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lieve in lower valuations and want every-
thing to remain statie. They desire to pre-
vent Mr. Wells from working on the road
board any more. We shonld not counten-
ance anything like this. It is wrong and
absolutely evil for a man to be assisted to
punish another man in this way.

Hon. K. M. Heenan: He-had no oppor-
tunity to defend himself before the Minister,

Hon. E. H. GRAY: No. A motion was
moved but not seconded and that was the
end of it; but behind the man’s back, every
member except one signed a petbition to the
Minister, asking for Mr. Wells o be
removed.

Hon. W, R, Hall: It is a peculiar board,
is it not?

Hon. E. H. GRAY: Yes. About 70 rate-
payers in this ward quickly forwarded a
proiest to the Minister, but they have re-
ceived no reply up to date. The position
is very unsatisfactory. Mr. Wells himself
admits that he made a mistake; but be
maintains—and his contention is supported
by a large number of people in and outside
the district—that he has been punished
very unjustly and should be allowed to con-
tinue his work, and that a proper investi-
gation should be made to see that the road
board earries out its duties properly.

My opinion of members of local aunthori-
ties of this ebaracter is that they stand for
election with the object of keeping valua-
tions, and therefore rates, as low as possihle.
Under sueh conditions progress is im-
possible. They are a disgrace to the com-
munity and should not be tolerated. When
such happenings occur, Section 122 should
be evoked, the whole board suspended, and
a new clection held. An examination of
the files will show the stand I ook in the
dispute about the rates. I stood by the pre-
vious board. The facts on the file should be
suffieient reason for the Minister in charge
to suspend all the members and have a new
election. A man who has given 10 years'
honorary service, as Mr. Wells has done,
should not be treated like this, and I am
very sorry that the Minister made such a
mistake and that I have been compelled at
the request of large numbhers of ratepayers
in the Fremantle road distriet, o move this
motion.

On motion by the Honorary Minister for
Agriculture, debate adjonrned.
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1, Prevention of Cruelty io Animals Aet
Amendment.

2, Gold Buyers Act Amendment,

, Interpretation Aet Amendment,

4, Fisheries Aet Amendment {Continu-
ance),

Introduced by the Honorary Minister
for Agricnlture (for the Chief Sec-
retary).

5, Faetories and Shops Act Amendment.

6, Licensing Act Amendment.

7, Marriage Act Amendment.

8, Registration of Births, Deaths and
Marriages Act Amendment,

4, Land Alienation Restriction
Amendment (Continuance).

10, Feeding Stuffs Aet Amendment.

Introduced by the Honorary Minister

for Agriculture.
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Act

House adjourned at 6.5 p.m.
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Wednesday, 8th September, 1048,
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PRIVILEGE—INACCURACIES IN
NEWSPAPER REPORTS.

MR. STYANTS (Kalgoorlie) {4.34]: Mr.
Speaker, I would like to draw your atten-
tion to the inmaccuracies which occurred in
“The West Australian” newspaper con-
verning the proceedings which took place in
this Parliament last week, I refer to the
issue dated the 1st September, and the re-
port that appeared therein, in which the
remarks of the member for Bunbury have
been attributed to the member for Bev-
erley.

I also wish to draw your attention to
the issue of “The West Australian” dated
the 2nd September in which it is reported
that certain questions in econnection with
the postponement of the increase of railway
fares and freipghts are atiributed to the
member for East Perth, whereag they were
asked by myself as one of the represent-
atives for the Rastern Goldfields. I do not
know where these mistakes are made,
whether they are made by the reporters in
this Chamber, or whether they are made
at the newspaper office in the setting up of
the type. What I am concerned about is
that whilst mistakes ean take place even
in the best regulated firms and families, no
attempt at correction was made. That is
the point 1 partienlarly wish {o raise.
Although great harm may be done fo 2
member in his distriect by an inaccurate
report of that kind, “The West Australian”
did not deem it fit to make any correction
at all.

I understand that there is an arrange-
ment between “The West Australian” and
“The Kalgoorlie Miner” and other country
papers, whereby the country papers are
permitted to lift cerfain news from “The
West Australian,” or it is transmitted to
them by telephone. The report of which 1
spoke appeared in “The Kalgoorlie Miner”
and stated that the member for East Perth
had asked a question about the postpone-
ment of the increase of railway fares and
freights. 1 do not know whether the mem-
ber for Bunbury like myself has had any
repercussions from these ineorrect state-
ments. T have received a letter from Kal-
goorlie expressing surprise that it was
necessary for Goldfields members to have
the member for East Perth ask this par-
ticular question on a matler which is so
vital to the Goldfields. 1 know that pews-
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paper reporiers have a discretion as to
what will be reported as far as the pro-
ceedings of this House are concerned, £nd
I have no dispute with that, but I think
that the very small portion of the pro-
ceedings which they do report should be
aceurate, .

I have no intention of moving any
motion as far as contempt is concerned but
I bring the matter under your notice, Mr.
Speaker, in the bope that you will have a
gujet talk with the reporters to see that
there is no repetition of the ipaceurste
reports that oceurred during last week. I
again draw your attention, Sir, and the
attention of other members, to the fact
that great harm may be done to the pres-
fige or repuiation of a member in his
constituency where a question such as I
asked is inaccurately reported. In my
case jt was stated that the question of the
postponement of an increase in railway
fares and freights had been brought for-
ward by a member for a metrapolitan
constitueney whereas it should have been
brought forward by one of the Goldfield
representatives,

Mr. SPEAKER: If no other member
desires to speak, we will pass on to the
next bnsiness.

HEALTH.

As to Inoreasing Allowance to T.B
Subjects,

Mr. NEEDHAM asked the Premier:

(1) Did he, in aecordance with his pro-
mise in answer to my guestions on the 18th
of August, bring before the recent Premiers’
Conference the question of a substantial in-
crease of the allowance to workers who were
undergeoing treatment for tuberculosis?

{2) If so, with what result?

The PREMIER reolied:

(1) and {2) The Premiers’ Conference
adopted & Commonwealth-State tuberculosis
plan which provides for the establishment of
an advisory council on tuberculosis. One of
the funetions of the eounecil will be to advise
the Minister on measures to be adopted to
prevent and control tuberculosis, and I am
arranging for our representative to bring
this matter before the eounecil with a view to
a recommendation being made to the Com-
monwealth Government.
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TELEPHONE CABLE.
As to Shortage of Supplies.

Mr. GRAHAM asked the Honorary Min-
ister for Supply and Shipping:

(1) Is she aware that there is an acute
shortage of telephone cable in this State?

(2) Does she know, further, that a major
factor in connection with this position is
that ships are not bringing forward sup-
plies of cables from the Eastern States?

(3} Is she aware
sequence, are being
their premises?

(4} What steps does she intend to take
to overcome the present situation?

that people, as a con-
denied telephones to

The HONORARY MINISTER replied:
(1) This is a Commonwealth matter.

(2) I am advised, through the courtesy
of the Commonwealth depariment concerned,
that on oceasions certhin sizes of cables may
be for a limited time in short supply, but
this is due to shortage of labour and indus-
trial unrest in the East rather than to ship-
ping. Further, I am informed that short-
ages in telephone facilities are due to the
inability of the department concerned to
procure certain equipment from Britain and
Ameriea,

(3) Answered by (1) and (2).
(4) Answered by (1) and (2).

BUNBURY HARBOUR.
4s to Ezxpenditure and Improvements.

Mr. MURRAY asked the Minister for
Works:

(1) In view of his answer to question on
27th August, 1947, “That £80,000 was on
draft estimates for work on Bunbury Har-
bour during the financial year,” will he
inform the Hounse how much was actually
expended—

(a) on equipment;

{b) on actual work?

(2) In view of statement by the Deputy
Premier, Thursday, 3rd September, 1948,
- “That £80,000 was on draft estimate for
this finaneial year,” will he inform the
House—

(a) how mueh of this sum does he anti-

cipate spending this financial
year;
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(b) will eonstruction of cut.above Turkey
Point be undertaken this financial
year;

The MINISTER replied:

(1) (a) £22,370.

(b} £13,003,

{2) (a) Dependent on availability of
labour and materials. At
present, expenditure is at the
rate of £60,000 per annum,

(b) Possibly towards the end of the

financial  year, Dbut also
dependent om labour and
materials.
HOUSING.
As to Home Sites, Kenwick-Maddington
District.
Mr. WILD asked the Minister for
Housing :

{1) Has any land been purchased or
resumed in the Kenwick-Maddington dis-
trict for building purposes by the Housing
Commission?

(2) If “No” is the answer to questiom
No. (1), and in view of the ever-increasing
difficulty in obtaining suitable building
sites, will an inspection be made by the
Housing Commission in the Kenwick-
Maddington distriet of several large tracts
of land, with a view to acquisition?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) No.

(2) Officers of the Commission have
already inspected large tracts of land in
the Kenwick-Maddington area and a report
has heen prepared. Further enfuiries are
now heing made as to available services to
particular areas.

CANNING PARK RACECOURSE.
Ag to Purchase by Government,

Mr. WILD asked the Minister for Indus-
trial Development:

(1) Has the racecourse at Maddington
been purchased by the Government?

(2 If “Yes’’ is the answer to question
No. (1), for what purpose is it to he used?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) Negotiations have been conducted
with the proprietors for the purchase of

the Canning Park Racecourse at Madding-
ton, under the provisions of Section 11 of



910

the Industrial Development (Resumption
of Land) Act, 1945. No finality has yet
heen reached.

(2) It is proposed that the land will be
made available to persons engaged in or
about to engage im industries in the in-
terests of the industrial development of
the State.

Hon. A, R. 3. Hawke: All racecourses
should be purchased for the same purpose.

GOLDFIELDS WATER SCHEME.
Az to Levels, Pipeline, etc.

Mr, GRAYDEX asked the Minister for
Works:

(1) What is the height of the top water
level of the Goldfields Water Supply
Scheme reservoir at Baker’s Hill?

(2) What is the height of the top water
level of the reservoir at Cunderdin?

{3) What is the height of the top water
level of the reservoir at Merredin?

{(4) Are there any features between
Baker's Hill and Merredin, over which the
Goldfields Water Supply pipe line runs
which are of equal or greater height than
a direct line between these two points?

(3) If so, will he name the features and
give the respective heights?

(6) Does the Publie Works Department
agree with the prineciple that water finds
its own level?

{7) If the answer to No. (4) s ‘‘No,””
will be explain why water will not gravi-
tate from Baker’s Hill to Merredin?

{8) Will he explain why water has been
allowed to gravitate to Cunderdin and not
to Merredin over all these years?

(9) Will he explain why a pumping sta-
tion bas been placed at Cunderdin?

{10} If the pressure in the pipes is ad-
vanced as a reason for the latter, wil] he
give the maximum pressure in the pipes
from Baker's Hill to Merredin, and from
Mundaring Weir to Baker's Hill%

{11) Will he give the pressures that the
pipes in both sections were subjected to
prior to installation?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) 1L,080 feet ahove L.W.M. Fremantle.

- (2) B02 feet,
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(3} 995 feet (receiving tank at No. 4
Pumping Station).

(4) Yes.

{5) Hill about five miles west of Keller.
berrin, on which a summit tank is situvated
with a top water level of 1,088 feet, which
is approximately 64 feet above the direet
line referred to in {4).

(6) Yes, under strictly static conditions.
It is important to understand that the rate
of flow in a pipe is governed by the head
available to overcome the friction of the
water on the pipe.

(7) Answered by (4).

{8) Because the flow to No. 4 Pumping
Station would be restricted to a quantily
totally inadequate for even winter require-
ments.

{9} and (10) Answered by (8).

(11) Hydraulic test pressure of 400 lb.
per square inch.

NEW CAUSEWAY.
4s to Construction, Cost, ete.

Mr. GRAYDEN asked the Minister for
Works:

(1) What is the approximate date it is
anticipated that the new Causeway will be
completed 7

(2) Is it the intention to eonstruet the
new Causeway by day labour?

{3) What is the total anticipated cost?

(4} If the answer to (2) is ‘‘Yes,"”
would a substantial saving in both time
and money be effected were the work (o
be completed by contract?

(5} If so, will he eonsider having this
work completed by contract?

The MINISTER replied:

{1) Towards the latter part of 1950-
1951 financial year.

{2} Yes.

(3) Estimated cost, including reclama-
tion £566,600 (Estimate framed in Decem-
ber, 1946).

(4) No. In a work of this nature, keen
eompetition ecould not be expected from
possible tenderers under existing conditions
of skilled manpower and material short-
ages.

(6) Answered by reply to previons gues-
tion.
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COLLIE COAL,

As to Ship Bunkering and Railway
Shortage.

Mr. BRADY asked the Minister for
Railways:

Is it a fact that 1,500 tons of Collie
c¢oal were supplied for ships bunkering dur-
ing the week ended the 21st August, with
the result that the Railway Department
was so short of coal that a numnber of sub-
urban passenger and goods trains had to
be cancelled?

The MINISTER replied:

No. One hundred and eighty (180) tons
of Collie coal were supplied on the 16th
August at the direction of the W.A. Coal
Committee for bunkering of a food ship,
but none has heen supplied sinee. Rail-
way services were not ent in the week
ended the 21st Awugust, but there were
some train cancellations towards the end
of the following week.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

On motion by Mr. Rodoreda, |eave of
absence for four weeks granted to Hon. P.
Collier (Boulder) on the gronnd of jll-
health.

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.
1, State Housing Act Amendment,
2, Western Australinn Marine.
Introdueed by the Minister for Housing.

MOTION—WORKERS' COMPENSATION
ACT.

Ta Dissllow Amradment to Regulation 9.

MR, MARSHALL (Murchison) [447]: I
move—

That the ameadment to Regulation 9, made
nnider the Workers? Componsation Aet, 1912-
1944, published in the ‘‘Government Gazette’?
of the 16th TJuly, 1948, and Inid upen the
Table of the Ilouae on the 28th July, 1048, he
and i3 horehy disallowed.

I feel that the Minister wiil need a fairly
strong ense fo convince the Assembly that
it should sanction an amendment to this
regulation, particulariy one of this nature.
I confess that, although the third schedule
of the Aet is of vital importance to repre-
sentatives of Goldfield areas—and this
amendment deals mainly with a certain pro-
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vision sssociated with the third schedule—
it does not affeet the goldmining industry
and Goldfield members to the same degree
as it does those who represent electorates
eontaining certain industries wherein it
would be possible for the employees to con-
traect diseases mentioned in the third
schedule.

For instance, a]l the goldminers and the
men working 1o contiguous industries are
examined either annually or at least once
in every two years, So, a fairly close and
careful survey of the health of the miner is
ensured hecause of these examinations: and,
although I have been here ever since the
Third Ychedule of the Aet heeame Inw, I
have never had oecasion to use the provision
or the regulations which are now under dis-
cussion. But I want members to realise that
unless the Minister can advanee a very
strong ease for thiz amendment of the regu-
lation, its effect, if it is allowed to stand,
will by, to say the least, a form of persecu-
tion of victims who may contraet an indus-
trial disease while emploved in some indns-
try covered by the third schedule hecanse
a doubt could exist as to whether that com-
plaint was contracted while the man was
employed in that industry,

Before T deal more fully with the pro-
posal, T point out the difficulty in follow-
ing amendments to regulations. I think
Ministers would be doing themselves and
the House a service if they submitted the
orizinal regulations aldog with proposed
amendments, 50 that members conld quickly
prasp the situation. As it is, we have to
search the shelves of Parliament House to
find original regulations, and then discover
frequently that there have heen previous
amendments to the ones under review. The
position thus becomes extremely compli-
cated; so 1 suggest to Ministers that, in
fairness to members, it would he advisable
for them to supply the parent rewulations
and lhe proposed amendments on the one
schedrle.

Rection 31 of the Workers’ Compensation
Art prevides anthority to make regulations,
TUnder that section, a multiplicity of regula-
tions has hecome law, all of which are es-
sential, T suppose, for the smooth working
of the Act. The propesed amendment with
which T am going to deal is to what is known
as Regulation 9 and is made in conformity
with Snubsection (9) of Section 7 of the Act.
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In order that members may have a clear
picture of what the amendment means, I in-
tend to quote from the Aet. Before I do
that, I want to point out that if a man is
employed in an industry and contraets an
industrial disease, being thus rendered in-
capable of further employment, he naturally
will, if it is possible under the Act, seek
compensation for the damage done, or for
having experienced an accident, as we put
it under the Workers' Compensation Act.

