrative tribunal.

Mr. Justice Else-Mitchell is also re-
ported as having suggested the creation of
a motor vehicle insurance board to inves-
tigate ell claims and award damages.
These and other eminent persons have at
the same time suggested a scheme whereby
an accident victim would be compensated
itrespective of the negligence of the driver,
but it is noteworthy no estimate of the
cost of the scheme or how it should be
financed has been attempted. Supporters
of the idea have pointed to the compensa-
tion resardless of a fault scheme operative
in the province of Saskatchewan, Canada;
but it is noteworthy that whilst this
scheme does provide for some compensa-
tlon to victims, irrespective of negligence,
it does not absolve the motorist from the
risk of a claim at common law, and any
prudent motorist would of necessity effect
further comprehensive cover.
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For this limited scheme somewhat on
the lines of the Workers' Compensation
Act, Saskatchewan motorisés pay in pre-
miums: (1) for a small car, 1962 model
and later, $39 (approximately £15 18s. 6d.
Australian); (2) for a larger car, 1962
modet and later, $49 (approximately £20
Australian). The premium is based on the
year of menufacture and size of the car.
The premium in this State for unlimited
cover, with the present exception of
£6,000 for a passenger in the insured’s
vehicle, which it is proposed to remove, is
£8 8s, irrespective of size or model of the
vehicle. Under the Saskatchewan scheme,
the widow of an accident victim receives
$5,000, with a maximum of $10,000 for
all dependants {(approximately £4,080
Australian). It will be noted that the
dependants of a man Killed in this State
were recently awarded £75,000 for which
the insured person paid a premium of
£8 8s. Under the scheme, compensation
for permanent disability, including ampu-
tation, is limited to $4,000 (approximately
£1,633 Australian), and $2,000 (£816 Aus-
tralian} to cover medical expenses., The
foregoing Saskatchewan figures are based
on a 1963 report at which date the West-
ern Australian premium for a motorcar
was £5 11s.

Two distinct disadvantages of such a
scheme are immediately seen: (1) no dis-
tinction is made in the value of disabili-
ties in different categories of claimants;
i.e., a roadworker losing a little finger re-
ceives the same as a world-famous pianist;
all widows and dependants are compen-
sated alike. (2) For a premium more than
double that in this State a motorist re-
ceives minimal protection and at much
greater cost must insure further to ade-
quately protect himself,

It must be appreciated the proposal to
allow claims by spouse against spouse and
the removal of the passenger limit must
increase -premiums slightly to cover the
increased benefits, but it is extremely
doubtful if a scheme such as that opera-
tive in Saskatchewan would result in any
saving in premium or cost to the motorist.

Any amendment to the present system
of common law liability—i.e., liability only
where negligence is established—would
naturally affect or even nullify the pre-
sent reciprocal arrangements between all
States of the Commonwealth where 2
similar system operates under which
a4 motorist from any State may travel in
any part of the Commonwealth and is
covered by the policy issued in his home
State.

The statutory policy issued in Western
Australia, as in other States, indemnifies
the owner or driver of a vehicle for liabil-
ity at law; i.e., liahility for negligence. If,
therefore, the law in this State was that
any person injured by an accident irres-
pective of negligence, could recover for
personal injury, then any vehicle from
gnother State would not comply with the
requirements of the W.A, Act unless the
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owner held a policy indemnifying him for
injuries c¢aused without negligence or
liability at law. The result would be that
all vehicles entering Western Australia
from another State would be uninsured
vehicles and under the provisions of the
Motor Vehicle {(Third Party Insurance)
Act, the trust would become liable for
payment of all claims arising from the
use of these vehicles for which no pre-
mium would be received. With the in-
creasing development of this State and
thus increased traffic irom other States
the result is not difficult to imagine
and the only possibility of success of such
a scheme appears to be an Australian-
wide scheme. Based on the Saskatchewan
costs of a limited scheme, to merely re-
move the negligence clause from the Aus-
traiian scheme and give benefits as at
present, must result in a very considerable
increase in premiums.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Jamieson,

MOTOR VEHICLE (THIRD PARTY
INSURANCE) ACT AMENDMENT
BILL
Message: Appropriations
Message from the Governor received

and read recommending appropriations
for the purposes of the Bill.

SWAN RIVER CONSERVATION
ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed, from the 3rd November,
on the following motion by Mr, Tonkin
(Deputy Leader of the Opposition) :—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

MR. ROSS HUTCHINSON (Cottesloe—
Minister for Works) [3.35 p.m.l: It must
not be assumed, in the first place, that
public interest in the river is of recent
origin. I intend at the outset to speak in
fairly general terms about the river, some-
thing of its history, something of what has
been done to it, and how people have
appreciated it over the years, and try to
indicate for the beneflt of the House, my
views, the public’s appreciation of the
river, and its place in our community life;
and subsequently, as a result of these
things, to deal with the Bill introduced by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

I repeat that it should not be assumed
that public interest in the river is of recent
origin. Twenty-eight wvears before the
Swan River settlement hegan in 1801, a
Frenchman called Monsieur Baillie bogged
down in the river at a point near the
Causeway for a period of about 11 or 12
hours during which time he and the crew
of his small hoat endeavoured mightily to
get off a bank of what he described as a
sea of malodorous mud.
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Then on the Tth January, 1904, a letter
appeared in The West Australian wherein
a Mr. J. M. Kelly felt impelled to express
his views to the editor after he had walked
along Mounts Bay Road. That was in the
areg where the river has been reclaimed
very greatly, principally through the
actions of the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion when he was Minister for Works. It
is rather interesting to read this as a view
of a Perth citizen at that time—that is,
60 years ago. He says inter alio—

Seriously, it is a pity that Mt Eliza,
with its unrivalled background of a
natural park, with its locomotive facili-
ties for all kinds of vehicles, its views
of forest glade and river to gladden the
eyes and heart of man, should have
issuing from its base such foulness and
impurity as may be seen and felt by
anyone who walks along Mounts Bay
Road and thinks what it might have
been and what it is.

This just gives some idea of the condition
of the river 60 years ago and the condition
of the river 160 years ago, when Monsieur
Baillie was stuck on a bank of malodorous
mud, as he described it.

‘There is another letter to which I wish to
refer. It is signed “Perthite’” and appeared
in The West Australian as foilows:—

Sir,

With regard to the alleged desecra-
tion of the foreshore of Perth Water, I
think it is about time that someone
took up the cudgels for the Public
Works Department and pointed out to
the public of Perth the good work that
they are doing. For some time past
we have been reading criticisms from
the city councillors and remarks that
the beauties of the river were being
destroyed.

But it might interest the ratepayers
if they were made aware of a few facts
of the case, and it were pointed out
to them what the Public Works De-
partment had done and what the City
Council had not.

Then “Perthite” goes on to describe what
he calis the malodorous mud banks end-
ing in a backyard along the stretch of
Perth foreshore water. ‘This letiter ap-
peared in The West Australian of the 13th
August, 1908. It makes interesting read-
ing for people who like to read such let-
ters, and it may be found in a report sub-
mitted by a subcommittee of the Swan
River reference committee on pollution of
the Swan River. This report was pub-
lished in the immediate postwar period
when the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
was Minister for Works, I think,

Another interesting plece of history oc-
curred in 1922 when, during the period of
the Mitchell Government, the Acting
Premier of the day wrote to the Prime
Minister of Australia asking that an ex-
pert sanitary engineer in the person of
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Colonel Longworth, I think—he was an
engineer of some conseguence and was on
loan to the Commonwealih—should be
sent to Western Australia to assist the
Government in making a repori on the
pollution and the health aspects of the
Swan River.

I just make the point that public inter-
est in the Swan River has been constant
since the first tree was cut down near
Barrack Street in 1829, or when people
first began to use this river. We must
not be carried away by hysterical sacred-
cow talk about the Swan River and led
into ways and paths which are not right
ones. I will submit during the course
of what I have to say that the Bill intro-
duced by the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition is just the wrong way. More of
that anon.

