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Tuesday, the 20th March, 1973

The SPEAKER (Mr. Norton) took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.
DEPUTY CHAIRMEN OF COMMTTEES

Appointment
THE SPEAKER (Mr. Norton): I wish to

inform the House that I have appointed
the member for Mirrabooka (Mr. A. IR.
Tonkin). the member for Dale (Mr. Rush-
ton), and the member for Roe (Mr. W. 0.
Young), to be Deputy Chairmen of Com-
mittees during the present session.

WASTEPAPER BINS
Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER (Mr. Norton): I wish to
bring to the notice of members that, for
their convenience, a wastepaper bin has
been provided under each seat to replace
those we have been kicking all the time.

QUESTIONS (30): ON NOTICE
1. ECONOMY OF WESTERN

AUSTRALIA
Statement

Mr. R. L. YOUNG, to the Premier:
Will he make available to the
Leader of the Opposition a full
statement of the State's economic
situation and the state of the
Treasury as at 31st December,
1973 so that the new Government
elected in 1974 will be aware of
the full effect of the present Gov-
ernent's administration prior to
the general election?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
The question is clearly hypothe-
tical and appears to be motivated
by the member's wishful thinking,
and a desire to be mischievous,
rather than by any genuine wish
to seek information.

Mr. Graham: Hear, hear!
2. BEACH EROSION

Mandurah
Mr. RUNCIMAN, to the Minister for
Works:

(1) Is he aware that the beach erosion
north of Hensman Street, Mvan-
durah, is continuing?

(2) Is he also aware that there Is a
*real danger and threat to many
homes in the adjacent Silver
Sands area if the erosion is not
checked?

(3) What is the immediate planning
of his department to arrest this
situation?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:

3.

(1)
(2)

Yes.
There is a real risk of loss of or
damage to the Ormsby Terrace
Road pavement between Henson
Street and Priam Road. The dwell-
ings are not in any immediate
danger.

(3) A contract has been awarded for
sand to be carted for beach restor-
ation work in the Henson Street-
P1-iam Road area and work is
about to commence.

BOATS
Registration Fees, and Facilities

Mr. R. L. YOUNG, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) What was the total revenue re-

ceived from private boat registra-
tions for the Years ended 30th
June. 1967 to 1972, inclusive?

(2) What was the cost of administra-
tion and collection of those fees
for each year?

(3) What new facilities have been pro-
vided for private boats from 1st
July, 1966 to 30th June, 1912,
and at what cost?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) and (2) Cost of

Revenue Administration

1967 12,702 .... .... 35,546
1968 13,980 .... .... 37,197
1969 15,574 .... ....1 47,425
1970 16,769 .... .... 75,386
1971 18,312 .... .... 61,682
1972 99.907 .... .... 115,941

(3) The information requested is
contained In the following state-
mentU-

Facilities provided for private boats 1966/67 to 1971/72

Name of Work 1966/67 1967/68 1968/69 1969/70 1970/71 1971/72
$ 8 $ $ $ $

Canning River-Depwator Point boat ramp 850 400
Bunbury slipway and jetty ............... 4,800 32,000 3,0(0
Augusta-Hardy Inlet dredging .. ... 4,000
Kalbarri slipway.... .................... 4,500
Port Hedland smail craft harbour ...* .. 30,000
Mandnrah small craft berth ... .. .. 20,000
Swan River Appiecross small boat landing .. 1,000
Swan River Goodwood Parade launching ramp 3,000
Swn River Mlatilda Bay launching ramp ... 5,000
Esperance slpway and launching ramp ... 5,000
Geraldtoa boat launching ramp ... .. 0,000

Total expenditure $119,550...........$5,650 $40,500 $50,000 $12,000 Nil $11,400
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4. COMPREHENSIVE WATER
SUPPLY SCHEME

Next Phase
Mr. HUTCHINSON, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) As advice has been given (see The

West Australian 9th February)
that the final stage of work on
the mains to supply water under
the current comprehensive water
scheme plans is scheduled for
completion in May will he advise
what progress has been made in
regard to-
(a) the finalisation of State plans

for the areas to be served
under the next phase of the
scheme;

(b) the determination of the final
estimate of cost for the next
phase or if this is not possible
an approximate estimate;

(c) the achievement so far in
securing the all-essential new
financial agreement with the
Commonwealth Government
to help fund the scheme?

(2) Will he table a plan showing the
new areas to be served under the
next phase of the whole scheme?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) (a) and (c) In view of the re-

jection by the McMahon
Government of Phase 3 of the
comprehensive schema, which
was submitted in 1968 andwhich involved the Corrigin-
Eullaring and York-Green-
hills areas, the question of
future extensions of the
scheme is currently the sub-
ject of the joint view Involv-
ing the Agriculture Depart-
ment and the Public Works
Department. This review is
likely to take several months
because of the numerous
factors which have to be con-
sidered.