If the employee secures a mediceal certi-
cate stating that his incapacity is due to a
disease mentioned in the third schedule of
the Workers’ Compensation Act, which is
peculiar to the industry in which he was last
employed, he ean submit that certificate with
an application to the employer for compen-
sation, However, it is the prerogative of
the employer to dispute the elaim and to
deny that the industry of which he happens
to be in control was responsible for the in-
capacitation.  If the employer takes the
responsibility of disputing a claim and re-
fusing to pay compensation, the Aet and the
regulations provide that a medieal board
shal] be set up to determine the nature of
the complaint or the incapacity, and whether
or not the last employer is liable to pay
compensation under the Third Schedule.
When we get that far, the regulation and the
proposed amendment come into the picture.
I shall now quote Subsections (8) and (9)
of Section 7 of the Act. Subsection (8) is
az follows:—

1f the worker at or immediately before the
disablement was employed in any proeess men-
tionedt in the second column of the Third
Schedule to this Act and produces a certificate
from a duly qualified medieal practitioner that
the discase vomntructed ts the discase or one
of the diseases in the first ¢olumn set opposite
the description of the process, such disease
shall be deemed to have been due to the nature
of the employment, unless the employer proves
to the contrary.

Subsection (9) reads—

If an employer disputes the medieal certifi-
cate a8 set ogut in Subsection (8), the matter
shall in aceordance with regulations under
this Aet, be referred to a board consisting of
onc medical practitioner to be appointed by
the Governor, who shall be chairman, and two
medical practitioners registered wunder the
Medical Act, 1894, one to be nominated by
the employer and the other by the worker; and
the decision of the board, or any two members
thereof, shall be final.

Now the regulations come into the picture.
When the employer disputes his liability
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under Subsection (9), the procedure to he
followed by the employer is set out in the
regulations. Tt is this procedure that the
amended regulation proposes to alter.
When the employer feels that his industry
is not responsible for the incapacity of the
employee he must, when he receives the
medical certificate from the employee, notify
the Clerk of Courts that he disputes the
liability. He must send to the Clerk of
Courts the certificate that he has received
from the employce, and the employee must
by that time have submitted to the em-
ployer the name of a medical practitioner.
The employer submits that, together with
the name of his own medical nominee, to
the Clerk of Courts, stating that he desires
a medical board to be appointed to decide
whether the employee is to receive ecompen-
sation by virtue of his employment in the
industry, and whether he suffers from a
disease mentioned in the Third Schedule.
Under the regulation at present the pro-
cedure is partieularly slow.

Let us take the case of an employee who
is incapacitated from doing any Ffurther
work: He has a medical certificate to say
that his incapacity is due to his employ-
ment, but the employer challenges that and
denies liability to pay. Perhaps the unfor-
tunate employee cannot work at all and
must wait until the procedure laid down by
law is put inte operation in order that the
case may be decided. Even as the regula-
tions are now worded that may invelve a
particularly lengthy period. Though the
emplover has, under the present regula-
tions, seven days in which to notify the
Clerk of Courts and send on the necessary
documents, the Clerk of Courls can, if he
thinks fit, extend that time for a further 10
days, and no longer. Then he must in torn
notify the registrar. The obligation of the
registrar is then to notify the Government
that a dispute has arisen and that a mediecal
board is sought. The (Government_is then
obliged to nominate a man who shall be
ehairman of the medical board. All that
takes up a considerable time.

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: During which the
employee receives no payment?

Mr. MARSHALL: There is no payment
made until the dispute is settled, becanse
the employer is disputing his obligation to
pay eompensation. The amendment, if
agreed to, would mean that there would be
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no limit to the time that ¢ould he taken be-
fore the dispute was settled. The regula-
tion itself is wrongly worded, though ils
substance can be followed. The proposed
amendment reads ‘‘(a) delete the words
“seven days” occurring in the first and last
lines of paragraph (2) of Regulation 9 and
insert in lien thereof the words “one calen-
dar month.”’ Those words do not appear in
the first and last lines of paragraph (2)
but in the first line of sub-paragraph (2)
and in the last line of the proviso thereto.
I assume that that is what the amendment
is desired to do. The provision at present
reads as follows:—

(2) If the employer disputes snch certificate
aforesaid, he may, within seven days after re-
ceiving from the worker a copy thereof, give
notice to the worker and to the clerk of the
Local Court in which proceedings to recover
workers’ ecompensation ean properly be taken,
that he disputes the said certificate and desires
the matter to be referred to 2 Board under
and in accordance with Subsection (9) of See-
tion 7 of the Aect,

The amendment would sirike out the words
‘‘seven days’’ where they appear in the
first line of paragraph 2 of Regulation 9,
and would strike out of the proviso the
words “seven days,” in the last line thereof,
plus these words, ‘‘in any case by not more
than 10 days.’’ The employer now gets
seven days, plus an extra 10 days if the
Court thinks fit, and no more. Under the
amendment there would be no limit to the
time that could be granted. The amendment,
if agreed to, wounld make the regulation
read—

If the employer disputes such certificate
aforesaid he may within one month after re-
ceiving from the worker a copy thercof give
notiee to the worker and to the elerk of the
Tocal Qourt in which proeeedings to recover
workers’ compensation can be properly taken
that he disputes the said certificate and desires
the matter to be referred to o Board under
and in aeeordance with Subseetion 8 of Section
T of the Act, DProvided that the elerk of
courts may on good cause being shown extend
the period within which the said notice by the
employer may be given and such extension may
be granted although the said period of one
month shall have already expired.

In other words, there would be no limit
to the time that the Clerk of Courts could
give the employer in which to submit a
certifieate in dispute of the lability to
pay compensation. Tt would be a ‘‘Kath-
leen Mavourneen.'’ I do not think that
is the intemntion of the Minister. Under
the original legislation the period was
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limited definitely to not more than 10 days
and that was the longest extension of time
the eourt could grant.

The amendment would mean that there
was no limit to the extension of time.
After all that procedure has been followed
the Clerk of Courts must notify the Regis-
trar, who in turn must notify the Govern-
ment, which must then appoint a medical
practitioner to be chairman of the board.
While all that was going on the unfortun-
ate employee—perhaps a married man with
a family—might be suffering acutely from
the complaint he had contracted. I am
sure that is not what the Minister desires,
because an unsympathetic Clerk of Courts
could string the procedure out possibly
until the vietim of the complaint had died.
In that case, there would no doubt be liti-
gation involving large sums of money in
order to prove that the dependants were
entitled to compensation.

I do not believe the Minister is suffi-
ciently inhuman to desire to bring about
that state of affairs. The employees in my
electorate are regularly examined and we
have never heen called upon to use these
regulations, but I warn membera who have
industries in their electorates that this mat-
ter is vital to them, particularly if the
employees are not examined anpually, I
wonder whether the Minister could quote
a case of hardship suffered by the em-
ployer, as it is only the employer who is
handicapped. It is not the employee, be-
canse the Minister proposes to lengthen
the time hefore a deecision can be given as
fo whether compensation is payable. The
Minister would have to put up a good
case to convince me that the amendment
should become law, I would respectfully
suggesl that he withdraw the regulation
and introduce another which would nof
impose hardship on tbe vietim of an in-
dustrial disease.

On motion by the Minister for Edunea-
tion, debate adjourned.

MOTION—ELECTRICITY AOT.

To Disallow Supply Authorities’ Fege
Regulation,

MR. COBRNELL (Avon) [5.15]: 1 move—
Tha* new Regulation No. 278 made under
the Electricity Act, 1945, published in the
‘“Government Gazette’’ of the 25th Mareh,
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1848, and laid upon the Table of the House
on the 27tk July, 1948, be and is hereby dis-
allowed.

Last year the member for Murchison moved
for the disallowance of certain regulations
made pursnant to the Electricity Aect.
Among them was a regulation closely re-
sembling the one I am discussing. Under
that regulation it was provided that every
supply authority should pay to the State
Eleetricity Commission fees at the rate of
Is. per consumer per anuum, with a mini-
mum fee of £5 and a maximum fee of
£1,000. That regulation was subsegquently
withdrawn and was re-drafted in its pre-
sent torm. The new regulation is practi-
eally similar to the old one except that it
exempts from those contributions supply
authorities who have less than 120 com-
sumers. There are only 56 such supply
authorities in Western Australia. The man
with 120 consumers or more will have to
pay, in addition to the levy of 1s. per con-
sumer per ‘annum to the State Electricity
(Commission, an annual registration fee of
5s. per annum.

Thus the supply authority in that cate-
gory will be Bs. 2 year worse off under
the new regulations than he was under
the regmlations submitted last year. This
contribution of 1s. per consumer per
annum in which the supply anthority wiil
he muleted under the regulations, jusiifies
one in asking what service the Btate Elee-
tricity Commission renders in return for
this and other charges that are confem-
plated under various regulations. Specitic
provision under them is made that when
inspections are requested or deemed neees-
sary, presumably by the State Eleetrieity
Cummission, a preseribed fee, which is con-
siderable and varies according to the work
reqnired to he undertaken, will be charged
tor that service. In faet, any service rend-
ered by the State Eleetricity Commission
has to be paid for at preseribed rates. The
Commission 1s not a philanthropice institu-
tion und therefore naturally it requires to
he recomped for any service it renders.
The levy of 1s. per consnmer per annum
is a tax that has not heen authorised by
arlinment and for the imposition of
which no commensurate serviee is rendered
by the Comuission.

The type of serviee that the State Elee-
tricity Commission is alleged to render to
snppty authorities is probably best exempli-
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fied by the experience of the Merredin Road
Board. When that local authority was giv-
ing consideration to changing over from
D.C. to A.C. current, a deputation from the
board interviewed some members of the
State Eleetri¢ity Commission who expressed
particularly strong opposition to the volume
of horse-power that the Merredin Road
Board proposed to install in its new power
station. After a great deal of controversy in
the course of which the road board members
argned with equal foree in support of their
desire to increase the horse-power at the
station, a compromise wag reached.

Subsequent experience completely vindi-
cated the attitude of the board and the
views originally urged by the deputation to
the members of the State Eleetrieity Com-
mission. In faet, the board was foreed
fo add anothey unit to its power house plant,
which it did without furtber reference to
the Commission, Had the opinion of the
Commission as to the size of plant that was
suitable for Merredin prevailed, or had the
road board not added to its generating plant
and increased the horse-power at the station,
the supply of current in Merredin wonld
have been considerably jeopardised and the
resultant position most unsatisfactory.
Similarly, the Northam Municipal Couneil
was thwarted in its intention to provide an
adetjuate electricity generating plant in that
town, with the result that the present ser-
vice is very unsatisfactory. At this stage,
I would like to quote what the secretary of
the Merredin Voad Board had to say abont
the position. He said—

Can you wonder why my hoard is hitterly
oppused to the payment of the proposed fees
if that is the sort of disservice we gk in
return?

To that comment I will add—*‘‘audited and
found correet.’”” The levy of 1s. per con-
snwer per annum is capable of heing passed
on, and I think it will be. To levy any
additional charge on the consuming publie
of the meiropolitan area, no matter how
small it might be, at a time when the cles-
trivity =sunplies have never beon worse,
would be rost inequitable. Consumption
is restricted and regulated, and to ask cun-
sumers to pay more—and that is what the
imposition of 1s. per consumer virtunlly
means—f{or a deteriorated serviee is a little
too much. Paying more for a run-down
serviee has already heen demanded in the
increase in railway fares and freights, but
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that does not give license to every other
publie utility to “slug” the public and give
nothing in return,

The main characteristic of the State
Electricity Commission has been the fre-
quency with which it makes revisions in the
foreeasts that it gives as to when the new
power station at South Fremantle will ¢om-
mence operations. Until that does happen
--the prognostieations of the Commission as
to when the station will nltimately funetion
are most indefinite—then things must re-
main as they are now—stagnani. Practi-
cally nothing by way of extensions to em-
brace new customers can be carried out and
attempts to get something done are con-
stantly frustrated because, according to the
State Electricity Commission, the system in
the metropolitan ares is incapable of even
the most minute expansion until the South
Fremantle power station commences to
funetion.

It would have been much more satisfaec-
tory if the various fees and charges, that
are indicated in this multitude of regulations
under the Electricity Act, had been left {o
Parliament to decide and not to the capriece
of the bureaucratic mind. Tt is manifestly
wrong te allow certain high-handed bureau-
crats to ‘churn out reams of regulations,
many of them irksome, and none of which
have so far received parliamentary sanction.
It is common knowledge to members of this
House and of another place that numerous
complaints have been made regarding the
actions of the State Eleetricity Commission
and its officers, and certainly they have been
the sultjeet of mueh adverse comment, Quite
a few members have received complaints
about the treatment meted ont and the pin-
pricking tactics indulged in by this bunch
of blundering bureaucrats at the State
Electricity Commission. People residing in
the country areas and in outer Coldfields
towns have had to pay a great deal for
their elestricity supplies, some paying even
as much as 1s. 8d. per unit.

Mr. Marshall: Yes, I can endorse that.

Mr. CORNELL: Any further increased
cost, no matter how small, that the consumer
may he called upon to pay for eleetric cur-
rent js neither just nor remsonable.  The
statement has been made frequently that if
we give a eivil servant a ebair and 2 table
he will soon build up a department, That
applies to the State Electricity Commission,
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which has expanded during the last 18
months out of all knowledge, Similarly,
administrative costs have heen stepped up
in keeping with its expansion. In order to
keep cp with the ascending costs, the charge
of 1s. per consumer per annum that is now
proposed may only be a beginning. I venture
to say that the charge will be incressed and
the consuming public will have to pay more
in the not toe far distant future, The regu-
lation nnder discussion has been the subject
of a great deal of adverse discussion in the
country distriets, particularly on the part of
local zuthorities that conduet generating
plants. In the interests of the rural residents
and alse of consumers in the metropolitan
area, 1 hope the House will redress an in-
justice and disallow the regulation.

On motion by the Minister for Works,
debate adjourned.

PAPERS—POLICE SERGEANT
R. KENDALL,

As to Transfer and Appeals.

MR. YATES (Canning) {5.26]): T move—

That all papers in connection with the three
appeals lodged by Sergeant R. Kendall, of the
Police Department, and all papers in connee-
tion with the inquiry held on Sergeant Ken-
dall’s transfer from the C.I.B. to the TUni-
formec. Branch by Mr. H. D. Moseley, be laid
on the Table of the House,
My reason for bringing this matter before
the House is to correct what I consider to
be an injustice meted out to a valuahle
member of the Police Foree of Western
Australia,

Hon. A. H. Panton: Where is the Min-
ister for Police%

Mr. YATES: Some time ago I was ap-
proacied by Det. Sergeant Kendall and
many other members of the Police Force
concerning alleged injustices that were
being meted out by the Commissioner of
Police and other senior officials of the
Police Departinent. During this period
Sergeant Kendall, now of the uniformed
branch, has made repeated attempts to ap-
pear before police promotional boards, and
eventunlly he appeared before a special
inquiry that was instigated at my request
and ronducted hy the then police magis-
trate, Mr. H. D. Moseley. I am also of
opinion, after reading a lot of evidenee
submitted to me by varions members of



916

the Police Foree, that some grave happen-
ings have taken place over the last two
or three years, which require a eomplete
investigation by, I think, a Royal Com-
mission. First of all, I will deal with a
statement submitted to me by Sergeant
Kendall, which reads—

Mr. G, Yates {(M.L.A)
Dear 8ir,

I George Reginald Kendall, wish to com-
plain, and beg to bring under your notice, a
glaring case of victimisation, perpetrated
against me by the Commissioner of Police,
John Doyle, on 8/4/47, when I was trans-
ferred from the position of Detective Sergeant
C.I1B., to that of a2 Uniform Sergeant, Cen-
tral Police Station, Perth, and lereby solicit
your help in rectifying the wrong which has
heen done me.

Hereunder, the facts:—

I am an ex-Detective-Sergeant of Police,
and at present a Uniform Sergeant, 3rd Class,
attached to the Central Police Station, Perth,

T wnas fransferred to this latter position on
8/4/47, from the CI.B. by the Commissioner
of Police, John Doyle, through his two sub-
ordinates, Inspeetor Lewis and brevet In-
spector Blight, of the C.LB,, acting under in-
structions to give an adverse report.

On the 19th of June, 1947, I completed 23
vears’ serviee with the Western Australian
Police Force,

. I am ong of the youngest members ever to
join the Pelice Force, having enrolled at the
age of 19 years, on the 19th of June, 1922.

My sole ambition when joining the Force
was to graduate to the Criminal Investigation
Branch as a detective, making such my eareer,
and subsequently impart my knowledge to
junior officers, and assist them at all times,
which I have done,

For the fipst 10 years of my Poliee service
I was employed in the clerical branch, in the
capacity of Record Clerk, Beceiver of Revenue,
Staff Salaries and Paying Officer, and for three
years in the Clerical Branch of the OI.B.

I was selected from the Police Foree in
its entirety, whilst undergoing my Probation-
ary Police Schooling, to take over the compli-
cated position of Receiver of Revenues (upon
the arrest for embezzlement of £800, by a
fellow officer),

During this time I gained extensive know-
ledge of the internal workings of the Police
Department, and I am about the only officer in
the Foree today with that general knowledpe.