The immediate trigger to this hysteri-
cal sacred-cow talk that has been going
on and that has given rise to the Bill be-
fore us was the fact that the Govern-
ment announced it was golng {o reclaim
an area of something like 8} acres of land
just downstream from Pelican Point. But,
of course, the real trigger to people’'s im-
mediate concern in recent years has been
the Narrows reclamation as a result of
the construction of the Narrows Bridge,
which was put into operation by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition—or,
rather, through his action as Minister, and
by the agency of the Government.

Although a great deal of this hysterical
furore that has heen aroused is unjustified,
one can understand people wanting to pro-
tect the river—indeed all of us do. No
one person has a monopoly of love for
the river; but the question of what should
be done to proteet it is very much to the
point; and what should be done to improve
it is even more to the point.

I would like the House to consider what
has s0 far been done to the Swan River
and what it is proposed to do. I hope
people will, perhaps, get a better perspec-
tive than they may have, and cerfainly
than some actually have, as a result of a
campaign that has been mounted by cer-
tain people and carried on by the Press
in one way or another.

I point out that at present the Swan
River is protected by virtue of legislation
that was introduced by the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition when he was Minister
for Works—the Swan River Conservation
Act.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 until 4.3 pmn.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I was say-
inz that the Swan River is protected by
a provise in the Act that if it is desired
to reclaim from the Swan River more than
10 acres of land the sanction of Parlia-
ment must first be obtained. This proviso
was placed in the Act following a move
by The Hon. J. G. Hislop in another place.
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It has been c¢laimed by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, when he intro-
duced the Bill, and by others, that the
Government is destroying and despoiling
the beauties of the river; is taking it over
a5 a car park; and is river-grabbing at
every opportunity. Many other phrases
have been used by members of the public;
by people who have wapged this campaign:
and these phrases have been used in an
extravagant and hysterical way.

It is simply not true that the Govern-
ment is river-grabbing, It is simply not
true that the Government is despoiling
th2 beautizs of the river. The contrary
is the case. Particularly through the
agency of the Swan River Conservation
Board, the Government has very materi-
ally improved the river. Since the early
history of this State no greater improve-
ment has been made in the river than
during the last six years.

For the information of rmembers I have
had placed on $he wall behind the
Spcaker’s dais a chart of the river show-
ing areas extending from Fremantle up
to a point a little upstream from the
Causeway. This chart shows a great deal
of the work the Government has under-
taken and completed. It really indicates
the work done during the post-war period
from ahout 1944 or 1945 to the present
day. So Governments of both colours
have assisted in improving the river, but
in the last six years the river has heen
immeasurably improved.

Hundreds of families, particularly in the
summer months, now enjoy the facilities
offered by the river to a greater extent
than ever before. This has been due to
many things, but principally due, to a
marked extent, to the fact that new river
beaches have been created, areas of the
river have been reclaimed, and other areas
have had foreshore improvements effected.
Some beaches have been subjected to
beach nourishment treatment; and, in all,
tha river has been immeasurably improved.
S0 much in answer to those people who
say that the river is being grabbed by the
Government at every opportunity and its
beauties are being despoiled.

I would like to mention one or two items
of reclamation and beach nourishment.
The arcas concerned are depicted on the
chart which I have placed on the wall
for the information of members, and I
hope they will have a look at these points
of interest.

At Point Walter dredging operations
have been ecarried out to cover denuded
heach and exposed rocky areas, and to
provide beaches for public enjoyment. At
Attadale, similar opzrations have been per-
formed to cover marshy, mud-covered, and
reedy areas to eliminate mosquitoes, and
to make the ares available for public open
space. At Dalkeith work has been done
to provide deep water to establish the
Perth Flying Squadron and the Nedlands
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Yacht Club; to make small usable beaches
at both points; and to provide a sandy
strip to protect the stone foreshore wall-
ing which was falling down and in a
chaotic state of repair.

At Pelican Point itself some reclamation
has been carried out to restore erosion
which eventually would have destroyed
this natural bird sanctuary, and to safe-
guard the beaches in Matilda Bay and
the various yacht clubs established in
that area. They are only one or two items
which I have selected at random and
which members will see depicted on the
chart. Also, they will see many acres
which have been virtually reclaimed. How-
ever, of all the areas, only two have been
the subject of anv controversy since the
Brand Government has been in office, and
it is this that has given rise to this un-
justified *“sacred cow” type of thinking
which, in itself, does the river no credit
and is no credit to those sponsoring it.

These two items of reclamation which
have virtually given rise to this hysterical
outhurst concern the area at the Narrows
Bridge. T admit this is a very ugly area
at present. It is the site for engineering
works and it will be an ugly area for some
time to come, because the project that is
being undertaken will not be completed
unti! about 1970. The man who intro-
duced the Bill before us at present was
the prime cause—in the ministerial sense
—of the reclamation at the Narrows
Bridge.

Mr. Bickerton:
admit his mistake.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: We will deal
with that. The one area of reclamation
which is under controversy and with which
this Government is concerned at present
cansists of 19 acres and is associated with
the Narrows reclamation project. This
reclamation of 19 acres was approved by
Parliament last year. So Parliament has
given its approval. Can one want more
than that? In many ways it is unfortun-
ate that the reclamation at the Narrows
had to be done. I know when I was in
Opposition I fought to minimise the area
that was to be reclaimed. I was one of
many, and even those who sat behind
the former Minister for Works, who is now
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, think
much the same way.

Mr. Moir: You are not referring to me,
are you?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: In regard w
minimising the reclaimed area at the
Narrows Bridge at that time, I do not
think the honourable member knew what
he was doing at that time.

Mr. Moir: Did you?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Of course, I
knew! This area which was reclaimed
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
and his Government was about 64 acres

He had the courage to
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in extent near the Narrows Bridge, and
another 40 acres along the South Perth-
Como foreshore. This means that a total
of over 100 acres was reclaimed at that
time without parliamentary sanction.

At the time Mr. Yates, the then member
for South Perth, asked a number of ques-
tions of the then Minister for Works, who
is the present Deputy Leader of the Op-
position. All of these questions are ap-
propriate, but I have not the time to read
them all. One question asked by Mr.
Yates was—

Why did the Government proceed
with the siting of the bridge and the
access road without first consulting
the all-party committee appeointed to
study the Stephenson-Hepburn plan?

The reply given by the Minister was—

The determination of a suitable site
for a bridge at the Narrows and the
necessary approach roads was a pre-
liminary to foundation exploration
and design. The matter was con-
sidered by the Government to he one
of great urgency long before the
Stephenson-Hepburn plan was sub-
mitted or the all-party committee
formed.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition knew
all about the approach roads when he
answered that guestion of the then mem-
ber for South Perth,

Another question asked by Mr. Yates
of the then Minister for Works was—
Why was not the proposed reclama-
tion referred to Parliament as was
the case with changes proposed to
King's Park and other Class “A" re-
serves?

This was the answer given by the Deputy
Leader of the Qpposition, as Minister for
Works—

‘The proposed reclamation was of
great urgency and the matter was not
governed by specific legislative direc-
tions as in the case with changes to
King’s Park and other Class “A"” re-
serves.

He said there was no legislation, so there
was no need to bring the matfer before
Parliament.

Mr. Bickerton: Will you deal with the
Bill?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: This is an
all-essential part in dealing with the Bill.
I have referred to the Narrows reclamation
as the one piece of reclamation which was
a matter of controversy in so far as the
present Government was concerned. I
have said that Parliament approved of it.

The other piece of reclamatijon affects
84 acres, and the Government proposes
to reclaim the area which is downstream
from Pelican Point, where some beach
restoration work has already been done
to preserve Pelican Point,
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We find that in 1953 the dark figure of
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, as
Minister for Works—or maybe Education—
loomed up again, We find that he secured
the approval of Cabinet to the reclama-
tion of 11 acres in this exact region—not
in the exact scheme. The present Govern-
ment has not yet reclaimed the 8! acres.
It has proposed that this acreage be re-
claimed, and it is essential that the work
be done, but the Government will take
no more than is absolutely necessary.
The area may be less. but I cannot say at
the present time. I shall have the matter
examined again and again to ensure the
area is reduced by as much as possible.

It is essential for the road alignment
work that this reclamation be effected. If
any person does not approve of this work
being done, then he does not know the
situation and is net prepared to face up to
the practicalities of the subject.