(b) The estimated cost of phase. S
is $7,000,000.

(2) The only plan available of the
extensions to the comprehensive
scheme is contained in the 1968
submission. Copies of this plan
have been widely distributed but
further copies could readily be
made available if requested.

5. PARLIAMENT HOUSE
Fountains: Colour Lighting

Mr. HUTCHINSON, to the Minister
for Works:

Will he request his department to
Investigate possible designs and
cost of colour lighting the foun-
tains in front of Parliament
House?

6.

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
No. The possibility of colour
lighting the fountains at Parlia-
ment House has been examined
already and the conclusion
reached was that the expenditure
involved was not warranted.
Capital expenditure, dependent on
standard of lighting and number
of colours to be used and method
adopted, was anticipated to be in
excess of $5,000.

LYNWOOD HIGH SCHOOL
Construction

Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Education:

In view of the overcrowding at
Rossmoyne and Thornlle high
schools, which situation can only
get worse, and the concern of
Parents and teachers for their
children attending these over-
crowded schools, will he advise
when It is anticipated the pro-
Posed Lynwood high school will
be built to relieve this situation?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
Preliminary planning Is for the
Lynwood high school to open in
1975.

7. STATE HOUSING COMMISSION
Building Blocks: Acquisition and Sale

Mr. O'NEIL to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

Since 1st July, 1972-
(a) how many building lots has

the State Housing Comnis-
sion developed from its own
metropolitan land holdings;

(b) how many serviced lots have
been acquired from other
sources;

(c) how many lots have been sold
by the State Housing Com-
mission-
(i) to Individuals; and

0DI to project builders?
Mr. BICKERTON replied:

(a) 1.540 building lots to provide
approximately 2,200 single
detached houses and group
housing units.

(b) 238.
(c) (1) 22.

QDi 39.

8. HOUSING
Tender Price: Three-bedroom Homes

Mr. O'NEIL, to the Minister for Hous-
Ing:

What Percentage increase, it any,
has been evidenced over the last
12 months in tend-r prlcrs for an



(Tuesday, 20 March. 19731 29

average three bedroom commis-
sion house in the metropolitan
area?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:

5.47%.

9. HOUSING
Metropolitan Area: Constructions

Since July, 1972
Mr. 0'NEIL, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:
(1) 0f the State Housing Commis-

sion's 2,400-unit programme an-
nounced by the Premier when In-
troducing the 1972-73 Appropria-
tion Bill (General Loan Fund),
how many were to be constructed
in the metropolitan region?

(2) How many units have been com-
pleted in the metropolitan area
since 1st July. 1972?

(3) How many units have been started
in the metropolitan area since 1st
July. 1972?

(4) How many units are currently
under construction in the metro-
politan area?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) 2,200 in the metropolitan area.
(2) 979 units completed to February

1973.
(3) 1,197 units started to February

1973.
(4) 1,238 units under construction

February 1973.

10. STATE HOUSING COMMISSION
Funds Available 1972-73

Mr. O'NEIL, to the minister for Hous-
Ing:
(1) What funds were avail able to the

State Housing Commission for Its
own building programme at the
commencement of the 1972-73 fin-
ancial year?

(2) Of this sumn how much-
(a) has been spent;
(b) Is committed In respect of

current building;
(c) remains unexpended?

(3) What funds additional to those in
(1) have been made available dur-
ing the year and for what speci-
fic purposes, If any?

(4) If funds were made available for
specific purposes-
(a) when were they made avail-

able;
(b) how much has been spent;
(c) how much has been commit-

ted;
(d) how much remains uncommit-

ted?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) $21,060,000.
(2) (a) $13,202,000.

(b) $11,600,000.
(c) $7,858,000.

(3) $400,000 advance from Common-
wealth to build rental units for
needy families. These funds not
yet received.

(4) (a) Advised in January, 1973.
(b) Nil.
(c) $400,000 to be spent by the'

30th June, 1973.
(d) Nil.

11. STATE HOUSING COMMISSION
Building Blocks: Availability to
Terminating Building Societies

Mr. O'NEIL, to the Minister for Hous-
Ing:
(1) In the past two years has the

State Housing Commission made
land available to clients of ter-
minating building societies upon
which to erect their own homes?

(2) If so, how many lots and what
societies have been involved?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) and (2) During May, 1972. eleven

lots were made available under the
project developer scheme to Jason
Constructions. When these lots
were allocated it was understood
the homes erected thereon would
be sold to persons obtaining their
finance from the T.L.C. Building
Society.
No other allocations have been
made specifically for building
society finance, but In the ordinary
course some homes built under the
Project developer scheme could
have been financed through ter-
minating building societies.