I was appointed to the outside branch of the
Criminal Imvestigation Branch on 17/11/32,

I was appointed to the position of 3rd Class
Detective-Sergeant on 26/7/40, which position
I held until the time of my present transfer
on B/4/47,

I was nominated for the position of 2nd
Class Detective-Sergeant by the Police Selee-
tion Board on 16/10/40,
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During the last 15 years whilst engaged on
outside eriminal investigation duties I have
been stationed at Perth, Fremantle (where
apon taking up my duties at that centre the
staff wag reduced by one, and upon my tranafer
two years later on aceount of sickness, the siaff
was again increased by one, thereby proving
my efticiency), two terms each of two years
at Leederville and although a junior officer I
was left nlone for long perioda at a time, a8
the late Detective-Sergeant O’Brien wns a sick
man and I had te earry the responsibility.
I abtained resulta never known at that centre
bhefore or subsequently. Imspector Doyle at
that time congratulated me on my efficiency
und asked me to remain at the station as
Detective-Sergant O’Brien was a very hard
man to handle and he was unable te get any
other junior officer to partner him. Inspoctor
Doyle then gave to the press an account of
the outstanding number of house-breaking of.
fences that had been ¢leaned up throughout the
metropolitan area by the arrest of the offenders
by myself, resulting in the recovery of hun-
dreds of pounds worth of property, including
money, valuable jewellery, ete.

Prom Leedervile I was transferred to
Geraldton in charge of the sub. C.I.B. in 1839,
where I remained for 10 months. During this
time I was successful in eliminating the
eriminal class, but I was instructed by Mr.
Doyle to close the branch and I was trans-
ferred to Northam, where 1 opened the sub.
CI. Branch., This being during the time when
many thousands of troops were gtationed there
and good results continved. I was responsible
for all C.I.B. inquiries, throughout the Eastern
and Western Police Districts, whilst stalioned
at the respective centres,

On account of the shortage of N.C.O'a. in
the eity I was transferred to Perth and then
to Victoria Park, sub. C.I, Branch, as officer-
in-charge, for four years, where I was highly
commended for results by both members of the
Department and public.

During the time I wags stationed at Northam,
then Inspector Doyle, on account of representa-
tions made to him for the re-opening of the
sub. CJI. Branch at Geraldton, referred the
matter to me for my opinion and report, and as
a result he was guided by the evidence I gub-
mitted and the braneh was re-opened.

Upon hearing this, Inspector Cooney, who
was in charge of the Uniform Tolice at that
centre, made special representations to the
Department for my return to Geraldton, but
on account of my having been promoted in the
meantime, his wishes were not acveded to.

On 7/6/46 1 was detailed for duties at the
C.I.B. Office, as relieving O.I.C. Cleriral Staff,
during the sickness of the late Detective-Ser-
geant G. Bmith, where I remained in such
pesition until the middle of December, 1646,

On account of the late Detective-Sergeant
@. 8mith being boarded out of the Department
as medieally unfit, applications for the position
were called through our ‘“Police Gazette'’ and
although senior detective-sergeants applied,
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they were overlooked and the position was
given to then Constable Croker, who was pro-
moted over the heads of all us senior officers.
Hia appointment earried the rank of 1st Class
Detective-Sergeant and as a  consequence,
Deteetive-Sergeant Croker is now ranked third
at the C.I. Branch so far a8 seniority is con-
cerned. Applications as called by the Com-
migsioner were to the effect that the suceessful
applicant must be in a position to advise both
the inside as well as the outside staff. Ser-
geant Croker, prior {o his appointment, so far
as my knowledge serves me, had never been
associated with C.I.B. work and the whole mat-
ter of criminal investigation work was foreign
to him and his appointment no doubt was made
by Mr. Doyle to strengthen his hands as he
was president of the Police Union and for no
other purpose, as he has made two attempts
to pass his Commissioned Officers’ examination
and has failed, whereas I succeeded at my
firgt attempt.

Following the appointment of Detective-
Sergeant Croker, the respective applicants for
the position made special application to appeal
againet his appointment to the chairman of
the Government Appeal Board. This was
granted,

Inspector Lewdis informed me that Mr.
Doyle had told him, and to use his own words,
““That I was going to play hell with-a hig
stick and a basket of eggs,’” and the appeal
would not be granted, as it was only a brevet
appointment. '

Giving evidence at the appeal, Mr. Doyle
stated that I had been passed over for pro-
motion for the position of 2nd Class Deteetive-
Bergeant and the following day Inspector
Lewis, who had been absent during the mora-
ing proccedings, but had given evidence ngainst
the various appellants during the course of
the afternoon, ealled me into his office and
apologised for giving evidence against me,
saying, ‘‘I was foreed to do so by the Com-
migsioner’? and added that the Commissioner
was a bloody liar when he gave in ovidence
that I had been passed over for promotion,
as the matter had only been shelved for three
months at the instigation of the Commissioner.
(Corroboration of this eould be obtained from
other Inspectors attending the Promotional
Board.)

At 2 p.m. on the day of the appeal, Mr.
Doyle appeared at the CIB. office, holding
a plece of plain foolscap paper with some
typing on, and quite excitedly inquired the
whereabouts of Inspector Lewis, who conld not
be found, He then had an 5.0.8, sent out
for him and later Inspeeter Lewis appeared
at the Appeal Board, with a similar piece of
paper in his possession, with typing on it,
which he read out as hig evidence. It was
then quite apparent from his demeanour and
hesitancy of reading that the cobtents were
new to him. His actions were quite noticeable
and were remarked upon by various officers at
the time.

Inspector Lewis, at the above interview, told
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Blight, and Miss Murfitt, typist, who were
both very dangerous and the main ‘fStooges’’
of the Commissioner, enrrying all happenings
at the office to him. That Blight had been
appointed to his present position for the pur-
pose of unseating him, and that he. knew that
the skids were under him. He (Lewis} gave
very little typing to Miss Murfitt, aa he eould
not trust her and that he had only been ques-
tioned the day before by the Commissioner as
to the reason. He has told many other C.LB.
officers the same thing. He asked that if any-
thing be done by the men to alter the turbu-
lent conditions prevailing at the O.L.B. office,
that he be left out as he had too many com-
mitments.

Following Detective-Sergeant Croker taking
over the position I had then to remain in the
office for several days to tutor him in the work
and gencral procedure, after being informed
by Mr, Doyle that I was not qualified for
the position. It was under Mr, Doyle’s in-
structions that I should so0 remain and aet in
this capacity, thereby proving his further ig-
norance in the matter of office proeedure, ete.
.On aceount of the bad manners and culiure
of the two Inspectors, Lewis and Blight, te-
wards the subordinates at the C.I.B. Office, I
had a motion passed at o meeting on about
24/11/46, at the C.I.B. Office, and signed by
24 members, to the effeet that Section 10 of the
Police Regulations be given effeet to by the
two Inspectors.

Thig section reads as followa:—‘'Members
of the Foree in command, whether officers or
otherwise, are expected to bhe at all times ready
and able to afford advice and information to
those who are under them on any matter re-
lating to their duties. They must give their
orders in language of moderation and of regard
to the feelings of those to whom they are
addressed. Any subordinate has the right re-
spectfully to complain of an officer or sub.
officer, from whom he may have received any
orders ke may consider improper or conveyed
in unbecoming language.®’

Inspector Lewis apologised for his past” be.
haviour to varipus C.IB, officers and said,
‘“He would alter his mannerisms towards the
men providing the Commissioner did not get
to hear of it.'* It was subsequently brought
under the notice of the Commissiener by brevet
Inspector Blight, and the Commissioner latee
upheld them, at n meeting he held at the C.IB.
Office on 26/11/46, and aa n consequence they
became more arrogant. The junior officera
were unable to settle their investigations, and
were threatening applying for transfer from
the braoch, and I endeavoured to right a
wrong, but this was evidently registered
against me by the Commisgioner and two In-
spectors,

On 26/11/46, My, Doyle came to the C.LB.
Office and addressed all the men, including
myself. This was a rtesult of the meeting
referred to above. Mr. Doyle addressed the
men and said, ¢ That he had heard of the dis-
satisfaetion in the C.I.B. and that it had been

me to he very careful of brevet Inspector brought under his notice, that the men had
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been discussing the appointment of Constable
Croker to O.1.C. C.LB. Office, and that some
men had said that they would put everything
in Sergeant Croker’s way to hinder him.'’
Mr, Doyle then threatened ue over this. Several
officers then spoke against the appointment,
more particularly as Croker was president of
the Police Union, and Mr, Doyle said, ** Whilst
he was Commissioner of Poliee he would run
the Police Foree the way he wanted to rum it
and if the time arrived that he could not, it
was then time he got out.'’ He said, ‘‘ You
remind me of Hitler’s 8.8, troops, and a lot
of children the way you are all acting. Ser-
grant Richards then said, ** Yon have two men
who T consider could do the job equally as
well as Sergeant Croker.'’ Mr, Doyle said,
‘‘Who are they!’’ The sergeant said, '' Well,
there is Sergeant Woodley, he has previous
office cxperience.'’ Mr. Doyle said, ‘*H’m,
who else??” The sergeant said, ¢*There is
8orpeant Kendall, who has been relieving there
for the past six months, done a good job, and
has had years of office experience.’”’  Mr,
Doyle said, ‘T wouldn’t ‘ave ’im there.’’ T
strongly resented Mr. Doyle’s remarks, and
¢alled upon him there and then for sn ex.
planation, us I wished te have the matter clari-
fied, especinlly as he had made this statement
in front of all the men. He refused to con-
verse further on the matter, I then demanded
an explanation, which I ¢onsidered I was justly
cntitled to, but Mr. Doyle would not speak
and ignored me. He shortly afterwards left,
Presumably the cause of his unwarranted atti-
tnde will explain itself in a later paragraph.
He stated that Sergeant Croker was in the
office ynly on six montha’ probation when heat-
edly contested, and in order to avoid further
embarrassment. .

T passed my Commissioned Officera’ examina-
tion in all subjeets in 1943. Sergeant Croker
has sat twice for his and failed on both ocea-
sions, yet according to Mr. Doyle he is the most
suitable man for the position.

Just prior to taking up my duties again on
the outside staff, after having relieved in the
office for the past six months, I was ealled
into the office by Inspector Lewis, Brevet
Inspector Blight was present,

Tnspeetor Lewis said, ‘‘I have been instruct-
ed by the Commissioner, Mr. Doyle, to call
you inta the office and in the presence of In-
spector Blight, to warn you that he is not satis-
fied with your inquiries of late and for me
to report on you at the end of three months,
and if there is no improvement he will consider
transferring you.'’' He szaid, ‘‘ A Commiasioner
can either make or break an Inspector, the same
way as an Inspector can either make or hreak
a detective.”’

He snid, ‘T have been instructed to warn
you that you are not to say anything as to
what has happened between us this afternoon
when you leave this office, for if the Com-
missioner gets to know about it, which he
naturally will, he will exercise his threats. '’
He then turned to Inspector Blight and said,
“Dp you want to eay anything Inspector?'’
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Blight said, ‘*Ne, I can’t say anything, as
Sergeant Kendall has never worked under me,"?
Yet this man was so unscrupulous according
to Inspcetor Lewis, to act under the dictates
of the Commissioner, and in collusion with
Inspector Lewis, to submit o report concern-
ing me which 1 had not yet had the privilege
of seeing, although asked for.

Immediately upon hearing thia I explained
what 2 sorry pasg the offive had arrived at
when a man in all good faith endeavoured to
better the econditions, eould be subjected to
threats and intimidations on account of per-
sonal bias by the Commissioner. I explained
the stupidity of it all, seeing that I hail not
heen on investigations for the past six months,
having been relieving in the office, Inspector
Lewis said, ‘' Well, they are my instructions. ™

T"pon leaving the office I forthwith eon-
veyed to three detectives—whose names can
be supplied if required—the ‘*‘stand-over’’
methods that had heen adopted, that I had
been threatened and intimidated, and that 1
wonld no doubt from then on be suhjected
to ‘‘victimisation.’’

The office since Mr. Doyle’s regime hay be-
come a nest of intrigue, constant pinpricking,
and wearing-down taetics, thereby impairiog
the health of various officers, and grave con-
cern is being held regarding the general effi-
ciency, a8 the officers are debarred from giving
of their besl.

On the Bth of April, 1947, without notice, I
was given transfer notice by Inspector Lewis.
I was informed of my transfer from C.IB,
Perth, to Uniform Police, Perth.

T asked Inspector Lewia for an explanation
and he informed me ‘‘That he had been in-
atructed by the Commissioner te¢ put in an
adverse report concerning me and he had natur-
ally been forezd ta act upon it.’’ He declined
to state what the report consisted of. It
will be noted that brevet Inspector Blight a
short time previously eould not say anything
about me, as I had not worked under him,
and as a resuli Mr, Blight muat have been in-
structed to make this report.

This class of tactic adopted by Mr, Doyle
{3 consistent with hia past behaviour whilst
Commissioner of Police, amd is the sole reason
why the complete structure of the Police
Foree is ‘‘white ant eaten.’”’ The Foree dur-
ing my 25 years’ serviecc has never had the
discontent or intrigue in it as it has today
and unfortunately the whole Foree is in a
chaotie state, and grave concern ig felt by
the men for its welfare under the present
administration of Mr, Doyle.

On the 8th of April—the day of my trnns-
fer—a mass meeting was hkeld at the CI.B.
Office regarding my transfer and the reasons
and without a dissentient it was acknowledged
that it was purcly a case of ‘‘victimisation
in its worst form’’ and it was decided that
the-Union be approached in the matter, and
if no redress was obtained, that was, that if
I was not returned to my former position, ¢ach
member decided that he would make applica-
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tion for his transfer from the branch, which
would be submitted ecollectively, thereby leav-
ing no C.ILB., a position which could not be
tolerated, or allowed to arise under any ecir-
ermstances whatsoever.

On April 9th, at my own request, I appeared
before Mr. Doyle for the purpose of having
the position clarified and in the presence of
Inspector Lewis and brevet Inspector Blight,
Mr. Doyle stated that he had been guided
by & report submitted by the two officers and
had decided to transfer me on aecount of three
files which I had handled, Prior to this state.
ment by Mr, Doyle, Inspector Lewis had verb-
ally outlined what he conzidered to be unsatis.
factory in regards the investigations apper-
taining to the three files in question, These
files had all been negatived by me, as there
was no other decision to be arrived at. They
had been written off by me after first con-
ferring with Inspector Lewis, prior to my going
on holidays, this being the aceepted and recog-
nired rule, to confer with one’s Inspeetor re-
garding files on hand, and the disposal of
same under the ecircumstances, and I acted
under his direction. After T had eommenced
leave, Mr. Lewis passed two of the files on
for further inquiries by other officers; one
a probationer (Detective Donovan)—this being
a decided slur, and an endeavour to helittle
me—an act in keeping with his general make-
up.  These officers were unable to meet with
any further suecess. Congsidering it fit to do
g0, T could have done likewise, and marked the
fileg off to other officers for further attemtion
had I not acted under the direetion of In-
spector Lewis. Tt was then quite apparent
that the whole matter, through bitterness and
personal bins, brought about by the afore-
mentioned facts, was engineered, and the ex-
cuse regarding my transfer was a complete
eamouflage and baseless, This was brought
under my notice and remarked upom very
eaustically by several officers whilst T was
away on leave, and who recognised the un-
happy state of affairs,

T ealled upon Mr. Doyle to give his reasons,
and he adhered strietly to the Police Regula-
tions and said, ‘‘For the good of the Service,”’
which he knows is an untruth and the section
mig-uszed by him, and the act of a eoward.

Had Mr. Doyle been in possession of a
conerete ease, he would, knowing him as I
do, have charged me with ‘‘negleet of duty,’’
the only legitimate and honourable course to
adopt, and have allowed me a fair trial, which
is only democratic and British justice, which
even the worst of criminals is allowed, where-
by they can defend themselves or proeure
coungel to act on their behalf, but T was not
even given the opportunity to allay his vin-
dictiveness towards me. The worsi that conld
have been said about my inquiriea in eonnee-
tion with the files was, ‘‘An error of judg-
ment,’’ but even this was not the case. No-
body is infallible during investigations, and
the best of us are apt to miss some point, but
it is apparently not so with some arm chair
erities.
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Eighteen yearas of good, honourable C.I.B.
service forgotten,

Upon a number of occasions Miss Murfitt
(C.1.B. typist) has informed me that the Com-
missioner was ‘‘sick and tired’’ of Mr. Lewis’s
continuous rumning to him regarding matters
prejudieial to the men, and trying to gain
tavour at their expense. I have also heard
from vzrious sources, that the Commissioner
had sta‘ed, '*That he had suffered an indig-
nity when plased in the position of having to
apologise to the then Minister for Police, Mr.
Kitson, for having recommended the prome-
tion of Inspector Lewis to Ingpector-in-Charge
of the C.I.B., as he had sinee proved himself
to be inefficient.”” Thia is also supported by
his recard as an investigating officer on the
outside staff, when he had only 118 files mark-
ed off to him during his last 12 months in
Perth, and was successful in about five appre-
hengions during that period. One i3 unable
to obtain any advice from him, and he would
not discuss any problems, which speaks for
itself.