Mr, Bickerton: Don't you think Parlia-
ment would approve of it if it came before
Parliament? That is all the Bill asks,

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON:; Ishall tell the
honourable member about that section of
the Bill. I have tried to point out the two
pieces of reclamation in which this Gov-
ernment is vitally interested, and which
have been the subject of controversy. The
Narrows reclamation is the key to the whole
of the public concern. The history of this
reclamation does not make very good read-
ing as far as the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition is concerned. His political
stunting and his hypocritical somersault-
ing in regard to this matter has made the
majority of people disgusted.

Mr. Rowberry: The same as you are now
doing!

Mr, ROSS HUTCHINSON: The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition says he is sorry he
started the reclamation. He has gone to
Press as saying that. What is more, before
the last elections he persuaded, in some
miraculous way, the Opposition to fall for
the idea that if it were returned to the
Government benches it would shovel away
the sand. The Opposition was crying over
spily sand!

The reclamation is now an established
fact. and we cannot get away from i, yet
the Opposition fell for the story of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition. During
this session he said in this House that he
did not know what was going on and did
not appreciate all the reclamation that was
involved. Of course he appreciated what
reclamation was involved, because he told
Mr. Yates, the then member for South
Perth, what was involved! He said the
matter of approach roads was an absolute
preliminary to the design of the bridge. No
engineer would proceed with a structure
like that without knowing what work had
to be undertaken in respect of approach
roads.
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I want to repeat that the Swan River
Conservation Board, in conjunction with
the Government, has done a great deal of
good work in improving the river. I hope
that what I have said in this Chamber this
afternoon will help to place in perspective
the hysterical sacred-cow talk that has been
going on in respect of the work that has
been done by the Government, and what it
proposes to do. I hope that in this Cham-
ber there will not be many who will act like
King Canute by ensuring that the progress
made in the future will be jeopardised and
in part sabotaged by a Bill of the kind
introeduced by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition,

Now for this Bill: The members of the
Government are not such simpletons or
zuch suckers as to be dragged into sup-
porting the measure. The Government has
decided to oppose it because the measure
does not do the job properly. What it does
—and this is how it secured some public
sympathy—is to embrace the principle that
the river should be protected. If pcople are
asked, “Don't you want the Swan River to
be protected?” they will invariably reply,
“Of course, we do, and it must be pro-
tecied.” We all want that to happen, but
we do not have to be stupid about it. In
our action to cure an ill we do not have
to cut off the head, or prevent any further
proavess from being effected.

This Bill is a remarkably foolish piece
of legislation. It would not enable the
Swan River Conservation Board or the
Sovernment to proceed with any of the
work, without a design being placed hefore
Parliament each year. That can be done,
but at times emergency work has to be
carried out in the interests of the people.
Here and there we find many launching
ramps provided for water skiers. Do we
want these maiters to be placed before
Parliament because reclamations are in-
volved?

There was an instance in the last
couple of years when the river at Midland
flooded, and the gymnasium of the Gov-
ernor Stirling High School, which is
puilt on a bank. was endangered be-
cause of the erosion caused by the swirl-
ing floopdwaters. It immediately became
necessary for reclamation work to be done.

Mr. Bickericn: Involving more than 10
acres?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: No, less than
10 acres. How foolish would it be to have
to wait and ask Parliament to agree to
legislation to enable Parliament to sanc-
tion such reclamation!

Mr, Graham: That happens now with
“A"-class reserves. You cannot take one
square inch without passing a Bill.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The mem-
ber for Balcatta has jumped into the fray.
He said something which is not true, and
he does not appear to know the Statutes.
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I do not blame him, because many meme
bers do not know the Statutes, but up to
1/20th of an "“A”-class reserve may he
used by the Main Roads Department with-
out the sanction of Parliament. That is
something for the honourable member to
bear in mind.

Mr. Graham: That is only qualifying the
position.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I have in-
formed the honourable member. He was
referring to “A"-class reserves and I gave
him the answer.

Mr. Graham:
made,

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: This is inei-
dental to the point I was making about
the necessity for emergency work to he
undertaken at various times.

Mr. Toms: Don't you think that any
Government would have stepped in and
undertaken the work in similar instances?
Don't vou think the Government would
step in when a school was endangereg?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The honour-
able member who has just interjected
is indicating how silly it is to
have legislation of the kind before us
placed on the Statute book. This Bill will
stultify progress, and in part sabotage and
delay work which is essential for the im-
provement of the river, and for the provi-
sion of facilities to the public, because
under it not one square inch of the river
can be touched without parliamentary
sanction.

I draw the attention of members to the
chart at the back of the Chamber and
ask them to note the work that has been
done along the river. It is a continuous
process of work to improve the river. What
the Bill before us does is to adopt the
principle of protecting the river. I go
along with that, and I think we all do.
None of us wants to jeopardise the river,
and every one of us wants to keep it as
beautiful as possible. We ali like to im-
prove it, and I know the member for Vic-
torial Park desires improvements to be
made.

However, what this Bill seeks to do is so
sharply restrictive that it acts somewhat
like a quack doctor who in seeking a cure
for a sore finger wants to cut off the arm.
The Bill allows no latitude to the Govern-
ment or to the Swan River Conservation
Board to discharge its obvious duties and
responsibilities,

There are many instances in many
pieces of legislation to indicate that our
predecessors have ensured that the Gov-
ernment was given some latitude in effect-
ing work outside of the parliamentary ses-
sipn, We all know—whether we he in the
Opposition or in the Governmeni—that
such provisions in our legislation are im-
portant and must remain.

I stand on the point 1
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Mr. Graham: It is so long since we were
in Government we have almost forgotten.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I tried to
make the point earlier that this Bill is
supported by people who have been led
astray by their love for the river. They
listen to blandishments of people that we
must not touch the river; that it must be
kept beautiful; and because of this, they
will support anything. However, that is
not what & Government does; and no-one
can say this Government has not had the
courage to do the right thing at any time,
and it pronoses to do right in regard to
this Bill.

I referred earlier to reserves, There
is also the Land Act—I think section 31.
If the honourable member wants to check
up, there is the Melville Water and Fresh-
water Bay Act of 1912, which authorises
any Government to reelaim, I think, up
to a chain of land over ceriain miles of
the river in the Freshwater Bay arza and
the Meclville Water area. ‘There is the
Swan River Improvement Act of 1925,
an Act which enables any Government
to reclaim whole slabs of the river
just north of the Causeway; and we must
have regard for other Acts.

A good deal of research is necessary
before we can introduce a Bill to properly
deal with this subject; and I want to say
this: The Government proposes to defeat
this Bill at this point of time, whilst ap-
preciating the principle for which it was
introduced. But in the intervening time,
between now and the next parliamentary
session, the Government will give the
closest attention to introducing a Bill to
cover the several points to which I have
referred and about which there is obvi-
ously legitimate criticism.

The Government proposes that the area
of 10 zcres, as presently in the Act, and
which is the protective section in the Act,
should be reduced. At this juncture, I
am not prepared to say what the area will
be, but if I may hazard a bit of in in-
formed thought, it would be below, or say,
between 2 to 5 acres—under 5 acres.

We will do that; and we will also ensure
in the legislation that there will be a
clause which will protect contiguous areas.
If it were declded to protect 3 acres, then
it would not be permissible under this
clause for a Government to reclaim 2%
acres this year, 2 acres next year, and
2} acres the following year and so build
a major preoject. This would be made
illegal. Tnat is another provision that
would be included.

We would have to have regard for the
other Acts of Parliament to which I have
referred to see whether there is necessity
for their repeal; and we may also try
to define an area, or perhaps delineate
the waterway of the river. A provision
has been included in the present Act
whereby this could be achieved, but
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we will have ancther look at this.
In short, we would endeavour to ensure
this subject was treated properly. 1
would like to say this: The Government
is not engaged upon this as a result of
th;: Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s
BillL

Mr. Bickerton: Do not take the credit
away from him. I think he has achieved
his object already. Anyway, he has gone
a long way towards it.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The thing is
that the Government will introduce this
legislation. Before I was rudely jnterrupted
I was trying to say that the work would
be done in proper fashion. I have already
tried to show there is a necessity for the
Government to have scope or latitude to
do emergency work. I would also say this:
Future plans of the Government include
work to be done on the river north of the
Causeway in the region of the Maylands
peninsula where we will considerably add
to the area of the Swan River. Many of
the banks will be pruned and improved.
After dii® engineering regard is had for
many things and after due regard is had
for liaison with local government, the
erea of -water there could perhaps be in-
creased by something over 100 acres.