12. DOCKYARDS
Establishment in Newcastle and

Western Australia
Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Premier:
(1) Did he see the reference in The

Australian 14th February, 1973 to
a decision on a dockyard In New-
castle being Imminent?

(2) (a) Has the Government made
representations to the Com-
monwealth to establish a
priority for Western Austra-
lia or alternatively to at least
proceed concurrently with a
new major dock In the East-
ern States;

(b) If so, what has been the re-
sult;
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(c) if not, why has the Govern-
ment not made representa-
tions?

(3) (a) What is the current state of
negotiations for a major dock
in Western Australia capable
of taking big ships for dock-
ing, surveying, refitting and
repairing;

(b) what location has been set
aside for the purpose?

(4) What is the proposed nature and
capacity of the Newcastle dock
under consideration?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1)
(2)

14.

Yes.
(a) The Australian Government

has agreed to confer with my
Government on the feasibility
of developing dockyard faci-
lities in Cockburn Sound.

(b) There has been preliminary
on-site discussion between
senior officers of both Gov-
ernments.

(c) Answered by (a).
(3) (a) The Australian Government

has pointed out that develop-
ment of the common facilities
for naval and commercial
use may not be practicable;
however, joint planning of
facilities in Cockburn Sound
which could ultimately com-
plement each other, is highly
desirable. As a first step, we
have to establish the medium
and long-term requirements of
Navy and commercial ship-
ping.

(b) In view of the progress of the
Australian Government's
Garden Island project, it is
presently considered that the
dockyard facilities should be
located adjacent to the south-
east tip of Garden Island.

(4) Not Presently known.

SHIPPING
e.Nyanda"~: Modification

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minis-
ter representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What stage has modification work

on Nyanda reached?
(2) When will it be finished?
(3) What was the contract date for

finishing?
(4) If there Is an expected delay, what

are the causes of it?
(5) What response is there from the

Commonwealth to State Govern-
ment requests for financial assist-
ance with Nyanda's modification?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) Work is on schedule at this date.
(2) Contractors expect the vessel will

be completed on schedule. riamely
the 6th June, 1973.

(3) The 6th June, 1973.
(4) Answered by (2).
(5) The Commonwealth Government

has Provided $2,600,000 toward the
purchase of Nyanda. Request for
additional financial assistance is
under consideration by the Com-
monwealth Government.

SHIPPING
Sister Ship to "Nyanda":

Conversion
Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minis-
ter representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) When is Nyanda's sister ship due

to complete conversion,, in Hong
Kong?

(2) (a) Have there been any additions
to the tender price of $951,175
accepted by State Shipping
Service;

(b) if so, what are the amounts
and what are the reasons for
the increases?

(3) (a) When does the ship come into
service:

Mr.
(1)

(2)

(b)
(e)

is this on schedule;
if not, what is the extent of
the delay and what are the
reasons for the delay?

JAMIESON replied:
During week ending 14th April,
1973.
(a) Yes.
(b) In shipping conversion and

reconstruction work of the
order of that being carried out
on these two vessels, addi-
tional work becomes neces-
sary which is not possible to
forecast Prior to the com-
mencement of work and can-
not be Put to tender.
It only becomes apparent as
work progresses and, in
many cases, is subject to
survey requirements under
the Navigation Act or by
Lloyd's register of shipping
for classification purposes.
The cost of such contingen-
cies depends on the age of the
vessel. In the case of the
vessels NYanda and Boo galla
the experience is around 10%
of contract Price and this war
allowed for in budgeting the
final costs of these vessels
These costs on Boo gala Sr
Hong Kong are expected to bw
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A$124,000 by the time the
modifications are complete,
including A$35,000 for re-
placement of one motor
generator /alternator to boost
the power output to tht Classi-
fication society requirement.
Cost of approved extra modi-
fications is $81,000.

(3) (a) The contractor has advised
the vessel will be completed
ready to sail from Hong Kong
at latest 14th April, 1973.

(b) No.
(c) Delay is five weeks.

(i) Delay in delivery of wall
panel materials from
Australia-promised prior
to Christmas 19'72. not
received until end of
February, 1973.

0ii) Late delivery of switch
gear from Japan for new
motor generator/alter-
nator.

(iii) Delay in approval of fire
protection plans by the
statutory Commonwealth
authority.

15. "AT THE HALF WAY MARK.
LABOR'S ACHIEVEMENT IN

WESTERN AUSTRALIA"
Publcto

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Premier:
(1) Was the purpose of the booklet

"At the Half Way Mark: labor's
Achievement In Western Aus-
tralia" to-
(a) promote the Labor Party; or
(b) attack the Opposition?