Similar cases of injustiee and vietimisation
are known to be under way concerning other
officers, and the branch members are daily
working under a cloud of fear and irembling ag
to whom will be the next victim of Mr. Doyle’s,
and as 2 result they are unable to concentrate
on their work and the public suffer. They
openly state they are prevented from having
their wrongs rectified and raising their objec-
tions owing {o financial and domestic reasons.

Existing conditions were appropriately re-
marked wpon lately by a senior officer, <“ That
attendanee at the office of a morning was in
his mind, similar to receiving a sentence of
six months’ imprisonment.’’ The pgeneral
morale of the offiee has fallen and harmony is
a thing of the past.

I have never been questioned, or taken to
task about my work or conduct before this
issne by Mr. Doyle. The correet procedure
would have been for Mr. Doyle to have con-
versed with me and instruct on the files in
question, in a similar manner recently meted
out to other officers, instead of taking suech
dragtic action,

At the appeal againat Sergant Croker, and
through the medium of brevet Inspector
Blight, it was suggested to two of the wit-
nesses, Constables Short and Watts, during
erpss-examination, that I was a trouble maker,
but they openly seoffed at the idea, and stated
that I had been of invaluable assistance to
them whilst working under very bad conditions
and acting in the position of O.1.0. Office.
It was during this period that I applied for
extra staff, but was refused by the Commis-
sioner, '

The volume of work at the office had not
increased to such an extent over the past few
years to warrant an additional Inspector, and
it is another ecause for so0 much diseontent
at the CIB. Office, as both Inspectors give
orders and instructions to the men, apd each
has practically no knowledge of what the other
is doing. Thus orders given by one are
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countermanded Dby the other, thereby causing
friction and chaos. One has actnally to work
at the office to appreciate the true facts,

I hold one of the best records of any mem-
ber of the C.LLB., and on account of Mr,
Doyle’s vindietiveness, personal bias, and vie-
timisation, my career as a detective has heen
ruined and I have been deprived of seniority,
and with a reduction of salary.

Mr. Doyle has caused fear to be spread
amongst officers of the Department, such as, in
the event of at all times not acquieseing to
his wishes, they will be subjeet to tramsfer,
thus upsetting their home life, or otherwise
being charged with some trifling breach of
the Police Regulations.

The responsibility rests entirely with the
Commissioner. It is impossible for the men
to continue indefinitely giving satisfactory ser-
viee and at the same time working under the
present conditions without the whole, system
heing altered. 1t is solely on account of up-
holding what is just and right, which all mem-
bers considered waz for the betterment and
barmony of the branch, that I was victimised.

Mr. Lewis has told the men that Mr, Doyle
has practically driven him mad, and he can
do nothing about it, Had he been strong
enough te stand up to Mr. Doyle for what ha
considered was pight, and stood by his men,
instead of being continually humiliated, this
position would never have arisen, and he wounld
have had the backing of hia men, but now as
n comsequence, he has lost all respect dge to
him in his position, as it can be generally
accepted as a sign of weakness on his part.

Another matter which I referred to in an
earlier paragraph was of a personal nature
and repercussions no doubt had a lasting effect
upon the Commissioner, when he stated he
would not have me in the coffice, and also his
subsequent victimisation,

During the past three or four years I had
been approached upon several oceasions by an
old man, who stated that my wife was indebted
te him regarding a sale of a ‘'Kiosk’' in
Central Areade and wanted my address, which
I refused to give him. I informed him he
was wrong, as my wife bhad never been in-
terested in such a business. He still persisted
until one day, whilst T was relieving in the
office, he approached me at the front counter,
and in the presence of a number of the public
he became sabusive and stated he had a som-
mons for my wife for debt.

T told him he was a public nuisance, and to
get off down the stairs. The following morn-
ing Mr. Doyle called me into his office and
said that this same man, who was then seated
in his office, wanted my address as he bhad a
summons to serve upon my wife for debt. I
remonstrated with Mr, Doyle for accepting
this, but he *‘stood over’* me and said, "‘If
you don’t give him your address so that he
¢an serve the summona on your wife, I will.”’

I informed Mr. Doyle that this man was a
¢/ public nuisance’’ and that I did not appre-
ciate Mr, Doyle interfering with my domestie
affaira. I pave the address on the under-
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standing that he ealled st 6.30 p.m, the fol-
lowing evening, when I would be home. Some
weeks passed, when he eventually called one
evening about 6 pm. My wife answered the
door and he asked if T were home. Mra.
Kendall recognised this man from a descrip-
tion I had given her previously. Sho said,
‘“As Mr. EKendall was not at home, would
he care to see Mrs, Eendall?'’' After some
hesitation he said, ‘‘Yes,”” he would, My
wife looked at him for n moment and then
said, I am Mrs. Eendall.’’ He seemed
astounded and then said, ‘¢‘You are Mrs. Ken-
dall?’’ B8he said, *'Yes, T am and as you
arc looking for a blonde, I suppose that now
you realise you are aceusing the wrong per-
son, you old pest.’’ She continued by saying,
‘“The best thing that you ean do is to rveturn
to your friend Mr. Doyle and tell him from
me that if his brain power is so frail that
he can send his personal friends out on false
trails to satisfy his own vindictiveness, without
first thoroughly investigating same as & pgood
detective would do, then he had best see Mr.
Kendall and have him teach him the correct
procedure in this and cother matters.”’ She
then told him that he was an odisus old man
and that his presence was obnoxious to her and
ordered him off the premises, As he wos
leaving I-pulled up in my c¢ar with another
member of the office staf and intercepted
him, as I wanted an apology from both Mr.
Doyle and himself towards my wife.

The following morning a witneas and I

sow him leaving Mr. Doyle's office, I said,
feWell, did you tell Mr, Doyle?’’ He said,
““Yes, I told him averything.’’ To date no

apclogy has been received by my wife from
either party.

It was a short time after this that appli-
eations were ealled for O.LC. Office,

As presented, the above are true facts,
given without malice or ill-will and without
fear of contradietion, and can be corrohor-
ated, They are given voluutarily with the
purpose of bringing under the notice of the
Hon. Minister for Police and your Govern-
ment the disgusting state of turmoil existing
in the W.A., Police Force as a whole, under
the administration of Mr, Doyle.

It is entirely through the unwarranted
actions of Mr. Doyle that I, with many others,
have suffered a mnervous disorder from time
to time,

In conclusion I now solieit your  whole-
hearted support in the matter and ask that
you will give this complaint your favourable
consideration and place same directly before
your Hon, Minigter for his information, diree-
tion and action in the matter.

That covers the complaints piven Lo me
by Sergeant Kendall.
Mr. Kelly: Where is he stationed now?
Mr. YATES: At the Central Police Sta-
tion, Perth. Very soon after I entered
this House I approached the then Minister
for Police regarding these allegations, He
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stated that he had just taken over the posi-
tion, and the matter would require & lot
of investigation and consideration. The
fact that I had been approached by other
members. of the Foree—and that informa-
tion I conveyed to the Minister—led me to
believe that there was more in the matter
than just the statements of Sergeant
Kendall—in other words, that other officers
of the department were involved. I will
say that members of the Police Force with
up to 25 years’ experience, and brilliant
records, and who have been a credit to the
Force, approached me on different ocea-
sions and gave me statements similar to
that made by Sergeant Kendall. Towards
the middle of last year the secretary of the
Police Union, Mr. Halliday, approached
me at Parliament House. T had not met
him before, He asked me whether T was
being approached by Sergeant XKendall,
and others of the Police Department.

I admitted that T had been approached
by varions members of the Force. He
stated that the information I had received
was frotn one source only, and that there
were two sides to every question. I agreed
with him, and also that it would be very
diplomatic of me to tread cautiously in the
matter before I had the full faets. T took
that into account, and have acted very
cautiously since. In fact, I let the investi-
gation go for a period of 15 months before
finally deciding to bring it before this
Houge. Mr. Halliday spoke to me for
approximately three-quarters of an hour
and stated that he had at all times stood
up for the rights of the men, and had
approached the Commissioner of Police on
their hehalf for many things, He also said
that he was there for the benefit of the
members of the Western Australian Police
Foree, and that in his eapacity as secre-
tary of the umnion he acted for each and
every one of the men.

He mentioned that he had seen the files
of some of the officers in question, although
I had not named any except Sergeant
Kendall. He knew Sergeant Kendall had
geen me, and I admitted the fact, and said
that there were gome things on the files that
I was not aware of, and if they were
brought to light they might make any case
I had look a little silly. After he had left,
I thought he was not a bad sort of a chap,
and that he had come up to Iay his cards
on the table. We parted with quite good
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feeling. Very ghortly after, T received a
document—and I can state quite definitely
that in the meantime I saw no other mem-
ber of the Police Force or person connected
with it. Onpe paragraph of this doeument,
which is signed by DetectiveiSergeant
Smith, as a result of an interview which
took place between Charles Henry Lewis,
C.I.B. Inspeetor, with Detective-Sergeant
S. A. Smith of the C.IB,, is as follows:—

He also stated that Doyle had totd him that
he (Doyle) had sent the union seeretary, Mr.
Halliday, to blow Yates up for what he was
doing, and to let him know that Doyle re-
garded his interference in this matter as most
unministerial, and that he had hetter watch his
step.

Mr. Marshall: ‘“Yates hehind gates’’
would be poctic but rather tragie.

Mr. YATES: Later in the year, on the
21st October, I received a letter from the
general secretary of the Police Union,
which rends as follows:—

I attach extract of letter addregsed to cer-
tain members of our union.

You will note that your name is used and
my informants are responsible members of thig
body.

T have a minute on the records of the union
coneerning my interview with you on the ounly
occasion that we have met; it is brief bat
accurately records the purpose of my visit
which was undertaken at the direction of the
respousible committee which waited upon the
Minister for Police at the time.

Other than myself, the only possible source
from which anyone could claim to know what
transpired during oor interview is yourself.
Could you let me have your comments regard-
ing this not later than 5 p.m. tomorrow (Wed-
nesday)? .

The following is a letter sent by Mr. Halli-
day to various members of the Police Foree.
I know that is eorreet, because he has put
““Mr.”" without any naimme. The letter
reads—

Mr.

.1, Branch, Police Department, Perth.
Dear Sir, .

I have been informed that you have recently
been making damaging statements concerning
me, one such being in effect as followa:—

That, at the request of the Commissioner
of Police, I visited Parliament House and

did ‘‘stand over’’ Mr. Yates, M.L.A,, for

the purpose of persuading him to cease his

activitiea in the Sergeant Kendall case.

I now ask that you commit to paper the
statements referred to so that the matter may
be dealt with by the governing body of the
union without delay.
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The next meeting of the union council is on
Wednesday, the 22nd instant.

Hon. A. H. Panton: Was that letter
written to you?

Mr. YATES: The second one is & copy
of a letter that Mr. Halliday sent to me
and which was sent out to one or more
memhbezrs of the Police Force. The first
letter I read out was addressed to me. Mr.
Halliday states in the letter to me that as
the interview took place between himself
and myself, no-one else could have known
of it, and yet, in the document which I
received, and which eame inte my posses-
sion after the interview I had with Mr.
Halliday—I had not spoken to any mem-
ber of the Police Force in the meantime—
there oceurs the paragraph concerning the
alleged statement of Inspector Lewis. It
is yuite an interesting document, too.

Mr. Reynolds: Let us hear it.

Mr. YATES: Very well.
lows :—

Charles Henry Lewis, €.I.B. Inspeetor, sup-
plied the following information to Detective-
Sergeant 8. A. Smith, in an interview at Mr,
Lewia’s home, Forrest Street, North Perth, on
the evening of Friday, 30th May, 1947:—

Mr. Lewis wag asked by Sergeant Smith if
he was prepared to give a written and signed
statement, in confidence, reiative to the mal-
administration of the present Commissioner of
Police, Mr. Doyle, and the manner in which he
had victimized Mr. Lewis and was endeavour-
ing to work Brevet Inspector Blight into the
position of C.I.B. Chief.

Mr. Lewis replied that he thought it a
waste of ftime giving such a statement, as he
was firmly convinced that Doyle was too well
entrenched, and that the present Government
would not shift him.

He alao stated that Doyle had tcld@ him, that
the union had ‘*stood over’’ the Minister, Mr.
MceDonald, and he had agreed that all com-
plaints would only he recognised by him, if pnt
through the Police Union, and not otherwise.

He also stated that Doyle had told him that
he {Doyle) had sent the Union Secretary, Mr.,
Halliday, to Llow Yates up for what he was
doing, and to let him know that Doyle re-
garded his interference in this matter as most
unminieterial, and that he bad better watch
his step.

Inspector Lewis then pgave details of his
length of service, his different and varied jobs
at different centres, his experience at Kal-
goorlie C.I.B, in charge, at Victoria Park
C.LB. in charge, and in the office at C.L.B. in
charge, and lastly, in the C.LB., Perth, as
inspector in charge.

He stated that Doyle planned his moves with
cunning, and was always one jump ahead of
the union.

It is as fol-
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He stated that nothing that Doyle did, was
dune without the backing of either n board
or the union,

He stated that most of the inspectors sitting
on the boards were Doyle's ‘‘ ¥Yes Men*?! because
they were afraid of what Doyle would do to
them if they did net vote the way he wished,

He gaid to me, ‘I will tell you something,
Syd. Do you know why Croker was promoted
froin conatable to his present rank of lst elass
detective-sergeant??’

I said, ‘*Why was le, then??’

Lewis replied, ‘‘Croker ig the union presi-
dent, and Doyle has now got him where he
wants him, and the union, foo."’

Lewis gaid, Do you know what happened at
the board, when I appealed against Findlay’s
promotion over my head?’?

I said, *‘No, Charlie.”’

Lewis continued: ‘¢ Well, the first thing that
happened was that bhefore the proceedings got
under way, I objected to Inspector Cooney sit-
ting on this Board, on the grounds that he
was Doyle’s representative on the State Appeal
Board, which T might have to appeal to if 1
logt this appeal.

““When I made my objection, Doyle curled
his lip and said, ‘I have alrendy sought legal
advice on thizs matter, and Cooney stays.’ '’

Cooney sat on the board.

Then, before the case went under hearing,
Doyle said to the board, ‘‘Before we start to
hear this appeal, I wish to send Inspector
Blight out of the room for a minute.’’

Blight then left the room.

Doyle then turned to the inspectors there
and said, ‘‘I could not say this in front of
Inspector Blight, bui, gentlemen, I want you
all to know that the reagon I promoted Inspee-
tor Blight to his present rank, and put him
in the CIB,, in that position, was because I
was disappointed and dissatisfied with Inspee-
tor Lewis.’!

Blight was then called back and sat on the
hoard.

Lewis continued, ‘‘You can imagine, Syd.,
how T felt, and what chance T had after that.
Doyle deliberately cut the ground from under
my feet, and I had no chance. Of course, I
lost the appeal, what with that, and the inspee-
tors who were his ‘Yes Men.” Then T later
learned that just prior to the Board sitting,
Dogyle, without a vacaney being due, promoted
Washer in inspectorship, so that he could get
another vote for certain against me.'’

I said, **What about the State appesl,
Charlie?’’

Lewis said, ‘I lodged my appeal there, and
Doyle gave his reasens for opposing it, as fol-
lows:—

(1) That Findlay was senior in service.

(2) That he and I were of equal efficiency.
This, in spite of my record, and the fact that
I was in charge of the C.I.B."’

He continued, ‘I later withdrew this appeal,
as I learned that T was not likely to suceeed
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after the Cooney business at the prior board,
and further, I learned that Doyle had arranged
for me to be transferred at onee t¢ Broome
after my second appeal, to get me out of the
way. I withdrew this appeal and forestalled
him.’?

I said, ‘' How you stand things as they are
beats me, Charlie, because you must know that
Blight is there for a purpose, and is white-
anting you so that you can be got rid of, and
he ean eventually step into your shoes with his
brevet rank confirmed to full inspector.'’

Lewis said, “‘I enn’t do anything abount
that.”’

I said, ‘Do you know that he refers to you,
when speaking to the junior men, as ‘That
Pommy B_l"’

Lewis said, ‘*Yes, I have heard things, but
what with him and Connie (Miss Murftt), I
can do nothing,'’

I said to Lewis, ‘“Well, T think the move

will be for him to transfer you to Fremantle
and to transfer Findlay to CIB., Perth, in
charge.”’
This statement was made on the 3rd June,
1947.  This year those events took place.
Findlay was transferred from Fremantle
to Perth and Lewis was transferred to Fre-
mantle. The statement continues—

Lewis said, ‘“T don’t think he wiil do that,
but if he did, then he and Blight would drive
poor old"*Fin.’ off his head within six months,

just like Doyle did Iaspector Read. Then
Blight would step in and take charge.'’

I said, ‘“Let’s only hope that Doyle and
Blight get their walking ticket.'’