This work is for the future and very
little preliminary work has been done. In
short, I would say that it will be found
that this (Government, rather than reclaim-
ing too much of the river, will add a greater
area of water to the Swan River in the
future years, if we continue {o have the
confidence of the people, as I have no
doubt we will. So that sums up the Gov-
ernment’s approach to this form of legis-
lation.

Finally I would just like to revert to the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s at-
tempts to express his regret about the
Narrows reclamation as being something
that is foreign to this State. It is a pusil-
lanimous approach to an important pro-
ject—

Mr. Rowbherry: What does that mean?

Mr. Jamieson: I hope that was the
right pronunciation.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: —and un-
worthy of 2 man who was & former Min-
ister for Works.

I rppeal to the House to have regard
for the things I have said; and regard
for the fact that the Government will,
next year, introduce a Bill which will pro-
perly deal with this subject. I hope
members will not sabotage the river pro-
gress that is necessary to be made in the
future. I oppose the Bill.

MR. FLETCHER (Fremantle) [4.38
p.m.): Before the Depuiy Leader of the
Opposition replies, I would like to say a
few words on this very desirable Bill, I
have lived in close association with the
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river since childhood and, as a consequ-
ence, feel better able to discuss the subject
than perhaps any of those members who
come from the hintertand.

The Minister made great play on the
fact that the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position established a precedence hy redue-
ing an area of the river where the Narrows
Brid=e now exists. The Minister did this
to justify tha Government's policy in re-
claiming two or three times as much of
the river as the previous Minister did out
of sheer necessity.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Will you say that
again?

Mr. FLETCHER: I will say that at
that time, if a bridge were required there,
it had to have a northern approach abut-
ment. Will the Minister accept that?

Mr. Court: He said he was sorry he
did it.

Mr. FLETCHER: Will the Minister
also accept the fact that there was no
alternative site for that bridge; that
that was the logical place for it. It was
not possible to land motor vehicles off
the end of the bridge into a pool of water,
as it were, and some resumption was
necessary.

The Minister made great play on
the words “malodorous mud”. I will admit
that it did contain malodorous mud;
it did contain algae; and it did contain
leaves and other rubbish, and I will admit
at the time there was some public concern
that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
who was then Minister for Works, did
resume an area there. 1 will go along
with the Minister to say that the resump-
tion did not do any harm; but the Min-
ister sgrasps il as an excuse to support
his arguments that he is now entitled to
claim an extra 19 acres on top of that.

It is now an established fact that that
area has been resumed; but the Minister’s
argument was not valid in opposing a re-
sumption that was entirely necessary. I
use that to illustrate this point: that a
bridge was necessary there and some re-
sumption was therefore necessary.

I ask the Minister: Is the teachers’
training college necessary where the Gov-
ernment proposes to put it?

Mr. Lewis: Yes.

Mr. FLETCHER: Are there alternative
sites? Was there an alternative site for
the Narrows Bridge? Is there an alterna-
tive site for the teachers' training col-
lege? On that basis alone, this case stands
or falls.

Mr. Lewis:
that?

Mr. FLETCHER: I suggest there is a
need for this measure; but I suggest there
is no comparable need for any resumption
of the river so as fo establish a teachers’
training college.

Have you the answer to
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Mr. Lewis: Can vou suggest an alierna-
tive site?

Mr. FLETCHER: If the Minister will
not interject, I will suggest an alternative
site presently. All opposition to this
measure, including the attitude of the
Government, is not hysterical opposition:
it is well thought out, as I will attempt
to demonstrate.

What the Bill attempts to achieve is
to have any resumption frem the river
referred to Parliament. If I could claim
the attention of the Minister, the Premier,
and the Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment, I would point out that Biils of far
less consequence than the measure intro-
duced by the Deputy Leader of the Oppos-
ition have been brought to this House
during this session. Let me cquote one or
two. On our file there is No. 35, which
relates to jetties. Is that of greater conse-
quence than what the DPeputy Leader of
the Opposition is attempting to achieve?
No. 30 on the file relates to the Dog Act;
and No. 11 to spearguns. Is the Minister
listening to this?

Mr. Ross Huibchinson: Yes.

Mr, FLETCHER: No. 8 relates to bush
fires which, I admit, can be important;
but No. 63 relates to vermin., What I
am trying to point out is that legislation of
less consequence has been recently brought
to this House: and if Government members
support legislation of less consequence, why
will they not support the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition’s very important legis-
lation? As I have said, we have sat here
and discussed comparatively inconsequen-
tial legislation. Let me refer to another
one. The place is not in my electorate,
but I refer to the Jennacubbine Sports
Couneil (Inc.) Bill,

Having got past that difficult pronuncia-
tion I will ask this House the relative
value of that legislation in relation to
the legislation introduced by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. What has the
greater impact on Western Australia; the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition's Bill
or Bill No. 67? The Government deliber-
ated on that not very important measure
which, I understand, comes within the elec-
toral district of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition.

Mr. Lewis: No it doesn’'t! It comes

within mine. That makes it more import-
ant.

Mr. FLETCHER: Coming under the
Minister's area perhaps makes it import-
ant, but is it more important than the
measure intreduced by the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, and is the Government
side of the House going to vote against this
Bill just because it emanated from this side
of the House?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Of course not!

Mr. Lewis: We will vote on the merits
of the Bill,
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Mr. FLETCHER: I am afraid not. I
am afraid that if members opposite were
honest with themselves they would admit
that they are not going to vote in favour
of this Bill, merely because it emanated
from this side of the House.

Mr., Ross Hutchinson: Don’t be quite
silly!

Mr. FLETCHER: That does not dispose
of my argument. The Minister cannot
stop me believing it. I have heen here
too long and have seen valuable Bills from
this side of the House destroyed.

Mr. Rass Hutchinson: I have tried to
point gut that this Bill does not do the
job properly.

Mr. FLETCHER: I have pointed out
in incontrovertible argument that Bills of
less consequence have come to this House
and received the approval of the House.
This Bill is far more worthy of such ap-
proval.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You don’t know
what is in the Bill; you are talking ahbout
Dr. Hislop’s provision.

Mr. FLETCHER: I will read the last
paragraph of the Bill, which is as fol-
lows:—

2. Section twenty-two of the prin-
cipal Act is amended by substituting
for the words, “an area greater than
ten acres' in lines twelve and thirteen
of paragraph ({(a), the words, *‘any
portion®,

Mr. O'Connor: That is not what you sald
before,

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Now you know
what 15 in the Bill. You have been talk-
ing about the wrong idea.

Mr. FLETCHER: It says '‘any portion”.
I know where I am.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You had better
start all over again,

Mr. O'Neil: Do you know where we are
putting the teachers’ training college?

NMr. FLETCHER: I would ask that the
argument not be ridiculed. If any area
of the river is required I consider that
a Bill should be brought to this House,
irrespective of which side of the House it
comes from. I suggest the Bill is not un-
reasonable and I also suggest that the pub-
lie is not hysterical for raising its voice in
opposition to the Bill.

Mr, Ross Hutchinson: Only some people.

Mr. FLETCHER: On Thursday, the 21st
October, I asked the following question:—
There being, I understand, close to
1,000,000 square miles of land in West-
ern Australia, and what appears to be
considerably less and less than that
area of Swan and Canning Rivers—
(1) Whalt valid reason, other than
perhaps expense of resump-
tion, causes proposed Univer-
sity building to be built on
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what now is the river? See
The West Australian of the
21st October, 1965.

If it is desirable to have a
teachers’ training college im-
mediately adjacent to the
University, why cannot con-
tiguous land and/or property,
rather than the river, be re-
sumed?