Lewis said, ‘¢ You can put that out of your
head; there is not a ehance.”?

I said, ‘*Has Doyle mentioned anything to
you yet about Kendall lodging any protest?”’

Lewis said, ‘‘No, he has not said any-
thing.*?
Lewis continued, ‘‘As far as Kendall is

concerned, do you know he threatened me and
calied me a b—— and said he would ‘get
mel"l

I gmaid, ¢“Well, Charlie, as far as what I
know of Kendall, he wouldn’t threaten any-
one unless they had given him just cause to
do s0.”?

Lewis did not reply to this.

Lewig said, ‘“Well, I have had all T can
take up there, and I often feel that I would
be happier out of it 2il back in the Uniform
Branch and away from Perth; at least, a
man would have contentment of mind instead
of all this.?’

The eonversation then turned to non-official
matters,

I am of the opinion that, if Inspector Lewis
was renlly eonvinced that there was a chance
of Doyle being put off by this Government,
he wounld readily give valuable evidence, nover-
ing many phases of Doyle’s activities and his
mal-administration.
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Mr. Hegney: Who is the author of that
document ?

Mr. YATES: It is signed by Detective-
Sergeant Smith, who is one of the senior
men of the C.I.LB. Tt is well known that
there huve been many resignations from the
Police Foree, and a number of the men that
have resigned have done so because they
could not get on with the administration, in
some instances the Commissioner and, I take
it, some of the Commissioner’s subordinates.
I also have a statement which is signed by
Mr. A. V. Penrose, who was at one time the
officer in charge of the Fingerprint Burean
of the C.L.B,, Perth, Visiting police officials
from the Eastern States and also men from
Seotland Yard have stated that the work
performed by Detective-Sergeant Penrose
was equal to the best work of its type in
the British Empire, and Penrose was highly
commended for the very efficient manner in
which he kept the records of his section of
the department, and handled the men under
him, Mr. Penrose, who was then Detective-
Seregant Penrose, resigned from the Police
Foree, and this came as a shock to many
of its members and his friends out-
side, The statement I propose to read was
prepared after Mr. Penrose left the Foree,
He is now cstablished in business. in the
city and hag prepared the statement with-
out malice. He has nothing againsi anyone
in partiealar but has stated the facts con-
cerning his resignation from the Police
Force. The statement is as follows:—

Albert Victor Penrose atated, when inter-

viewed by Mr. Yates and later by Detective-
Sergeant 8. A. Smith:—

I am willing and prepared to give evidence
along the lines following, at any subsequent
inquiry which might be held into the mal-
administration of the Police Force of W.A,
under the present Commissioner of Poliee,
John Doyle.

I have perused this statement and find it
correct,

I am the sole proprietor of the Victor Pen-
rose Photographic Studios, Central-avenue,
Perth, I am also the president of the Pro-
fessional Photographera Association of Aus-
tralia.

In 1829, whilst T was a member of the
Police Foree, I took over control of the C.I.B.
Studio and, from a comparative disorganisa-
tion I built up a combined department com-
prising photographie and fingerprint sections,
and record, scientific and identification aee-
tions.

I was in full charge of this department with
the brevet rank of Deteetive-Sergeant of
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Police, and eventually finished with a staff of
13 persons.

Thinga went on smoothly until John Doyle
took over the Commissionership,

From then on things went far from wall,

His unreasonable and pig-headed attitude
and lack of understanding soon madec them-
selves apparent,

One day men came along from the P.W.D,,
withyut warning to me or anyone else there,
to start effeeting alterations in the section
where I was housed,

No notifiention had been sent to me by
Doyle so that I could make preparations,

I had previonsly cxpressed a wish in the
presence of some of my staff and in the pre-
senre of some plainclothes men on that floor,
to have a grill door installed,

1 told the men from the P,W.D, that they
would first have to give the plainclothes men
time to shift and me to get prepared before
they vould start work,

Bhortly after this Doyle rang for me to
come to his office. There, in the presence of
the P.W.D, men he barked at me, ‘*You want
a grill? Well vou are not geing to get ome.’’

I told Doxle that T had not ns yet asked
unyone for a grill. He replied, ‘‘Yes you
did, T was told.’!

He then said, ‘'Here is the plan. Tt will
be done on those lines and you get no grill,
understand?™’

He was insulting and Jdomineering in front
of the strangers, and with the position I held
it can he well imagined how I felt.

T waited until the strangers had left and
T went back into Doyle’s office and said, ‘' Mr,
Dovle, anvone who told you that I asked for
a grill is a liar, and T wish to know who
it was that told you this.”’

Doyle refused at first to tel] me but then said
that one of the plainclothes men from the
game floor had told him that and that he,
Doyle, was telling me that I was not going
to get a grill

This was perhaps trivial but it showed
Doyle’s attitude to me and the fact that he
was prepared to take the word of a junior
man over a thing whieh did not even councern
him.

Some time nafter Doyle became Commis-
sioner, whilst T was still struggling to build
up the braneh, and work had increased be-
yond all bounds, I tried hard to <onvince
Doyvle that T needed at least one extra man
to assist me. Doyle at last sent Mr. Bentley,
the secretary to he, down and I went into
things thoroughly with him.

Ritting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. YATES: The statement of ex-Detec-
tive-Sergeant Penrose continued—

Mr. Bentley recommended to Doyle that I
Le given an extrn man. This was not good
enough for Doyle and he sent Imspector Read
down to go through things with me,
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Inspector Read recommended an extra man,

Doyle later came down with Constable Ed-
wards and he told me that he was putting
Edwards there with me for three months to
see what improvements eould be made, and to
see whether the extra man I had asked for
was really needed, He told Edwards in front
of t;{ze to report direct to Inspector Read every
week,

What an insult to me, to first put o junier
man, a constable, in, {0 ‘‘mugpgest improve-
ments and report over my hena to Inspector
Read.”’

I told Mr. Doyle there and then that fol-
lowing the recognised rule, Edwards would
report to me as he was a junier man and that
I would forward his reports on to Inspector
Read, with my comments on same.

Doyle then told Edwards, in my presence,
to report to Imepector Read at the end of
thres montha and te report to him direet and
not through me.

My feelings could weli he imagined, as both
I and my staff realised that Doyle was de.
liberately belittling me.

At the end of the three months Edwaraa
reported direet te Read, and recommended the
extra man, and alse two minor alterations,
which T had already asked for in a report
and which Doyle had refused to graot me.

T then applied for P.C. Stevens, who had
had 18 months’ experience in this work, and
who had n medical certificate exempting him
from beat duty, but Doyle refused me this
man and sent me P.C. Reilly,

Time and again, improvements I suggested
to Doyle and suggestions made to him by me
for the betterment of this department were
treated by Doyle with the usual refusal and
total lack of co-operative understanding, and
I had a constant uphill battle againat his
fault-finding and well known pin-pricking,
which T could not tolerate.

In consequence of this things became harder
and I was convinced that Doyle’s antagonism
wag deliberate and studied.

I had seen the interfering methods whieh
he was extending to other branches of the ser-
viece gnd the fear which appeared to be in-
stilled in inspectora of other hranches na well
as the C.I.B., but I was not prepared to be
intimidated by Deoyle,

This power that Doyle has, by virtue of his
office, was well realised by all ranks, and this
is the main reason why ingpectors will not
stick to the men when they should do, purely
for fear of what Doyle could and would do
to them and what would happen to them.

I ¢an say from my own experienco and my
personal knowledge that the man who stands
up to Doyle and shows that he is not afraid
of him lasts for a very short time, even though
he might be one of the best on the job,

Then ecame the appreach of the Finger-
print Conference in the East, which is of
the most importance, and is attended by the
heads of the Fingerprint Departments from
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the other States. I had previously attended
two of these conferences, as the Fingerprint
Head and representative of the W.A. Police
Force,

These conferences, held yearly, iuvolve the
adaption of new methods and special co-
operation between Btates, discussion of exist-
ing methods, and alteration of administration,
and it was imperative that the head of the
burean, who understands things in their en-
tivety, must attend.

It eould readily be understood, that if a
junior man was sent to attend then he would,

on his return, have to instruct the head of *

the burean in anything new adopted, or new
system agreed upon there, which, of course,
wouldl be farcical.

Three weeks before this partieular confer-
ence was due to be held in the East, I had
received no usual notification from Deyle or
Inspeetor Read that I was to attend,

I interviewed Inspector Read, then C.IB.
head and told him that as there was so much
stuff to prepare for the conference, I wanted
official notification that I was to be sent so
that I could start the preparations without
delay,

Read went to Doyle's office and when he
returned he informed me that Doyle had told
him that he, Doyle, had decided on a man
to send but that he, Doyle, refused to disclose
that man's name to me.

I told Inspector Read that if he did not
at once agsk Doyle for the name of the man
whom he intended should go to the econference,
then I myself would go and interview Doyle
at onee in his office,

Read said to me, ‘“Don’t you do that,
Doyle will be real mad at you and then you
will be for it.’’

When Read saw I was determined he went
to Doyle’s officg again,

Read then gent for one of my ataff named
Constable Baird, and took us both into his
office. Read gaid te me, ‘‘ Ther Commissioner
has deeided to send Constable Baird, and not
vot, to the Fingerprint Conference.’?

I then said, ‘Congratulations, Jack,”’ and
shook Baird’s hand, and I turned to Inspector
Read and said, *‘T will be back in {wo minutes;
that will be as long as I will take to write
out my resignation from the Foree.”’

I then went out and wrote out my resigna-
tion from the Force, asking for it to take
effect a8 from the date of Baird’s return from
the East and the conference.

On receiving my resignation, Doyle imme-
diately agsked in writing for the reason for
my resigning and I put in a page and a half,
on the lines on which this statement runs.
This is on my personal file at Police Records
Branch, Chief Office.

I might say that investigation will show
that my hard work entirely, my honesty of
purpose, and the knowledge which I brought
with me into the Force when I joined it, was
responaible for the ecreation of the Finger-
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priat, Secientific, Reecord and Photographie
Burean, as it is today.

Constable Baird was later given the rank
of Brevet Detective-Sergeant and was put in
charge of what I created out of practically
nothing, and the only changes that Baird has
since made were those which I had previously
recominended (vide reports on record), amd
which Doyle refused to agree to instal.

I left the Force in 1945, having been forced
to give up a job which I had put all I knew
into and which I had mapped out as my
career and my only satisfaction lies in know-
ing that I left behind, in the Force, a com-
paratively good and efficient bureau, built
by me, with the help of a reliable staff, who,
with me, had only the interests of the Police
Department at heart, and were not running
the Force for the benefit of themselves,

22/5/1947, Perused by Mr. Penrose, and
accepted as correet, and copy retained by him.
Witness, 8. A. Smith, Det.-Sergeant, 1488.

Those are the reasons for the resignation
of a man who had achieved something
worth-while, not only for the department
here, but also for the benefit of police de-
partments throughout Australia. His work
bad been commended at various inter-State
conferences; he was in elose touch with the
heads of departments in other States, and
for the Commissioner of Police to refuse
to send the head of the department to that
conference in itself proves that there musi
be substance in the allegations submitted
by various members of the Foree.

I shall next deal with a statement by a
detective stationed outside the metropolitan
area, namely, in the electorate of Northam.
It is a statement by George Winning under
date of the 17th May, 1947 and reads—

Sub C.LB.,
Northam, 17th May, 1947,

I am n detective stationed at Northam. I
joined the forece on the 30/3/29 and have not
a mark against my record. I joined the C.I.B.
on the 20/4/38 under Inspector Doyle, as he
wag then, and was not leng in finding ont that
he was a hard taskmaster, and a man who had
never a word of praise or encouragement for
work well done, but knew how to use bhis
cynical and caustic tongue if everything did
not meet with his approval.

I had heard of this, but when I went into
the branch, determined to dismiss thege rumours
from my mind. I worked hard and long, and
my wife and child, my home and my soeial
obligations were put to one side so that I
could do the best that in me lay.

I was not very successful, as I am of a
nervous type, and it was not long before he
was venting his wrath on me for petty things,
largely due to my ignorance of procedure asg
applied to that particular office, It was hein-
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ous crimg not to find out what so and so was
doing. If you knew what he was doing, you
ought to have found out where he lived, ecte.,
ete. A failure to put in a comma was also the
signal for criticlsm and the application, in an
angry fashion, of a red pencil. After heing
eriticised for this or that, you might try to
explain, but it would not be listened to and
your diary would be thrown across the table,
and was frequently picked up frem the floar.
To add to ome’s discomfiture, one’s colleagues
would all be waiting their turn outside the
door, which was open, and between their con-
v_s:;satinns would hear what was going on in-
Blde.

In spite of this treatment, in which T noticed
I was not alone, but had many others who were
also treated similarly, T still strove to make
allowanees for Mr. Doyle, although as time
went on T began to see that no one could hold
an opinion that was at varianee with his, and
that he was always right, As a very junior
officer, T granted that on Police procedure he
was no doubt right, but as for many other
matters, T formed the opinion that he was
merely displaying an inferiority ecomplex and
pave every indieation of a man who was trying
to ghow his power.

Not long after T went up to the C.I.B., Perth,
I had the necessity to eonduct a ‘‘line-up’’
in connection with the theft of some clothing,
and a eriminal, whose name T just forget, was
hrought into Roe Street Lock-up, into the
exercise yard, and mingled with the line while
a second-hand dealer named Beckman eame
over, hut failed to pick the man out. I was
assisted in this by Detective-Sergeant J. W.
Jones, who made all the arrangements at his
own suggeation,

Next day, in reading my diary, Mr. Doyle
noticed that T had booked uwp attending the
identification parade with the dealer ‘‘in the
Roe Street Lock-up,”’ and he demanded to
know by what right T had brought a dealer
into a Police Yock-up, and did T not know that
he could claim compensation for wrongful
arrests, ete., ete,

As it had not been arranged by me, and ns
I had heard that that was where the line-ups
were always held, I claimed ignorance of the
procedure, but in my stumbling way let drop
that there was another officer with me. Mr,
Doyle then demanded to know whe he was,
and I declined to tell him. He became very
angry and asked me if I knew whom I was talk-
ing to. I said I did, but that surely he eould
not ask me to tell him. He said, ‘“Do you
mean io tell me that you refuse to disclose
the officer’s name?’’ T said, ¢'Mr. Doyle,
you surely realise the position that you are
placing me in, as I have no desire to be an
informer.’’ He went red with anger and said
something about my audacity in refusing to
tell, and also something about what would
have happened if he had been asked a similar
question by a previous chief of the CLB.,
Steve Condon.

Tt is needless to say that after such an en-
counter, I felt emotionally upset for some time,
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and got very little from him ezch meorning,
exeept a grunt when I spoke to him. In this
I consoled myself that I was not alone, and
the atmosphere of the whole place was not the
happy place it could have been, but the abode
of terror, and fear, with men walking around
and talking in whispers. On days when he way
away from the office, the c¢hange was remark-
able. Tt was about this time that Detective-
Sergeant Richardson coined the term ‘‘Happy
Jack,'’ and this was applied in a sly manner
to Mr. Doyle, behind his back.

It seemed to me then that this man wae
losing the loyalty and respect and friendship
of the most energetic body of men it was my
good fortune to join, and T thought how dif-
ferent things might have been had he the
happy knack of being able to handle+men and
get the hest out of them by being a friend
instead of a tyrant.

Some time in February, 1840, I was ata-
tioned at Leederville Sub-C.I.B., and Detective-
Sergeant Richardson and I had occavion to
take a young un-naturalised Italiam, then liv-
ing at Herdsman's Lake, to the police station
there for questioning regarding a complaint of
obseene exposure. We had previously spent
some time watching this Ytalian riding his
motor eyele up and down Newcastle Street,
where the offence had taken place, hut it =0
happened that he did not operate the nights
we were there, and the girls could nat swear
to his photo. He became very insclent at the
police atation and 23 we had no evidence we
had to let him go. He threatened us with all
sorts of thines, but as he was of the coecky
Ttalian type, we took little notice. Tle had
been a corporal in the Ttalian Army and made
a boast of having hayoneted a numher of help-
less Abyssinians during the Italian invasion
of Eritrea around 1936-37.

The next day Mr. Doyle called Detective-
Sergeant Richardson and me into his office, and
with the rest of the staff listening in at the
door, aceused us of having bullied and harried
this Italian and of having kicked and cuffed
him, which wé denied. He told va that the
Ttalinn had complained to Father Valentine,
of West Perth, who had in turn eontacted him.
He told us that he did not believe us, and,
though we were guiltless, we were dismissed
like naughty children,

This episode had a sequel, as far as T was
conrerned, as a few days later T was trane-
ferred to Fremantle, where many weeks elapsed
before I could get a place to stay, and in the
meantime, my wife and child were staving at
Maylands. T would require much to convince
me that this transfer was not the result of
Mr. Doyle’s desire to discipline me, and it witl
be interesting to watch how he gives vent to
the same desire in a suhgequent interview in
1947.