The Minister replied:—

(1) and {2) The exchange of land, in-
cluding reclamation work, refer-
red to by the honourable member
is considered to bhe the best and
most logical way to satisfy the
requirements of all interested
parties.

Whetre I made reference to resumption T
was pointing out that the Minister con-
sidered the resumption of the river far
cheaper than the resumption cost of con-
tiguous land. That is what I meant in my
question and I elaborate that peint. The
Minister assumes that he can aequire an
area of the river cheaper than he can
acquire local land.

Mr. O'Neil: What buildings are going
on the land?

Mr. FLETCHER: I was asked for an
alternative site. My reply is, any portion
of the 1,000,000 square miles of Western
Australia.

Mr. Lewis: Close to the University?

Mr. FLETCHER: A writer in a feature
article recently suggested the portion of
land, which comes under the jurisdiction
of the Minister for Education, at the
teachers' training college. The Govern-
ment will resort to any argument to say
that Iand is unsunitable, but it must be
admitted that there is adequate land
within the confines of that existing area
in which to extend the teachers’ training
college.

Mr., O'Neil;: What buildings are going on
the resumed land?

Mr. FLETCHER: If the resumed land was
to provide facilities for the Medical School
I could perhaps understand resumptions
because a medical school requires facili-
ties, which are already provided at the
University. Pacilities for specimens, and
facilities and apparatus for dissection have
to be contiguous. But I have shown, in my
question, that there is 1,000,000 square
miles of Western Australia wherein a
teachers’ training college can be estab-
lished instead of on the foreshore in the
locality mentioned,

Mr. O'Neil: ¥You think the teachers'
training college is going on this reclaimed
area?

Mr. FLETCHER: The excuse used was

that the land had to be close to the Uni-
versity.

)
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Mr. O’Neil: I ask you: What buildings
are going on the land?

Mr, FLETCHER.: I have just submitted
argument t¢ show that on the one hand 1
agree that an annexe to the Medical
Schogl would perhaps need to be put
alongside the University; but a teachers’
training college, no.

Mr. O'Netl: Is it your understanding that
the college is to be on the reclaimed area?

Mr. W. Hegney: The honowable mem-
ber will come back to that later.

Mr. FLETCHER: I will do what the
member for Mt. Hawthorn says, and come
back to that later. The Minister said that
the river has been improved and I do not
deny that. The river has been improved
over the years. Lel me give an illustration.
The honourable member who introduced
this Bill was responsible for a resumed
area upon which the South of Perth Yacht
Club is now established and he enjoys the
gratitude of many people for having pro-
vided that desirable amenity.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: He may regret it
before very long.

Mr, FLETCHER: That was one improve-
ment achieved by the honourable member.

Mr. O'Neil: About 9.5 acres.

Mr. FLETCHER: The river is improved
by filling areas previously infested with
mosquitoes, and I would be the last to deny
this or any Government the right to re-
sume mosquito-infested areas, or areas
where stagnant water exists. But such
resumption should be brought here by way
of Bills so that we, the elected repre-
sentatives of the people, can discuss them.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition asks
nothing more than that in ‘his Bill. He
asks that if this Government wants any
portion of the river, that details be brought
here so that we can discuss them. But
members on that side of the House say
the Bill is unacceptable, not because it
lacks merit, but because it has its birth
on this side of the House.

I will also admit that the river has heen
improved because there is less algae in it
than previously because of the beiter flow.
The water is clearer but that does not take
away the argument that it is necessary for
this House to discuss any future resump-
tions. We could approve, and no doubt
would approve, if we thought the river was
to he further improved.

The Minister made reference, I helieve in
the Press, to the fact that if a bridge goes
across at Point Resolution, it will be neces-
sary for & foreshore road in that locality.
If legislation is necessary for such a desir-
able purpose I have no doubt the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and the member
for Fremantle would study and possibly
support it. So would the community, 1
am sure. The Minister mentioned that
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a provision already exists by way of
legislation—I think he mentioned the year
1812—which gives the Government the
right to resume a certain area of land to
make solid a foreshore. That could be
adequate to establish a main road or a
main link with any proposed bridze after
consideration by Parliament. But that
still does not deny the need for legislation
if any area is proposed to be resumed.

I am quite sure that the general public
of Western Australia would not object to
resumpticns where a desirable purpese was
to be achieved. No doubt every member
in this House has received correspondence
from No. 10 The Avenue, Nedlands, I will
read paragraph 4 from that correspond-
ence which is as follows:—

This meeting requests our Parlia-
mentary representatives to personally
endeavour to ensure that the Private
Members’ Bill “to prevent any river
reclamation without Parliamentary
enactment”, (Mr. Tonkin's Bill) be
made a non-party Bill and be dealt
with in the current session. We re-
quest they support the Bill

I shall, and reaguest members to do lize-
wise. I believe it is very desirable and I
commend those who have initiated this
move {0 support the Bill intreduced by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. He
asks no more than that if any portion of
the river is required then we, the repre-
sentatives of the people, should have some-
thing to say about it. The Minister says
that our Bill is not necessary, hut those
very estimable people believe the Bill is
necessary and they have asked us to
support it.

I can remember when I was a child—
as I have said before—when my father
before me said that some day there would
be a bridge from Mill Point to the north
side of the river, where it now exists. And
s0 just as inevitably will there be a bridge
at Point Resolution extending to Point
Walter. Legislation for river resumptions
will be necessary as I have said. There is
an unlimited supply of river sand adjacent
in the river. The sand can be pumped for
the southern sabutment upon which the
bridge would rest. That sand would be
available for next to nothing. It could
be dredged and pumped there, to the
advantage of the river, very cheaply as
distinct from the pounds per load which
is being paid for the sand at present being
carted at the Narrows. But that, T will
admit, is another matter.

If that river sand bank were pumped
into the locality for the southern abut-
ment of such a new bridge, then I am sure
the public ahd this House would have no
objection to legislation for any conse-
quential resumption,

Mr. Dunn: Would you say that would
interfere with the flow of the river?
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Mr. FLETCHER: 1 will come back to
that. This Bill would achieve just what
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is
attempting fto achieve, and such work
would be subject to reference to this House.
The member for Darling Range asked me
whether this would improve the river flow.

Mr. Dunn: I asked you whether, if the
Point Walter spit were taken away, it
would affect the natural flow of the river.

Mr. FLETCHER: I think rivercraft
would have at least a mile less to travel
between Perth and Fremantle, and the
river itself would have a freer flow.

I think I have said sufficient to demon-
strate that I support the need for this
legisiation, and I regret the Minister is
treating it on party lines. I admit the
public has probably needled the Minister
into his present attitude of opposition to
the Bill, because it had its origin on this
side of the House; but I believe it is de-
sirable legislation and I regret to see the
Government treating it in the manner
in which the Bill is being treated and try-
ing to have it rejected on that score. I
ask members opposite to have second
thoughts on this, show some degree of
impartiality, and support the Bill for the
reasons I have outlined,

MR. DURACK (Perth) [51 pml: I
rise to speak on this Bill with a certain
amount of bewilderment because it ap-
pears to me, on reading it, to be about
the most simple possible Bill that one
could consider, and it is certainly one of
the most simple, if not the simplest that
we have had before us this session. But
after listening carefully to the debate on
the Bill so far-——and this includes the
second reading speech by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition—I find it hard to
relate the relevance of anything that has
been said so far to the measure itself.

Mr. Jamieson: Including the Minister’s
speech, of course.

Mr. DURACK: The Bill has the object
of bringing within the control of Parlia-
ment any future resumptions or filling-in
of the Swan River; and it makes a
comprehensive prohibition on that opera-
tion without the approval of Parliament.
That is a principle with which 1 entirely
agree—the principle that there should be
no resumption or fillling-in of the waters
of the Swan River without the approval
of Parliament. There may be some prac-
tical difficulties in operating that prin-
ciple, and I propose to deal with them
later in my speech, but at this stage I
wish to emphasise and reiterate that I
support the principle, and as the Bill ap-
pears to state that principle I propose
to support it.