On the 24/5/44 I was transferred to Sub-
C.1.B., Northam, where I have heer compara-
tively happy, away from the unrest and dis-
satisfaction existing in Headquarters, Perth.

I worked hard and long in order to carry out
the work here, with the full knowledge that
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I had taken the place of a fellow detective
(Cresswell) who lad heen transferred becanse
of gome dispute ever hours being worked and
days off. I decided to waive that and handle
each job as it came, and in the main have been
fairly successful, although much time was
taken up in waiting for train tramnsport to the
varipus police stations, numbering 22 in all,
which are included in my territory. The East-
ern Digtriet, in which I am the only detective,
embraces now from Westonia down as far ns
Brookton, but when I eame here it included
Southern Cross. It also takes in Dalwallinu,
on the Mullewa line, and extends to Narembeen
and Bruce Rock on the one side and round all
the looplines as far as Bencubhin,

This faet was well known here, and several
times when sheep-owners rang for me in con-
neetion with losses, they would find I was away
and not likely to be back for some days. The
matter was brought up without my knowledge
at a meeting in Northam of the branch of
the Royal Agricuitural Society and the echair-
man, ;Robert McMillan, Esq., of Spencers
Brook, moved that the Commissioner of Police
he written tp and asked to consider supply-
ing me with a4 ear. As a result of this letter
I wns called to Perth urgently, although I
was busy at the time, and paraded to the
Commissioner by Inspector Lewis, I was ae-
cused by Mr. Doyle of having been instru-
mental in getting the Society to put the pro-
position up, and also told that must have
been talking as how else would people know
that a lot of my time was wasted travelling by
trains. I denied this and was plainly told that
[ was not believed. A report which I had sent
in about the same time suggesting that the
Brands Act be brought up to date (it has not
been amended sginece 1927-28 and it is not now
poseible to look up and find the owner of a
certain brand, as it was intended it should be)
I pointed out that if this were dome it would
be of great assistance to myself and other
Police in sheep stealing enquiries. Mr. Doyle
most irritably criticised my request and asked
me if I knew this would cost the Government
so much. He asked me what T thought it had
to do with me, and told me T was taking too
much on myself, This was all the thanks I
received for an effort to assist in gomething
whieh T had firat hand knowledge of.

Later I sent in a report suggesting a ques-
tionnaire in connection with taking sheep
stealing reports, to Inspector Lewis who was
at first quite enthusiastic to have it made an
Order, but nothing hag come of it and it is
possible that the dead hand of the Master is
responsible for this algo. This was towards
the end of 1945 from memory as I have no
record, but I know that the Northam Agri-
cultural Society felt very upset at the reply
they received from Mr. Dayle, and as I feared
that I would be exposed to his spleen if further
efforts were made, 1 personally went and asked
Mr. MeMillan and Mr. Byfield, the president
and secretary respectively, to drop all further
correspondence, whick they very reluctantly
did. T feel sure they will support me in this.
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I returned to Northam again emotionally
upset and in a mental turmoil to think that
such action could take place ang I be exposed
to eriticism without having redress, I knew
that had the ear been granted, I could have
done twice the work in the same time and gone
further afield to aid other Police, but I alse
knew that unless I kept quiet, I would simply
be transferred and as it did not svit me, T
gaid nothing beyond asking the two men I have
mentioned for various reasone, to drop the
matter.

I again ‘‘merited’’ Mr. Deoyle’s displeas-
ure on the 10/4/47 when 1 was again paraded
before him by Inspector Lewis in connection
with o reference to Brother Keaney to which
he took exeeption in a Character Report sub-
mitted by me to the Trial Judge concerning
Francis Stoyal Nelson, committed for trial at
Northam 22/3/47.

T have never secen a greater exhibition of
display of s0 called ‘“power?’ as he tried to
make me admit to something which I would
not, oy I had me guilty intent, and submitted
the report in all good faith. T simply re-
corded what Nelson had teld me regarding his
treatment by Brother Keaney at Clontarf, and
although I did not believe it, I made no com-
ment from a lack of desire to appear biassed.
I was told that it amounted to defamation, and
that my aetion would be put before the
Inspectors later, as I was due to be promoted,
and that it was possible it might affect my
promoticn. He also made remarks about my
having been too leng in the country and re-
quired bringing back to the eity for diseiplin-
ing.

He also declined to believe that the Police,
Sergeant Tunstill, Constables Larsen and Pip-
pen whose good work I had drawn under the
noticz of Inspector Coppinger, were worthy of
recommendation.

He alzo became very annoyed with me when
I refused to admit that I had made a mistake
and in a snbsequent minute stated that I had
tried to suggest that Brother Keaney’s treat-
ment of the man Nelson, was responsible for
his committing the assanlt and robbery, I
answered his remarks in the file and denied
that sueh was my intention and that he had
put & wrong construotion on the report. He
replied that I had repeated as a faet, some-
thing told me by a garrotter, and that I haa
submitted this without apy attempt to find
out if it was true or otherwise,

I had prepared to reply to this when he
called at this office in passing through Nor-
tham on the 12th inst. and after some dis-
eussion he accused me of being in Nelson's
‘‘gorner’’ which I denied and teld him that he
had placed a wrong construction on my report
and T still maintain this is se.

At the same time, I felt that undue import-
anee had been attached to the matter, and
while feeling sorry that I bave given anyone
the impression that I reflected on the character
of Brother Keaney, I feel very deeply hurt
that a construction was put on the remark
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which I never intended should be done, and
that Mr. Doyle refuses to see my angle, and
declines to drop the matter apparently until
he has made me grovel, which of course he
will never be able to. I feel that following
the incident with the Italian at Leederville, he
bhas made this a matter of religion, and in-
tends to discipline me.

The interview with him took place just be-
fore I went to Supreme Court 10/4/47 and
after being under the lash of bis tongue for
over half an hour, I was allowed to go. It
did not matter that I had an important case
in Court. It was a matter of no importance
that I left his office in a most nervous state,
and emotionally upset. I had said something
which he had taken exception to, and I must
be punished, It was of no importance that
the report had already passed through In-
spector Coppinger’s hands and Inspector
Lewis’s hands first and they had said nothing.
When it came to the pineh they both admitted
they had not had time to read it, so T was left
to take what was coming. I now feel that no
matter how I beat Mr. Doyle on paper, I will
be the loser in the end and that he will ulti-
mately win. As a matter of fact, this last
episode has almost got me down, and I have
heen thinking very seriously of getting out and
into something else. It is pretty tough after
putting nearly 18 years into a job and working
hard, to receive treatment like this. If I had
a record of any kind it might be different, but
I have mever had a stain on my character while
with the Department.

I feel that Mr. Doyle and Mr. Lewis repre-
sent a spirit which must be kept under,
namely that of the ruole by fear. T feel that
in their treatment of the men under them, they
both border on the margin of sadism, especi-
ally Mr. Doyle. T am sure from watching his
face and eyes on my visit to his office on the
10/4/47 that he was deliberately baiting me,
and enjoying the sensation. I feel that such a
man is not fit to hoid such a position, Tt
might have been quite the thing in Ireland
during the late Vietorian era, but it is not
wanted in a free Australia of 1947. (Signed:
G. Winning.)

Here is a statement signed by Clarence
Grossman,

The Minister for Housing: Will you con-

nect this up with the motion for the pro-

duetion of the papers velating to Sergeant
Kendall?

Mr. YATES: Yes. All the statements
submitted under this motion hinge on the
final report I am putting in regarding Ser-
geant Kendall's inquiry. I consider that
he was the only man in the Foree who had
the courage to stand up for his rights.
These other men are backing up his state-
ments; and the reason Sergeant Kendall's
case is the only one dealt with in the terms
of the motion is that he has submitted in-
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formation to me which I have passed on to
the Minister and which affeets him only.
But all these statements materially affeet
the whole of the Force and its administra-
tion and the poliey of the Government in
the future regarding appointments, promo-
tions and transfers, I feel that this in-
formation ghould be divulged.

Mr. Hoar: There should be an inquiry!

Mr. YATES: This statement reads—

I am a Deteetive Constable of Police at
present a member of the CI.B., Perth,

T am respeetfully asking that a full inquiry
he held, to investigate the contrel and admin-
istration of the W.A., Police Force under the
present Commissioner of Police John Doyle,

Since Doyle obtained his present rank, the
Police Foree here has Lecome a hothed of
unrest and dissatiafaction, which extends
throughout all branches.

This disgraceful state of affairs is mot
wholly the result of bad conditions we work
under, but more duc to the shocking dictatorial
mathods and attitude on the part of Doyle.

Any person, with only the ordinary degree
of intelligence, knaws that no human being can
work eapably or efficiently whilst being treated
like a dog, or whilst he thus nurses a grievance,
but this is the condition that Doyle expects
the men to work under,

There i3 a limit to the daily use of all forms
of pinpricking and intimidatory methods and
the constant harassing that Doyle subjects the
men to, often through the medium of weak
inspectors, on whom he is using exactly the
same methods.

T have seen inspectors become practically
nervous wreeks, after contact and interviews
with Doyle, as they know that if they do not
go the way he wishes them to go, then they
themselves will be his vietim,

The power that he holds over the men is such
that he ean, and has on a number of occasions,
foreed men back into retrograde departments,
and even out of the Foree, as he did in the
cases of Det. Sergt. Penrose and TInspector
Read.

Read intended staying on until 65 years of
age, but he informed me that Doyle was driv-
ing him nearly insane, and he was counting
the days till he reached 60 years of age and
then he was getting out ag he could not stand
Doyle any longer.

I can say that insofar ag the main body of
the men are concerned, they regarded Read as
an efficient Inspector and no other body of
detectives had worked harder than when under
his jurisdietion, but Doyle had him that way

" that he hardly knew sometimes what he was

doing.

Such econditions existing at present in the
C.I.B. are just the reverse,

There are now, thanks to Doyle’s cunning
move, two inspectors in charge of the C.I.
Branch, Lewis and Brevet Inspector Blight. -
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I might mention that Detective-Sergeant
Lewis has heen replaced by Inspector Find-
lay and Detective-Sergeant Lewis was
transferred to Fremantle. This statement
was made out prior to that trapsfer. It
continues—

Both are giving orders and instructions to
the men, and each has no knowledge of what
the other iy doing. Thus orders given by one
are countermanded by the other causing frie-
tion and chaoa. Blight refers to Lewis, whilst
speaking to junier deteetives, as ‘‘That
pommy b———*’ and like remarks, The morale
of the C.I.B. at present can be well imagined.

We are al) aware that the reason for this
state of affpirs is to create chaos, so that
- Doyle will have an cxcuse to get rid of Lewis
out of the C.ILB., and put Blight in charge
under full inspeetor’s rank, and this will give
Doyle cxelusive control of the C.ILB. Then
woe betide anyone in it, that Doyle wants to
get rid of, With Blight assisting, this would
be an casy problem for Doyle to bring to
fruition. '

Brevet Rank Blight has had a charmed life
ninee Dayle attained power, and it is eommon
knowledge that Blight boasts that he has
‘‘something on Doyle.’’

Doyle has personally told me that he thinks
Read as an inspector was inefficient, but to
see Lewis, floundering, in an endeavour to run
the C.I.B. with the present set up, all stacked
against him by the Blight-Doyle combination,
isIrnﬁ)re than nauseating to the members of the
C.LB.

Unfortunately, as this oppressing system
continues, men hecome abject, and some big
proportion of them are scared to voice their
honest opinions openly. This is more than
obvious to vs who are tied hand and foot
by the Police Regulations under which Dogyle,
if he so wishes, can make or break any man
under his control, He can transfer a man
without explanation, giving him lower rank,
all ““in the interest of the service.’’ T know
of actual eases when men have been enstigated
and transferred owing to domestic troubles
they have had, ome of whom had separated
from a wife who would not give a divorce to
him, in consequence of which lhe was living
with a lady he intended marrying when he
eould. There is an old adage that says, ‘‘Let
him who ia without sin east the first stone ’’
Tt is known throughout the Force that Com-
missioner Doyle’s private affairs leave much
to be desired, but with him, it is apparently a
cage of “‘Don’t do what T do, do what I say
you shall do.’’

Doyle wants everyone to humble himself to
him, and even insists that men in plain ¢lothes
shall raise their hats to him (a distinet breach
of Police Regulations), When any man sticks
up for his rights such as asking for his just
dues, he is referred to by Doyle 2s a tromble
maker, who wants digeiplining, and a transfer
is threatemed.
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The Minister for Housing: I do not
think this has anything tv do with the
administration of the Police Foree.

Mr. YATES: Very well, I will finish at
that. The statement continues in & similar
strain to the others. I have statements
from many members of the Police Force,
and they are all signed. No-one knows
better than a policeman what it means
to sign a document, because it is part
of his work fo obtain statements signed
by people in various walks of life, either
in relation to an offence or an aecident
and 50 on. Policemen know what they
are doing when they sign their names
to doeswments. Referring back to Sergeant
Kendall, the original statementz he gave
contained a precis of his activities with
the Force extending over 25 years, and at
no time did anyone in the Police Depart-
ment say that he was transferred for in-
efficiency. He was transferred for the good
of the service. In the ‘‘Police Gazette’’
of the 17th September, 1947, we find the
following under the heading, ‘‘I’roposed
Promotions®’:—

Notification is hereby given that the names
of the undermentioned members of the Police
Force have been selected by the Selection
Board for promotion, and will be duly sub-
mitted to the next meeting of the Promotional

Board for confirmation or otherwise, in
accordance with Police Regulation 113 (e).

The ""Gazette’’ eontains a list of first-class,
seeond-class, and third-class inspectors, and
then we find among those recommended to
he first-class sergeants the names of
second-elass Sergeant A. C. Cooper; second-
class Sergeant J. M. O’Brien; and third-
class Sergeant G. R. Kendall. The Selee-
tion Board nominated the last named for
appointment as a first-class sergeant. TIn
case he failed on that, he was included in
the next group to be a second-class ser-
geant. These names were selected by
the board which sits to select the various
members of the Police Force for pro-
motien in the ranks. It generally bases
its decisions on efficiency. Seniority has a
lot of bearing, and also whether a man
would make good in the higher positions.
The Police Selection Board in that case
consisted of Chief Inspector Tetterington,
in place of the Commissioner of Police,
who was absent in the Eastern States ac-
cording to information I have received and
have no reason to disbelieve. In addition,
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there were Inspeetors Cameron, Nicholson
and Rowbottom.

The Police Promotional Board sat on the
2nd December to deal with the promotions
nominated by the Selection Board in the
“'Police Gazette.”’ It is usual at the Police
Promotional Board for the inspectors, with
the exception of the one in the North-
West, to come te Perth to meet for the
purpose of lixing or recommending the new
appointments,  On that partieular pro-
motions board sat two brevet inspectors
and the board, after dealing with all the
names mentioned in the list, excluded
Detective-Sergeant Kendall from any pro-
motion—at that time he was Sergeant Ken-
dall—glthough he had been recommended
by the Selection Board to be placed in the
highest category possible—that of first-class
sergeant. Just prior to the month elapsing,
the Commissioner returned from the Kast-
ern Btates. He called a meeting of the
C.I.B. one morning, at which praetically
the whole staff attended. He explained
to them the ncw system of general pro-
motions, whereby detectives instead of
seeking promotion in their own branch, as
had always been the case, could be nomin-
ated for promotion into the uniform branch
when their numerical term came on the
list.

Detectives, in spite of heing nominated
for promotion on the general list, which
meant going back into uniform, could, if
they so desired, forgo that promotion and
elect to remain in the 'C.L.B. and take their
chance on gaining promotion there. If a
detective did forgo that promotion, how-
ever, it meant that other men, either in the
detective office or in the uniform braneh,
actnally junior to them, would automati-
cally jump over their heads as promotion
came ground. Mr. Doyle stated that in his
absence a list of nominations had been
issued in the names of Detective-Sergeants
Flanagan and Smith, and that the names
of Detective-Bergeants Pilmer and John-
son had for some reason heen omitted from
the list, He stated that the Selection Board
had been unconstitutional, and that a fresh
list would be issued and published in the
‘tGazette.”’

It is claimed by the members of the
Force concerned that the Commissioner, in
his absence, found that the name of Ken-
dall had been placed on the list for pro-
motion, and he stated that the board had
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been unconstitutional inasmuch as the
Commissioner was not sitting on it, when
he must have known before he went away
that the Chief Inspector, acting as the
Commissioner of Police, would be discharging
all the duties normally carried out by the
Commissioner. I believe that legal opinion
was obtained—it was against him—that the
board was constituted correctly. Getting
back to this meeting at the C.I.B, after
the Commissioner had told the men of the
new system of promotions, he asked all
those who were not in favour of it to step
forward, or put up their hands. We can
just imagine the feelings of the men. No-
one stepped forward or put up his hand,
and when the Commissioner asked if they
were in favour of the new set-up, they
agreed to it. But they were not very happy,
either within the C.ILB. or outside, about
the new system.