The particular provision of the Swan
River Conservation Act which it is proposed
to amend may not be the proper section
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in which to provide for this principle. The
words it is proposed to strike out are situ-
ated in s somewhat peculiar section of
the Act, and it could well be that the pro-
vision in the Bill will be open to criticism
for that reason. Nevertheless, it is a prin-
ciple which has been accepted as binding
upon the Government, and it was cer-
tainly accepted by this Government as
being binding upon it when it was faced
with the reclamation of a further 19 acres
in connection with the Narrows Bridge.
Therefore, although the particular provi-
sion might not be perfect from a legal
point of view, I really do not think that is
relevant to the debate today.

As I understand the matter, on the
second reading of a Bill we are concerned
with the principle governing that Bill and,
for my part, I cannot understand how
one can be in favour of the principle and
not support the Bill, and indeed vote
against it. The Bill does not appear to
me to have anything to do with what
has happened in the past, whether it was
right or whether it was wrong. It does
not have anything to do with any par-
ticular reclamation or any particular pro-
posal for reclamation.

A great deal has been said about the
Pelican Point proposal. I do not intend
to say anything at all about that, because
I do not consider it to bhe relevant to this
debate, or to this Bill. The only matter
that I consider to be relevant to this Bill
is the question whether it would be work-
able in its present form. The Minister, in
his speech, stated that the Bill is not
workable; and he has stated it is the Gov-
ernment’s intention to bring down a Bill
in th2 next session of Parliament to do
certain things about the problem,

I was listening intently to this part of
his speech hecause it appeared to me to
be the critical portion of it. However, I
must say I was disappointed with the de-
tails of the proposals; in fact, I found
it very difficult to understand what the
proposals were. He said the Government
will give the closest attention to a Bill
dealing with the points with which he
dealt: namely, giving the Swan River Con-
servation Board certain powers to carry
on with its work, He mentioned he would
reduce the present limit of 10 acres to
some other figure, which was not specified
but which would be between two to five

acres. He also said that the Bill would
prevent the reclamation of contiguous
areas.

I was very happy to hear the Govern-
ment intends to do something along those
lines, but I still find it impossible to re-
concile the fact that the Government ap-
parently supports the principle of this Bill
with the fact that it wishes to defeat
this particular measure. It seems to me
that this Bijll, by a suitable amendment,
could be made quite workable. I have
given that point some close consideration
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and I have discussed it with people who
should know what they are doing in these
matters.

It is true that to pass the Bill in its
present form would leave it open to some
criticism from a legal point of view, but I
put that nicely aside; and it would, I
believe, as I have already said, also im-
pose¢ some practical limitations upon the
work of the Swan River Conservation
Board. Nevertheless, it is true that most
of the good work which the Swan River
Conservation Board has been doing has
been done by it under powers it has in
relation to foreshore development. In
fact, there has not been much purely re-
clamation work done by the board within
its limit of a maximum of 10 acres.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is not so,
of course.

Mr. DURACK: Admittedly there is an
area at Applecross—beach development—
which is a reclamation of what un-
doubtedly would be river. Nevertheless the
work of the board which we all applaud
most, and with which we are all in agree-
ment, is the cleaning up operations along
the foreshores—flling in of reedy, swampy
areas, and so forth—and this work is
within the jurisdiction of the board be-
cause it is foreshore development.

However, T am prepared to accept the
fact that the board, in carrying out its
work, does not want to be hampered by
consideration of nice legal questions about
its power; and when it is developing
beaches, or foreshores, or carrying out
emergency repair or reconstruction work,
it could be hampered by the necessity of,
coming to Parliament for anything it
wanted to do if even & sguare inch of
the river were involved. However, in my
view, these matters could be easily dealt
with by the insertion of some words be-
fore the words “any portion”. This would
cover beach development and the repair
of existing works. I have in mind words
which I propose to insert in the Bill in
the Committee stage. They would cover
that point. However, as I have said, that
appears to be a matter for the Committee
stage. On the second reading we are con-
cerned with the principle of this measure.

I understand from the Minister that he
agrees with the principle of the Bill and
that by and large any fillling in or re-
clamation of the waters of the Swan
River should come to this Parliament for
approval. That is a principle with which
I entirely agree. The Swan River is the
greatest single asset which the City of
Perth and its suburbs possess so far as
its beautification is concerned, and it is
only right that Parliament should have a
say in all phases of its development or
alteration. In its situation the Swan
River gives the real character to the City
of Perth. The authorities in Canberra
have spent millions of pounds creating an
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artificial lake to do something which the
Swan River does naturally, and far better,
for the City of Perth.

It is not only a vital part of the beauti-
flcation of the eity, but it is also a vital
attraction from the point of view of
fourism. Can anyone imagine that Perth
would have much to recommend it as a
tourist attraction without the Swan River?
It is a vital factor as far as the beauty
of the city is concerned, and that is the
main reason why its reclamation should
have to be approved by Parliament.

The other point is that every time there
is reclamation of the shallow waters of the
Swan River it has a limiting effect on the
bird and fish life of the river, because
the birds and fish depend on the shallow
waters and the edges of the river for
obtaining feed. Every time those shallows
are fllled in, or deepened, there is a
lessening of the feeding grounds for river
fauna, Things which we have assoclated
with the river from childhood, such as
crabs, prawns, and so on, are affected by
canstant reclamation work.

So for those two vital considerations I
support the principle behind the Bill, As
I have said, it has practical limitations;
but, in my opinion, they can be dealt with
in Committee. If, then, for some reascn
or other, the Bill does not prove to be
workable, we will have another session
within a few months and there is no
reason why another measure cannot be
introduced to deal with the legal problems
to which the Minister has referred. How-
ever, as I have said, this Bill presents the
House with an issue on principle—whe-
ther we are for or whether we are against
it—and I for one must support it because
I support that principle. Anybody else
who supports the principle must also agree
to it, and therefore it is beyond my con-
sideration how the Bill could be defeated.

MR. GRAYDEN (South Perth) [5.15
p.m.l: I, too, am golng to supporf the
Bill. I was very disturbed when I lis-
tened to the speech msade by the Minister
for Works. The language he used was In-
temperate and exaggerated.

Mr. O'Connor: It was a very good speech,

Mr. GRAYDEN: PFurthermore, I think
the Minister's speech was an insult and
an affront to every one of my electors who
cherishes the river,

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Nonsense!

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is disturbing to think
we should have a Minister for Works who
holds such views.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: What nonsense!

Mr. GRAYDEN: Let us consider some of
the remarks made by the Minister. He
first said that the river consisted of malo-
dorous banks and a sea of mud.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I did not say that
at all.
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Mr. GRAYDEN: The Minister was con-
vinced that was the position in the river.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I read out a letter
which described the river in those terms.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Does the Minister think
that is the position? If he does not think
80, why did he quote the letter? Immedi-
ately I heard this I went fo the library to
find some of the early volumes which
speak of the river in very different terms.
Unfortunately, because of the fea sus-
pension the library was closed, and it is
obvious I will not have the opportunity
to quote from the books in question,

The Minister described those who cher-
ished the river, and who are anxious to
see no further reclamation take place
without the approval of both Houses of
Parllament, as hysterical sacred-cows.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I did not say that.
% us;ald there was hysterical sacred-cow
alk.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Minister used the
word “hysterical” on numerous occasions,
but I am prepared to accept the correc-
tion he has made.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You be careful
what you quote!

Mr, GRAYDEN:
Minister’s remarks.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You want to he
careful what you say!

Mr. GRAYDEN: It might not be a had
idea to obtain a copy of Hansard to see
who is right and who is wrong. The
Minister described this feeling of the
people to do something to preserve the
river as hysterical fervour, He said that
a campaign had been mounted by certain
people and was carried on by the Press.
He also used the expressions, “extrava-
gant and hysterical.”

I jotted down the

The Minister further went on to say
that the people now enjoved the river as
they had never done before, and that this
was immeasurably improved. He also sald
that the objections raised did no credit
to those responsible for them, and that
these people were not prepared to face ac-
tualities. The Minister suggested that the
people concerned should not act like King
Canute; that they sabotaged progress. He
referred to the legislation as clumsy, and
said that we, as members, should not act
like quack doctors when considering the
legislation. In another part of his speech
the Minister said that this pusillanimous
approach was unworthy of the people con-
cerned.

I think you will agree, Mr. Speaker,
that the remarks of the Minister were
extravagant and intemperate. I would
go further and say it is the most extrava-
gant langsuage I have heard in my 16
years in Parliament. I may be pardoned,
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therefore, when I suggest that the Min-
ister’s remarks were an insult to the
people who reside in our city and cherish
our river. Let us consider the type of
people to whom the Minister was referring
when he used such language. I have a
circular letter which reads as follows:—

Dear Sir,

A Public Praotest Meeting was held
at Nedlands on November 18th to dis-
cuss the subjects of—

River reclamation (particularly at
Pelican Point),

Roadworks in the area,

University extension in the area.

400 leaflets advising residents of the
Meeting were distributed only 4 days
before the meeting and an estimated
200 residents attended.

Voting on all issues was definite
and on most motions it was unani-
mous.

Applause and reaction to certain
outspoken comments was overwhelm-
ing and impressive,

An action Committee to implement
motions carried at the Meeting was
formed and as a first step copies of
the resolution have been prepared for
distribution,

It is hoped these will have your
careful consideration and whole-
hearted support, and details are ap-
pended hereto.

Yours faithfully,
(8gd.) 8. H. Tough,

Nedlands-Crawley
Residents Association.

The circular continues—

Resolutions carried at Meeting of
November 18th,

1. This Meeting opposes any re-
clamation of the Nedlands fore-
shore.

2. This Meeting is opposed to the
re-location of Hackett Drive.

3. This Meeting requests our
Parllamentary representatives
to personally endeavour to en-
sure that the Private Members’
Bill "“to prevent any river re-
clamation without Parliament-
ary enactment” (Mr. Tonkin's
Bill) be made & non-party Bill
and be deslt with in the current
session. We request they sup-
port the Bill

Here we have 400 circulars being put out
to advertise a public meeting, which i8 of
such great importance that 200 people
attend it.

Mr. O'Connor:
from?

Mr. GRAYDEN: 1 presume they were
from the Nedlands area.

Secretary,

Where did they come
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Mr. O’Connor: You only presume.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Does the Minister
suggest that the meeting was stacked?

Mr. O'Connor: I was asking you.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The people in that
particular area are concerned about the
reclamation that is about to take place.

Mr. J. Hegney: The only thing the cir-
cular did not convey is whether the mem-
ber ft;r the district was invited to attend
or not.

Mr. GRAYDEN: As I have said, 200
people attended that meeting, and they
did so to express their cohcern at the
position that was developing. I have no
doubt they were reasonably responstble
people; and yet the Minister describes
their actions in the exaggerated language
I mentioned earlier.

Exactly the same position applies in my
own electorate. There is tremendous in-
terest in this matter in South Perth, If
there is one issue I would put before all
others so far &s the resldents of South
Perth are concerned, it is the question
of preserving our river for posterity. I
make no qualification about that at all.
I have had occasion in the past to canvass
from house to house in my electorate, per-
haps taking around petitions and so on,
and on every occasion when I have called
at various homes, the question of para-
mount importance has been the river.

The people to whom I have spoken on
those occasions have not been particularly
interested in the matters contained in the
petitions I have taken around on behalf
of various organisations; their interest has
always been centred in preserving the
river t0 the hest of our ability. I ho
that every member of this House wi
adopt the same attitude towards legisla-

- tion which might affect our river.

The Minister for Works will know
exactly where I stand in the matter when
the debate is concluded; and I also hope
he will know where other members of
the House stand in this regard. This is
not a question of the supporters of the
Government trying to embarrass the Gov-
ernment; it {s, unfortunately, a question
of the Government embarrassing its own
supporters.

In past election campaigns when I have
been going from house to house I have
repeatedly committed myself on this very
question as, I daresay, have other mem-
bers of the House. Prior to the last elec-
tion campaign a circular was sent around
from the Citizen's Committee for the Pre-
ﬁairvation of King's Park and the Swan

VEr.

I will not quote the names of the people
involved, but ¥ would like to read some of
these letters to give an indicatlon as to
how members feel on the subject. Before
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I do so, however, let me quote the circu-
lar that was sent out to members who
were seeking election on this last occasion.
The letter reads as follows:—

At a public meeting held in this
City on the Tth instant, it was re-
solved as follows—

That the Committee write to
every candidate for election to
the Legislative Assembly and
Council asking him to give an
answer to the question as to
whether he is in favour of a
measure (to be brought down by
the Government or by & private
member} ensuring that no re-
clamation or interference to the
natural flow of the Swan River
Estusry take place without Par-
liamentary enactment.

That resolution aimed at (accord-
ing to the expressed opinion of the
meeting) putting the river on the same
footing, as far as its protection Is
concerned, as King's Park. The exist=-
ing enactments had but recently pre-
vented encroachment upon the Park
and would ensure equal safeguards for
the future. It is thought logically
that as the river is equally important
to our community it should be like-
wise protected for the future.

It is hoped, as in the case of the
Park and in view of its universal im-
portance that the proposal he dealt
with as it should—as a non-party
measure.

This letter is sent to you (as it is
similarly sent to all Parliamentary
candidates) with the request that you
give a definite answer to the question
{as to whether you are in favour or
against the proposal) within one week
from date, as we intend after that
time publishing the complete resuit
of our enguiry.

It is only because of the last paragraph
which states that the result of the Inquiry
was to be published, that I propose to
guote from this flle at all. I will in no
circumstances quote the names; but from
this file which contalns letters from mem-
bers of Parliament I will quote a cross-
section of the replies that were received.
One reads as follows:—

In reply to your letter dated 8th
February, 1965, I wish to advise that
I am in favour of the proposal as out-
lined by you.

Another letter reads—

Thank you for your letter of Febru-
ary 8th.

In answer {0 your queries may I
say I share your committee’s concern
and the proposal that no further re-
_clamation of the Swan River shall
take place without parliamentary en-
actment has my firm support.
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Mr. Hall; Who are they signed by?

Mr. GRAYDEN: That is not the ques-
tion. The point is that I have dozens
of letters here indicating the views of
candidates and certain members. Another
letter reads—

Re your memo of February 8th. I
agree with you and your Committee
that no reclamation of the Swan River
estuary should be carried out without
parliamentary consent.

These are the cranks referred to by the
Minister. The Minister did not use the
word “crank”; but he implied that the
people concerned were cranks.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I did nothing of
the sort!

Mr. GRAYDEN: Let us go back to the
laxguage vou used and we will see.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: As a matter of fact
I said I understood the feelings of those
people who wanted to protect the river.

Mr. GRAYDEN: You said that what they
were doing—

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I said there was
too much hysterical talk about it.

Mr. GRAYDEN: —was hysterical fervour.
You said the campaign was mounted by
certain people and carried on by the Press.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson; That is true.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Are you insinuating that
these people mounted the campaign?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Of course it was
mounted!

Mr. GRAYDEN: By members of Parlia-
ment and by everyone who complained?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It was mounted
by a number of people.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): Order!
The member for South Perth must address
the Chalr.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Minister used the
intemperate language to which I have re-
ferred. He is virtually saying that what
the members are striving for is hysterieal
stunting.- He says that these members are
sabotaging progress. He says they com-
mitted themselves to a remarkably foolish
piece of legislation.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is right.

Mr. GRAYDEN: He says in effect that
they are acting like gquack doctors.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I did nothing of
the sort.

Mr. GRAYDEN: You used that language
in respect of people who hold these views
on the river and I have quoted some
of the letters that were received.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You are taking it
out of the text of what I said. Read my
speech.
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Mr. GRAYDEN: I think that you should
—1I think that the Minister for Works, Mr.
Speaker, should have more regard for
members of Parliament and particularly
the members of his own party. He adopted
this attitude knowing full well that many
are committed to this type of legislation
and that many believe in it implicitly.

I can recall a time when there was &
suggestion that some of Kings' Park should
be used for a swimming pool and I think on
that occasion the Minister opposed the use
of the park for that purpose.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is perfectly
true.

Mr. I. W. Manning: He made a very
statesmanlike speech on that occasion.