A supplementary list was later published
in the ‘‘Gazette’’ showing the additional
names, two in number, of Detective-Ser-
geants Pilmer and Johnson. Members will
note that the names of Detective-Sergeants
Flanagan and Smith were omitted. I have
a copy of the ‘‘Police Gazette’’ and it does
not show their names, although the first
two are mentioned. Owing to the fact that
Sergeant Kendall eame on before Pilmer
and Johnson, no further promotions were
dealt with. dJust after that the board dis-
banded and their promations were not pro-
ceeded with—that is, the men following
Sergeant Kendall were deleted from the
list. Sergeant Kendall appealed ,three
times through the normal channels to the
various commitiees that are set up in the
Police Department to deal with any man
who has a grievance against the promotion
of ancther officer.

In every case an officer must appeal
against the appointment of someone who
has gone in before him. There is nothing
personal in it; it is just a matter of pro-
cedure. In this particular ease, Sergeant
Kendall three times appealed against the
promotion of another man because, all
things being equal, Kendall should have
been appointed in his place. I eventually
approached the Minister regarding the posi-
‘tion and, after a lot of discussion, he
agreed that an independent inquiry would
be set up to deal with the allegations made
by Sergeant Kendall, and the facts that I
had placed before him. He finally ap-
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pointed Mr. H. D. Moseley to take charge
of the inquiry—eall it a departmental in-
quiry—into the ‘‘demotion” of Sergeant
Kendall. I asked the Minister whether the
man ¢ould have counmsel and bring his
witnesses.

Sergeant Kendall was given a mazimum
of 18 hours in which to prepare his case.
He would have to arrange for witnesses
to come down from various parts of the
country, but the magistrate conducting the
case stated that he was going to proceed
with it immediately and that Kendall
wonld have to manage with the witnesses
he had. He did have a numher there, and
from them the magistrate selected, I think,
five witnesses, or, after hearing five, decided
he had heard enough. It has been stated
to me that Mr. Moseley did not take down
any evidence. He made a few notes on
the evidence submitted to bim, and five
files were presented by the Commissioner
and put in against Sergeant Kendall. Mr.
Moseley is alleged to have said, ‘I am
having nothing to do with the five files sub-
mitted by the Commissioner.  There is
nothing in them. I am wiping my hands
completely of them and I intend to sub-
mit my report to the Attorney General on
the evidence of Sergeant Kendall’s wit-
nesses.’’

He said that if Kendall conld not prove
the case with five of the 20 witnesses who
were present, he would not be able to
prove anything, and after listening to five
of them, he did not want to hear anything
further. In addition, it is stated that he
gave no indieation that the inquiry would
go against Kendall, and in fact led one to
believe, by his remarks, that the case was
in Eendall’s favour. Kendall’s vacancy
at the C.I.LB. was kept open for 14 months.
It was eventually filled by Detective-Ser-
geant . Jones, at the end of that period.
Such a long lapse of time before the fill-
ing of a vacancy has never hefore been
known in the Police Force, and I suggest
there muost have been something in the
mind of the Minister that led him to be-
lieve all was not right concerning the ‘‘de-
motion’’ of this officer, so that the posi-
tion was kept open for that long period
before a final decision was reached in the
case. That inquiry took place last Decem-
ber. I allowed & certain period to elapse,
taking into wecount the faet that it was
Christmas time and that the magistrate,
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Mr. Moseley, was then working on the
Royal Commission on Housing.

I cventually rang the Minister for
_Palice and asked what was the result of
the inquiry. I did not get a very satis-
factory reply, but he told me that he was
handing over the portfolio of Minister for
Police to Mr. Parker, and that I would
have to contact that gentleman in future
regarding police matters. I them ap-
proached Mr. Parker ahout this document
and, as it was an inguiry held at my in-
stigation, I felt T was entitled to read the
report as submitted by Mr. Moseley. From
that day to this I have not been able to
find oat what is in the report. The Min-
ister would not let me peruse it at any
time.

[Resolved: That motions be eontinued.)

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: Were you refused

permissiond

Mr. YATES: Yes, on at least two oe-
casions, the last of which was approxi-
mately three weeks ago in this House,
when I again asked the Minister eould I
peruse the file and he said definitely that
I could not. Questions were then asked
in the House, one by me and one by the
member for Northam, as to the reasons
given in the Kendall ease by Mr. Moseley.
Offhand, I think the answer given was
that the transfer was justified. I am of
opinicn that there is much more in the
report than just those few words. The
inquiry was fairly lengthy and Mr, Mose-
ley iz a man skilled in police work, who
has been associated with the Police Depart-
ment over many years, There must have
been something in that inquiry when, after
listening to five of the 20 witnesses, he
was convinced that he did not want to hear
any more, and from the few points given
to me by those who attended the inguiry,
I know they thought from the remarks of
Mr. Moseley that the inquiry appeared to
he going in Kendall’s favour.

I understand he said there was no truth
in the statement submitted by the Com-
missioner regarding the five files which
evidently formed the basis of the Com-
missioner's findings against Kendall in the
original ‘‘demotion.”’ That is why, after
this long period, I have brought the matter
before the House. The statements I have
received have come from men with long
experience in the Police Force. T know
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they have been loyal officers and that they
have given of their best to this State. They
have risen from the ranks of uniformed
constables, in some cases to the rank of
detective sergeant, first class. One man
in partieular has had 25 years' service, and
can speak three languages.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: Including Ans-
tralian!

Mr. YATES: He is also mentioned in
one of the statements that T have not had
opportunity of reading. He has heen
shelved, in the matter of promotion, from
time to time, Things have not been al-
together of a happy nature in the Police
Forece. I refer principally to a report in
“‘The West Australian’' of the 1st Sep-
tember, 1944, where the heading is ‘‘Police
Affairs,’’ followed by ‘‘Gestapo Methods.
Serious Discontent Alleged.’’ The article
goes on to criticise the Commissioner of
Police, then Mr. D. Hunter, and his methods
of control of the Police Force. Ii was
touched on during the debate on the
Address-in-reply in the Legislative Council
by Hon. H. S. W. Parker. It goes on to
enumerate inquiry hoard happenings, which
happened to concern the defeotive-ser-
geant T have just mentioned, and who gave
sueh loyal service in the Police Force.

This man had been vietimised, and Mr.
Parker was defending him. Throughout the
years, that man has not been able to get
much further ahead, and I fear he will
not unless a complete inquiry is held into
the present administration of the West-
ern Australian Police Force, and a new
basis upon which the future poliecy of the
Force can be established, with an inquiry
into the methods of promotion within the
Police Force, an inguiry as to whether
brevet ranks are desirable within the Police
Force, and an inguiry into the sef-up of
the police promotions board and the selec-
tion board. When those things are done,
Y feel our Police Force will know where
it stands. That would be preferable to
the present method of premotion. T sug-
gest that we revert to the system used in
the A.LF. where officers gained promotion
on seniority up to the rank of major, and
above that rank on selection by the divi-
sional commander or G.0.C, if necessary.

If a man has the requisite qualifications
to be admitted into the Police Force and
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huas passed his probationary period and can
prove, after a period to be fixed, that he
is efficient and able to carry out the duties
not only as eonstable bhut as sergeant, he
should receive promotion on his seniority.
When it eomes to selecting men to be in-
spectors, there should be a different method
used. Men should not automatically go to
that position unless it can be proved, as
was done in the A.JF., that they have
outstanding qualifications that will enable
them to do the work. In the Police Foree
for the rank of inspector a mman should
have qualifications enahling him not only
to assist in administration bat perhaps one
day to take over conirol of the Foree. Of
the bundreds of men in the I’olice Farce,
obviously not all would be capable of be-
coming commissioners.

Many would have certain disabilities that
would appear in later life. That is why
I think the appointment of police in-
spectors should be on the lines I have
suggested, or by some other method that
could be devised to give satisfactiom to
the rank and file of the Force. I stated
that there was nothing against Sergeant
Kendall’'s character on his polier file. It
has been admitted that he was a good man.
I am not going to read the names of the men
who have been promoted recently but I will
leave it to the House to decide whether they
should have been promoted over the head of
a man such as Sergeant Kendall. The fol-
lowing are the records of some of the men
who have been promoted . —

A 1st class Sergeant: Convicted in Perth

Police Court on a charge of assault, Fined
£5 and costa.

A 3rd class Sergeant: A co-respondent in a
divoree proeeedings with name plastered over
all loeal papers. Previously passed over for
promotion on account of this,

A 3rd class Sergeant: Whilst stationed at
Meekering, conduct far from being exemplary.
An affair with a married woman. TLocal larri-
kins tock the police station sign board away
from the DPolice Station, and erected it outside
of the residence of his lady friend, to the utter
diggust of the local residents.

Hon. A. H. Panton. Is that all on their
files

Mr. YATES: To continue—

A 3rd class Sergeant: Transferred from
Pillaging Staff, Fremantle, for ‘‘neglect of
duty.’’ Later appointed to Plain Clothes
Branch but was subsequently transferred back
to uniform after summons for debt had been
rerved on him.
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A 3rd class Sergeant: A bad record for
drunkenness. Last occasion found in a drunken
condition on duty—awas speechless and unable

to state where he Jived, Convieted and
fined £3.
Mr. Brady: Are these recent promotions

within the Police Force?

Mr, YATES: If s man in the Police
Foree is convieted of a minor offence, I he-
leve that after five years, reference to it is
expunged from his record. I do hot know
how old the offences are to which I have re-
ferred, but I do know that they are known
to the Commissioner and ito his senior in-
spectors who do the promoting. If Sergeant
Kendall had had reference of such an
offence on his file he would not have a leg to
stand on because it would be said he had a
bad record for drunkenness and that his pro-
motion could not he recommended. He had
nothing of that nature against him, yet these
men were promoted over his head. Whether
the offences are recorded on their personal

files I do not know. It grieves me greatly to .

have to keep to the motion because 1 could
say quite a lot on police affairs generally.
My remarks would deal with drunken drivers
who have been picked up on the roads,
driving while drunk.

Hon. A. H. Panton:
Police Foree?

Mr. YATES: No, not policemen but
civiians +who have been gble to escape
drunken driving charges and often have es-
caped going hefore a magistrate, I know the
case of one lawyer, who offered a bribe of
£70 to be paid to the Police Boys’ Club if

* the charge of driving while drunk was re-
doeed td that of dangerous driving. There
is the case of another man who was prked
up in Cottesloe close to the Police Station
after a collision, He was definitely drunk
yet his name did not appear in the Press,
and he walked out of the police atation
without even paying the hail money.

The Minister for Housing: Those are
irrelevant matters,

Mr, SPEAKER: These eases are outside
the motion. Unless the hon. member can
bring them into the motion he cannot pro-
ceed.

Mr. YATES: I have brought in enough
to let members know of the complaints re-
garding dissatisfaction in the Police Foree
with promotions, efr., but there are many
other things that require investigation.

Members of the
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On motion by the Minister for Housing,
debate adjourned.

PAPERS--COLLIE COAL.
As to Bluck Diamond Leases.

HON, A. R. G&. HAWKE (Northam)
[8.253]): I move—

Thas all papers dealing with the acquisition
of the coal leases—known as Black Diamond—
by the Electrieity Commission, and the subse-
quent handing back of these leases to the
Amalgamated Collieries Company, be laid upon
the Table of the House,

Before leaving for oversea the Leader of
the Opposition made a number of unsuecess-
ful attempts to obtain an opporiunity to
peruse the papers referred to in this
motion, Ile made his first attempt directly
through the Minister for Mines. He went
to see the JMMinister at the appointed time
and ¢n the appointed day and was handed
some papers which, after perusal, he found,.
by no stretch of the imagination could be-
considered as the more relevant and more
important papers in connection with this
matter. While still at the Minister’s office
he asked if the more important papere
could be made available to him for perusal ¢
After waiting some moments while the
necessary inquiry was made through a elerls
to the Minister he was advised that the
papers were at the Attorney General’s office
and were receiving attention from Crown
Law officers, and consequently could not be
made available.

He nade a request that, as soon as the
papers in question were available, they
should either be sent to him or that he
should be given an opportunity of again
going to the Minister’s office for the pur-
pose of studying them. That opportunity
was never given, The Leader of the Oppo- -
sitior. then placed questions upon the notice
paper asking that the papers be tabled in
order that he, as well as other memblers,
might have an opportunity to study them.
The reply to the question put forward by
the Leader of the Opposition was that the
papers in question were not to be tabled.
Subsequently I understand, the Premier did
guggest to the Leader of the Oprosition
that he should move a motion askine for
the fabling of the papers and if that were
done they would most probably, or possibly,
he tabled.

The Premier; That is the usual procedure.
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Hon, A, R. ¢. HAWKE: It is not the
usual procedure. I know of dozens of im-
stances where Ministers have given mem-
bers an opportunity to study departmental
files in the office of the Minister, and I am
sure that the Premier knows of several
others of that sort as well. However, for
some reason which up to the present is quite
unknown to me, the Government is insist-
ing upon a motion being moved for the tab-
ling of the papers before any member may
have an opportunity to study them.

The State Blectricity Commission was
constituted under an Act of Parliament
passed in 1945. Under the provisions of
the Aet, the Commission was given ex-
tremely important powers in respect to the
generation and distribution of electric eur-
rent. By Section 29, the Commission was
given, amongst other powers, authority to
open, establish, supervise, operate and main-
tain workings for the produetion of coal
or mineral ¢il, briquetting works, and
by-product recovery works. It was also
given power to supply, sell and dispose of
electricity, coal, pulverised coal, ¢il, bri-
guettes or any by-products of its works
and undertakings, In addition, it was given
legal authority to take on lease or sub-lease
any coahuine or coalmining lease or land
bearing coal or shale or mineral oil deposits
within the State with & view to working
the same and producing coal or mineral oil
therefrom,

There can be no doubt that complete legal
suthority exists within the provisions of
the State FElectricity Commission Aect of
1945 to enable the Commission to take pos-
session of coal leases and subsequently to
develop coal deposits for its own require-
ments and, if thought desirable, for the fur-
ther prrpose of making coal available to
other Government departments and private
businesses and individuals who might re-
quire 1t.

The previous Government, in accordance
with its poliey of establishing the Commis-
sion and in accordance with the legal auth-
ority set ont in the Aect, decided to reserve
to the Commission the coal areas in the
Collie district known as the Black Diamond
leases. Previously these leases were held
in the name of Amalgamated Collieries Lid.
The members of the previous Government
considered that it was necessary to give the
Commission coal deposits of its own so that
it might he able, either to produce eoal in
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a direct way for itself, or to employ con-
tractors to produce coael for it, thus ob-
viating the heavy intermediary charge that
the Commission would have to pay if it
were compelled to purchase its coal require-
ments from a coalmining company carrying
on operations in the ordinary way te pro-
duce a profit for its shareholders. We con-
sidered that the Commission, being an en-
tirely new body and slarting from scratch,
would be very heavily handicapped in its
later operations if there were imposed upon
it a mueh higher eost for each ton of coal
it needed than would be necessary if the
Commission were in a direct way to pro-
duce its own requirements.

Our main thought in that direction
centred on the proposed electrie scheme for
the South-West and Great Scuthern dis-
triets. We considered that if the Commis-
sion eculd make arrangements to produoee
its own coal requirements from land com-
prised in leases held by it, it would
thereby save anything from &s. to 10s.
per ton in the price it would pay for roal.
We, az members of the Government, were
naturally anxious to enable the Commission
to do this in order that it might pass on to
consumers of electric power in those distriets
the benefits in lower charges for electric
current. QOtherwise, the Commission obvi-
ously would have to pass on in its charges
for current the prices it had to pay tor the
coal necessary to carry on its undertaking.
In brief, we felt—and members of the Com-
mission also felt—that it would be better to
give the advantages to the Commission’s
consumers rather than to Amalgamated Col-
liegjes Ltd. and its shareholders, or to some
other company and its shareholders.

At that time we had before us the very
successful experience in a similar tield of
the State Electricity Commission of Vietoria,
so it could not be said that we or the Com-
mission were sefting out on something that
was entirely new, on 8 course that was in
no way chartered, or on a road that would
be sure to lead to great losses to the Commis-
sion and its consumers, I think every mem-
ber is sufficiently aware of the remarkable
progress and success of the activities of the
State Electricity Commission in Vietoria
to make it unnecessary for me to detail the
messure of success that has been achieved,
except to say that the Victorian Commission
for many years has, in a direet way,
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operated its own coal deposiis and produced
its own coal requirements, thus escaping
the need for paying the very much inereased
charge for its regnirements that it would
have had to pay had it heen purchasing from
a private company operating in the ordinary
way to make profits.