Mr. GRAYDEN: 1 heard it very Iavour-
ably commented upon in the past and
therefore I am at a complete loss to know
how the Minister can so easily reverse his
views.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: 1 said the Gov-
ernment would introduce & Bill to deal with
this matter properly,

Mr, GRAYDEN: T heard that and I am
glad the Minister is going to do that be-
cause I appreciate that the Bill—

Mr., Ross Hutchinson: It doesn't sound
like it,

Mr. GRAYDEN: —introduced by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition does not
go far enough because there are other Acts
in existence which enable reclamation,
etc.—

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is too restrle-
tive, I tried to point that out.

Mr. Bickerton: You had plenty of time
to introduce a BIill before the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition did.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I want to say that I
appreciate that other Acts have to be
altered, but if this House passes the Bill
introduced by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, obviously no Government
would proceed with reclamation in the
face of the clear expression of opinion by
Parliament.

I hope the Government will go shead
and introduce this other legislation at a
later date and when it comes we can look
at it, and if we find it preferable to this
Bill, then I have no doubt this House would
support it. But I would ke to point ocut
to the Minister for Works that certain
amendments to the Bill introduced by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition have been
foreshadowed by another member on this
side of the House and those amendments
will overcome the objections which the
Minister has to this Bill.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is not true.
I gave you in the context of my speech
three or four reasons why further research
had to be made into the appropriate type of
amendments,
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Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes; bui the Minister's
attitude on this is at variance with the
Premier’s.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is the Govern-
ment’s at{itude as determined in the party
room,

Mr. GRAYDEN: I do not know that you
know the Cabinet view on this,

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I know the Cabi-
net view on it.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Let us see how you re-
concile your stand on this Bill with the
statements made by the Premier during
the last election campaign. He wrote to
the Press and stated clearly his position,
which was, I presume, the position of the
party. I know that a lot of people, as &
result of that letter, crystallised their
thoughts on this matter,

Mr. Ross Hutehinson: How is the Gov-
ernment endangering this river?

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): Qrder!
The member for South Perth.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Let me read the let-
ter. It is to The West Ausiralian and
reads as follows:—

The Government has no desire to
reclaim any area of the river any more
than the previous Government. How-
ever, reclamation now being carried
out was undertaken on the best pos-
sible advice. The work is belng car-
ried out as part of & plan to alleviate
rapldly increasing traffic in the city.

Then it goes on—

The Government will ensure that
Parliament is given full opportunity to
d_jscti:s any further reclamation pro-
posals,

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is right.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Minister is oppos-
ing the suggestion of the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I trled to point
out that it does not do the job. You
are wilfully overlooking that!

Mr. GRAYDEN: I would like the Minis-
ter for Works to tell! me in his own words
how he can reconcile the letter by the
Premier with the attitude he is taking in
respect of this Bill which has been intro-
d_tz;:zed by the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): Order!
The Minister ¢cannot do that, and the hon-
ourable member knows it too.

Mr. GRAYDEN: 1 think he would have
a lot of difficulty in doing so, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: The Premier
safd that full opportunity would be given
—and it will be given.
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Mr. GRAYDEN: 1 am glad the Gov-
ernment is going to introduce such legis-
lation—

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: What is the mat-
ter with you then?

Mr. GRAYDEN: —but I would like to
remind the Minister that there are mem-
bers on this side who are committed to
support legislation of this kind.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Not any sort
of legislation, surely!

Mr. GRAYDEN: Let us just pursue
this matter further.

Mr. Bovell: This is an ill-conceived
measure introduced for party political
purposes.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Let us again look at
the letter sent to them,

Mr. Graham: I think the Minister was
ill-conceived.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The following is the
motion to which candidates’ attention was
drawn:—

That the Committee write to every
candidate for election to the Legisla-
tive Assembly and Council asking him
to give a definite answer to the gues-
tion as to whether he i5 in favour of
8 measure (to be brought down by the
Government or by a private member)
ensuring that no reclamation or inter-
ference to the natural flow of the
Swan River Estuary takes place with-
out Parliamentary enactment.

Is the Minister trying to say to those who
committed themselves that they should
go back on their statements made at that
particular time? I hope not, because it
would be a most reprehensible thing to
do.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It would be fool-
ish to support a wrong Bill

Mr. GRAYDEN: Well, this Bill—

Mr. Ross Hutehinson: Although it has
the basic principle, it does not do the job
properly.

Mr. GRAYDEN: As I bpointed out
earlier, this Bill does precisely what mem-
bers have committed themselves to do.

Mr. Fletcher: The Bill says, “any por-
tion of the river” quite distinetly.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Another matter to
which the Minister made reference was
the question of the river being greatly im-
proved. The actual words used were that
the river had been “immeasurably im-
proved.”

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Very true,

Mr. GRAYDEN: And he implied in some
of the statements he read that in the past
it was nothing but a mud flat. I want
to tell him that in 1924 I used {o live
within, say, 200 yards of the Nedlands
jetty, and I can recall in those days going
down day after day to fish off that jetty.
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At that time we caught trumpeter, king-
fish, fiathead, and flounder; in fact all
possible types of fish.

Mr., W. Hegney: What about blowles?

Mr. GRAYDEN: It was not unususl to
see that jetty absolutely lined with in-
dividuals catching c¢rabs with a piece of
meat on a length of string. They simply
lowered the string into the water and the
crab would attach itself to the meat
whereupon the string would be pulled to
the surface and a crab net placed under
it in which to land the crab. That was
the situation that existed in 1924, There
was a beautiful beach there.

Mr. Bovell: What about the algae in
19247

Mr. Bickerton:
ister in 19247

Mr. Bovell: He was in his prime.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Do we see people swim-
ming in great numbers now? Of course
not! Do we see them catching crabs in
that fashion now? Of course not! Do
we see people fishing there now? No!

Mr. Guthrie: How old were you in 18247

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is suggested that
the river used to he—

Mr. Brand: Algae ridden.

Mr. GRAYDEN: —spoilt by algae and
that it was nothing but a mud flat. I
would point out that Point Walter used
to be a most popular picnic spot. It had
very nice beaches and people went to that
point from all over Perth.

Mr. Brand: Do you think that the re-
clamation of the river has changed the
situation at Point Walter?

Mr. GRAYDEN: 1 think it has.
Mr. Brand: How?

Mr. GRAYDEN: 1 say that so far as
Nedlands is concerned one never sees
people swimming there because the
beaches have been spoiled. Not nearly as
many people use South Perth and Como
now,

Mr. Brand: 1 live 200 yards away and
you cannot get near it in the summer,

Mr. Lewis: Como is the largest single
centre for vacation swimming classes.

Mr. GRAYDEN: 1 appreciate that. It
was hefore, too.

Mr. Rushton: Are you not aware that
the Government is going to <o all the
things necessary to protect the river?

Mr. Fletcher: This Bill does not prevent
that.

Mr. GRAYDEN: As I mentioned earlier,
I am looking forward to the legislation the
Government proposes to introduce and 1
hope it will be reasonable legislation and
that the House will be able to support it.

What about the Min-

{COUNCIL.)

But I point out that this Bill is reasonable,
too, in every way; and it fits in, as far
a5 I am concerned, with the things In
which I believe implicitly.

In those circumstances I have no option
but to support this legislation. I repeat
that I have committed myself. I must
support it if for no other reason than
that one. I have committed myself so
much in the past that I would not under
any circumstances at all go back on the
pledges I have given in respect of the
river. I hope the day will come when
more members on this side of the House
will cherish the river and appreciate it
to the extent it should be apbpreciated
by the people of this State,

[Clapping in the Gallery]

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): Order!

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr,
Dunn.

ARTIFICIAL BREEDING OF
STOCK BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment,

GOLDMINING INDUSTRY
Committee of Inquiry: Tabling of Report

Mr. BRAND (Greenough—Premier)
[543 pm.]: I undertook to give an
answer to a guestion asked by the mem-
ber for Boulder-Eyre in reference to the
laying on the Table of the House of the
goldmining committee report, I now wish
to advise that I will do this tomorrow.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:

SPECIAL
MR. BRAND (Greenough—Premier)
[5.44 pm.): I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn
until 11 am. tomorrow (Thursday).

Question put and passed.
House adfourned at 545 p.m.

Legislative Cmmedl

Thursday, the 25th Navembher, 1965
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