After the previous Government had re-
served the Black Diamond leases to the Com-
mission—ihe leases had previously belonged
to Amalgamated Collieries Ltd.—the Com-
nission set to work to develop a programme
for testing the extent of the coa] deposits on
land covered by the leases. 8o far as I am
aware, Amalgamated Collieries Ltd., al-
though it had controlled this land for a con-
siderable period, had made no conelusive
attemnt to prove the extent of the coal that
might be under the surface, Members of
the Commission, after consulting with the
appropriate technical vfficers of the Mines
Department, considered that the land com-
prised in these leases offered a reasonable
prospeet of Lhe discovery of substantial de-
posits of eoal which in all probability eould
be worked successfully by what are known,
in the field of eoalmining, as open-cut
methods. In due course, the Commission set
to work to carry out a horing programme on
the land for the purpose of ascertaining be-
yond any shadow of doubt whether it con-
tained sufficient coal to warrant the Commis-
gion opening it up for eoal produetion.

According to replies given in this House
this week by the Minister for Works to
questions asked by the member for Mur-
chison, the Commission expended £2,660 in
the putting down of 68 bores for the pir-
pose of ascertaining at what depth coal
might be obtained and the guantities in
which il might be obtained. I rather think
that the expenditure of £2,660 given by the
Minister for Works in his answer is not the
total expenditure met by the Commission in
connection with its activities covering these
leases, In any event, it is clear that the
Commission did expend out of its funds
nearly £3,000 to test the field and it is also
certain that the tests made by the Commis-
gsion were successful hecause they proved
that eoal could be obtained at varying depths
and in sufficient quantities to warrant the
Commission developing the leases so as to
produce at least its own conl requirements.

In March of last year, whilst the Com-
mission was still busy over its plang for the

s
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develonment of these leases, a change of
Government took place and not many weeks
elapsed before members of the previons
Government were shocked, and members of
the general public were surprised, to read
in the newspapers of a decision made by the
Goversment to hand these leases back to
Amaigamated Collieries of Western Aus-
tralia. By various methods since that date
members of the previous Government fave
tried to asvertain the real reason for the
new Clovernment’s decision; and the reasons
given {rom time to time have varied and
also bave been contradictory, We have not
been allowed up fo this stage to obtain any
information wbatever from the (Government
as to the advice, if any, which the State
Electricity Commission gave to the Govern-
ment on this matter. We have not even been
able to aseertain whether the Government
showed the Commission the courtesy of seek-
ing its views and advice. The probability iw
that the Government ignored eatirely the
members of the Commission, The Govern-.
ment, as a Government, would of course-
have been entitled to ignore the Commis~
sion, but if that eourse were followed hy the
Government it is one which, in the cireum-
stanees, was complefely inexeusable.

The first excuse or reason offered on be-
half of the Government for this decision
was that Amalgamated Collieries possessed
the equipment required to develop an open-
cut on the leases, whereas the State Elee-
tricity Commission had no equipment of any
kind to carry out a similar work. That was
the reason given to the public by the Min-
ister for Mines when his statement cover-
ing the QGovernment's decision was pub-
lished in “The West Australian.” The Min-
ister's statement could not have been the
reason at all, as it was not true. As a
matter of faet, as more than one member
of the House knew at the time, and still
knows, Amalgamated Collieries -has no
equipment of its own suitable for th~ de-
velopment of an open-cut. Therefore, it
was in exactly the same position i~ that
respeet as was the State Bleetricitv Com-
mission, except that, I should say, the fam-
mission was in & better position to obtain
the requisite machinery than was the som-
pany.

At that time and for some considrrable
time previously the company had ‘een
obtaining coal from open-cuts in the Mollie
distriet; but it was being produced frr the
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company by contractors employed by it.
One firm was Bell Bros, and I think Wake-
lam Bros. the other. Kach of those firms
owned sufficient of the requisite machinery
£0 enable it to produce coal for Amal-
gamated Collieries on two different open-
cuts then being worked in the Collie dis-
trict. So it is obvious that the State Elee-
tricity Commission could quite easily have
negotiated with Bell Bros or Wakelam Bros.
to enter into a contract to produce eoal from
the proposed open-cut on the Black Diamond
coal leases, in order to sell direet to the
Commission, in just the same way as Amal-
gamated Collieries had been using the same
system for the two open-cuts which were
already being worked, and in just the same
way as the eompany is operating a similar
system in connegtion with works now being
earried out for Amalgamated Collieries on
the Black Diamond coal leases,

The only differénce—and it is a very
vital difference—is that Bell Brothers, with
their plant and equipment, will produce
coal from the open-cut at the Black Diamond
leases and will sell it to Amalgamated Col-
Heries Ltd. at a profit, and then Amalga-
mated Collieries wili sell the same coal to
the Electricity Commission at another profit.
The State Electricity Commission, therefore,
will be paying a docble profit; whereas if
the Commission had been permitted, as the
previous Government had intended, to make
its own arrangements to obtain its own coal
from these leases, there would bave been,
at the most, only one charge payable, and
that would have been to Bell Brothers
Amalpamated Collieries wonld not have come
into the picture in any shape or form.

So the effeet of the decision of the pre-
sent Government to reverse entirely the
policy of the previous Government and the
policy of the Commission, has been to im-
pose a much heavier expenditure on the
Commission in the purchase of its coal re-
quirements; and because of that, to impose
iz the future a muoch heavier charge on the
vonsamers of electrie power from the Com-
mission on account of the higher cost that
will be involved in the production of that
power. When the Minister for Mines found
that the reason he had advanced for the de-
cision of the Government could not be sub-
stantiated, he dropped it fairly quickly and
sought to put forward other reasons or
excuses to justify its action in the matter,
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The second reason or excuse he submitted
was that the Government would have been
compelled, either voluntarily or by law, to
pay to Amalgamated Collieries a huge sum
in eompensation if the Government and the
Electricity Commission persisted in the
policy of developing the leases and produe-
ing ecoal therefrom without the company
being allowed to obtain a profit from its
production. I understand the Minister for
Mines based his contention upon the fact
that portion of the land contained within
these leases is freehold land and therefore
the absolute property of the company. I
am not sufficiently well informed on that
point at this stage to be able to argue de-
cisively about it; but when the Govern-
ment has placed all the papers in connection
with this matter on the Table of the House,
I and other members will be in a position to
study them closely and take such subse-
quent action as is thought desirable or neees-
sary.

I think it is cortect to say, however, that
most of the land within these leases is
under the direct control of the Mines De-
pariment and not freehold land owmed by
Amalgamated Collieries or anyome else.
The Minister for Mines, at a public meet-
ing at Collie, suggested that the company
had informed him and the Government that
its claim for compensation in this matter,
if the Government did not hand all the
leases back to the company, would be in the
vicinity of £100,000:

Mr. Marshall: What for?

Hon, A. B. G. HAWKE: The Minister
went on to say that no Government could
possibly face a elaim of that magnitude,
because it was roughly the same as the
total amount of coal it was expected could
be produced from these leases. The Minis-
ter did suggest that, if the case were taken
to court, the eompany probahly would not
get the full amount of its claim; but he
and other members of the Government
feared the company might be awarded a
fairly large sum. So that became the ex-
cuse or the reason which the Minister for
Mines put forward why the Government
cancelled the reservation of these leases to
the State Eleetricity Commission and
handed them back to the ecompany. When
he was solidly cballenged at the meeting
on that point, he finally took refuge in the
claim that the decision of the Government
was made because it did not believe in
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Sociglism and was in no way prepared to
produce coal as g Government or through
any Government instrumentality,

So if the Premier or any Minister of the
Government fakes part in this debate, I do
ask that the real reason why the Govern-
ment made the decision it did in this matter
might be clearly stated to the House and
to the country. If the decision was based
on its disbelief in Socialism or any activi-
ties smacking of Socialism, it is a remark-
able thing that the Government’s policy
differs drastically in this regard from that
of the Liberal-Country Party Government
in Victoria and the Liberal-Country Party
Government in South Australia. In Vie-
toria, as I said earlier, there is a State
Electricity Commission. That Commission
has been operating successfully and on a
very large seale in that State for many
vears, Fairly recently the new Liberal-
Country Party Government in Vietoria
introduced legislation to increase the eapi-
talisation of the Commission there by an
amount of, I think, at least £20,000,000, to
engble the Commission to develop more
coa) deposits and to carry out further capi-
tal works In connection with the genera-
tion and distribution of eleetric power in
Vietoria.

So whilst the Liberal-Country Party
(overpment in Vietoria is going in for
Socialism in the field of electric power
generation and distribution in a very large
way, a similar Government in this State
vefuses to allow its own State Electricity
Commission to have the opportunity to
produee its own coal requirements in order
that it might benefit consumers. The
Commission would not want to produce its
own coal Tequirements, either with its own
equipment or through a contractor, such as
Bell Bros., except for two reasons, the first
being to ensure, as far as is humanly pos-
sible, the continuity of suffieient supplies
of coal for its needs, and the second. to
obtain those supplies at the lowest possible
cost. The South Australian Government has
been working for several months now on
the development of coal deposits at a centre
known as Leigh Creek. That Government
did not try to get a private company to
carry out this development work and pro-
duction, but set out to do it itself.

The Attorney General: How de you know
it did not try?
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The Minister for Housing: I shall bave a
word on that. 1 have just come from Ade-
laide. Thbe hon. member has come trom
Adelaide, too.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: That is right.
If the South Australian Government did in
the beginning try to get a private company
to undertake this work, it failed. If the
argument is to be put forward that because
it tried, first of all, to get a private com-
pany lo undertake the work, it proves it was
not in favour of taking on socialism—if that
ig the right term—in any shape or form,
then I think it can be completely destroyed
by the fact that the Government of that
State, not so many months ago, took over
completely, by Act of Parliament, the assets
of the Adelaide Electricity Co., which was
a private company and bhad for many years
generated and distributed all the electrical
power in the metropolitan area of South
Australia, and throwgh many parts of the
country districts of that State,

I put forward these points to indicate
that there are Governments, other than
Labour Governments, in Australia which are
prepared, in the public interest, to under-
take in a direct way the production of coal
for use in connection with eleetrieal power
undertakings, and also to carry on those
power undertakings as complete State-
owneC units so that the great public utility
of generating and distributing electrical
power will, all the time, be under complete
public control. 1 mentioned earlier that
roughly 120,000 tons of coal per annum are
likely to be praduced from this open-cut
which is being developed on the Black Dia-
mond leases. I am quite positive that if the
State Electrieity Commission had been given
the right by the Government to make & con-
tract with Bell Bros. to produce coal from
that open-cut, for direet sale to the Com-
mission, it would have obtained the coal for
at least 5s. a ton less than it will now have to
pay because of the fact that it will have to
hand over to Amalgamated Collieries Ltd. a
double or second profit.

1f the saving were to be only Ds. a ton,
it would, on the basis of 120,000 tons of
coal a year, mean approximately £30,000
per annum to the Commission. T suggest
to the Government that that is & 3ubstantial
saving and one which is worthy of the prae-
tice by the present (fovernment of even a
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small amount of socialism, if that is the
correet term. As a matter of faet, this stand
by the present Government on the “no
socialism’” platform is a bit silly, and
thoroughly amusing, because, if the work of
the Government since it came into office is
closely studied, it will be found that most
of its activities have been in connection with
the furtherance of socialism of some kind
or other in Western Australi.

Mr. Bovell: You have a fertile imagina-
tion. ’

Hon. A. K. G. EAWEKE: No. It is not
correct for the member for Sussex to sug-
gest that I have a fertile imagination. Al
I think I have is the ability to observe those
things that are clearly to be seen. I am
surprised the hon. member has nrot that
ahility. 1 suggest the Government cannot
possibly justify its action in connection with
these leases, T am surprised the Minister
for Works has never said anything in this
House, or anywhere else, ahout this matter
beranse, in addition to being Minister for
Works, he is the Minister in charge of the
State Electricity Commission. 1t is certam
that the future work of the Commission has
heen struck a fairly injurions hlow by the
deeision of the Governmont to refuse to
sllow it to proceed with its plans to de-
velop eoal on the Black Diamond leases, or
any portion of them.

I know it was suggested, when this mat-
ter was previonsly discussed in the House,
that the State Electricity Commission might
not be able to produce coal as cheaply as
Amalgamated Collieries will be able to sell
it to the Commission, when that company
is producing coal from this open-ent. The
snzeestion there, of course, was that the
State Flertricity Commission would net be
ahble to operate nearly ag efficiently or eco-
nomically as would the ecompany. I think
anyone who has studied the work of this
company on the coalfields will know that its
methods have not been the acme of efficiency
or ceonomy. The member for Collie, in his
speech the other night on the Address-in-
reply debate, made that very elear to us.

Mr. Styants: The Royal Commissioner did
not think too much of them, either.

Mon. A. R. &. HAWEE: More than one
Roval Commission has severely criticised the
lack of efficiency and economy in the
methods adopted by this company. THow-
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ever, the answer to that contention or sug-
gestion is that the Eleetricity Commission
would, had it been allowed by the present
Government to do so, most probably have
purchased its coal requirements direet from
Bell Bros. or Wakelam Bros. at a set con-
tract price per ton. I am fairly suve that
if either of* those firms had beemn given
the opportunity to produce coal from an
open-cut on the Black Diamond leases,
for sale to the Commissten, they would
have agreed by contraet to sell to it at a
price no higher than that in the contract
now extsting between Bell Bros. and Amal-
gamated Collieries Ltd. Therefore there
would not have been the possibility of the
State Electricity Commission itself being the
mining medium and, as & State instru-
mentality, perhaps allowing expensive and
inefficient methods to ereep in—not that I
suggest for one moment members of the
Commission would have done that.

PFrom whatever angle this question is
examined it becomes obvious that the con-
sumers of eleetric power in this State are
in future going to pay dearly, in pounds,
shillings and pence, for the decision of the
Governmeny in taking these leases away
from the State Electricity Commission aad
bhanding them back to Amalgamated Col-
lieries Limited. The constmers will not
appreciate the action of the Government in
this matter, especially in the present period
when the prices of so many things are
rising snd when everyone in the State
—espeeially the family man—is finding it
increasingly difficult to balance his domestic
budget. Members of the Government would
not be wise to thirk that, beeause they made
this decision, the matter is more or less
at an end so far as they are concerned.
They would be even less wise to think that
the only people complaining about the GGov-
ernment’s decision are members of the
Opposition in this Parliament.

As time goes on and opportunities are
given to many of the people concerned te
express an opinion, T think it will be dis-
covered that they decisively condemn the
Government’s decision, and feel that the
direct operation of these coal resources hy
the State Electricity Commission would be
preferable and advisable in order that the
production eost of power generated hy the
Commission might be kept at the lowest
possible figure, Although the Government
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might in its general policy oppose State
enterprise I suggest there are—even lo a
Government of the class of the present one
—certain vital undertakings, affecting the
life of the people, that must be protected
in the interests of the population as a
whole.

The Attorney General: We have tried to
do it with the railways, but they have not
proved a great success.

Hon, A. R. G. HAWKE: I do not at
this stege wish to enter into a discussion
on the railways, though I quite understand
why the Attorney General is anxious fo get
away from the question now before the
House. If there were to be a thorough
stocktaking of the railway system, especially
in regard to the value it has conferred on
the State in the development of our lands
and the production of agricultural and
mineral wealth, T am sure the railways would
be shown to have thoronghly justified their
existenee,

Mr. Marshall: They have paid this State
handsomely.

Hon, A. R. G. HAWKE: That is so. It
might well be that a different method of
accountancy must be adopted in the years
of the future. In view of the assurance
given by the Premier to the Leader of the
Opposition and myself that these papers
would be tazbled when the motion was
moved, I do not desire to go further into
the matter at the present stage. Afier the
papers have been tabled and members have
had opportunity of going thoroughly inte
them and studying them in detail, members
of the OQpposition, at all events, will reserve
to themselves the right to take such further
action as they might feel is justified.

On motion by Mr. Brand, debate ad-
journed,
BILL—FRICES CONTROL.
Retorned from the Council with amend-
ments,

House adjourned at 9.15 p.m.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers,

QUEBTIONS.
ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES.

As to Logz on Current io Municipalities and
Railways.

Hon. A. THOMSON (without notice)
asked the Honorary Minister for Agri-
cultore:

On the 1st September 1 asked a
question dealing with electricity supplied by
the Government. Part of the question was
answered, bunt I alse asked if a complete
statement would be obfained from the
Auditor Generzl showing the loss incurred
in supplying the electrieity below cost for
the years 1946, 1947 and 1948 respectively,
Can the Honorary Minister now answer my
question ¢

The HONORARY MINISTER replied:

I discussed this matter with the Minister in
charge of the Electricity Commission and he
has made representations to the Auditor
General for the report. I understand it
will take a little time fo get the information
but the matter will no{ be overlooked. As
soon as the information is available, it will
be laid on the Table of the House,

GALVANISED WIRE AND NETTING.
Ay to Utilisation of Imported Material,
Hon, A. L. LOTON asked the Honorary

Minister for Agriculture:

In answering my question No. 1 on Tues-

day, the Honorary Minister advised that of
the 4,000 tons of rods imported, 248 tons