(2) If it Is contended the booklet is
some value to Western Australia,
will he please explain how this
contention can be substantiated?

(3) Relating to the preparation, pro-
duction and distribution of the
booklets-
(a) what has been the total cost:,
(b) What was the itemised cost;
(c) 'what was the number of

copies produced;
(d) what are the names of distri-.

butors and the number
handled by each (e.g., Parlia-
ment, Labor Party, Con-
sumer Protection Depart-
ment, etc.);

(e) to which budgetary estimate
has this expense been applied?

(4) Who Is responsible for the authen-
ticity and accuracy of the con-
tents of the booklet?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
In order to assuage the concern
of the member for Dale on this
subject, I have taken considerable
trouble to supply a complete
answer.

(1) (a) The book was not produced to
"promote the Labor Party".
However, merely to outline the
Government's activities since
it took office-which was the
book's purpose-would In-
escapably do that.

(b) Neither was it intended to
"1attack the Opposition". It
was meant to set the record
straight in respect of a curious
misrepresentation persistently
paraded by the Opposition.

(2) By the simple, and entertaining
exercise of reading it.

(3) (a) The total cost of this publica-
tion was $607.

(b) The itemised cost is rather
difficult to estimate since it
was compiled by employees of
the Premier's Department In
their spare time between other
duties, and no record was kept
of the time spent on it. How-
ever, the Government Printer
has supplied the figure of 30.5
cents per copy as printing cost.

(c) 1990 copies of this publica-
tion were produced.

(d) It Is not possible to give ac-
curate details in respect of
this question since there has
been a continuing public
demand for copies of this
publication. However, the
main distribution has )ncluded
900 copies to the Labor Party,
following a precedent set by
the previous Government
when it delivered to the head-
quarters of both Liberal and
Country Parties the bulk of
its last edition of the standard
Publication Progress.

Mr. Rushton- Never printed one like
this!

Mr. 3. T. TONKIN., To continue-
Two hundred copies At The
Halfiway Mark were sent to
Government departments and
instrumentalities, including
the Department of Consumer
Protection: 25 copies Were sent
to the news media; 50 copies
were sent to university librar-
ies, and to libraries of other
institutions of advanced edu-
cation throughout Australia.
Several hundred copies are
still available-and one could
be sent, on request, to the
Member.

31
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(e) The expense of this publica-
tion was applied to the pub-
licity budget of the Premier's
Department,

(4) The responsibility in this respect
is shared by me, my ministerial
colleagues, and heads of depart-
ments.
This matter of the expenditure of
$607 seems to be of great import-
ance to the Memnber-othcrwise he
certainly would never have engag-
ed the valuable time of this
Parliament with it. In the cir-
eustances, I think it would be
appropriate if I were briefly to
place his concern against the
record of the previous Govern-
ment in respect of publications,
When this booklet was first Pub-
lihed and-inevitably-attracted
hysterical mention from the
Opposition Leader, I drew atten-
tion to the fact that the Brand
Government had paid a private
public relations consultant $1,100
-or nearly double the figure the
Opposition is bleating about in this
instance-for writing its 1971
Policy Speech.

Mr. Hutchinson: What question is
this?

Mr. Graham: That should be enough
to quieten you!

ESi Charles Court: This is an abuse
of parliamentary privilege-

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Graham: You should control your

flock.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: To continue-

That should have been enough to
silence any further mention of our
heinous throwing about of public
money, because, if a Policy Speech
on the eve of an election, is not
publicity for a Government, per-
haps somebody-the member him-
self, for instance--might sell me
what is. He might also like to
comment on the ethics of so using
public funds.

Mr. Hutchinson.* Is there a right of
reply to this?

Mr. J. T. TONKfI: To continue-
However, there is an even mare
fascinating story to tell. I have
here a copy of a noat uncostly
publication-

Mr. O'Connor: Is that the Ritter
Report?

Mr. Bertram: Just a moment.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: To continue-

$1,468 for three thousand copies
-which burst on, the waiting
world in 1969.

Sir Charles Court: Mr. Speaker Is
being very tolerant.

Mr. J. T, TONKIN: To continue-
It Is a Printed record of a wleech
delivered to the American Min-Ing
Congress World Symposium In
San Francisco, by none other than
the then Minister fur Industrial
Development, and present Leader
of the Opposition.

Sir Charles Court: The speech was
repeated in many of the American
Journals with resultant publicity
to our State.

Mr. Graham: Not at the cost of the
Western Australian taxpayer I

The SPEAKER:, Order!
Sir Charles Court: With great ad-

vantage to the State.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir Charles Court: This will never

happen to you,
Mr. 3. T. TONKIN* Mr. Speaker, I did

not ask this question; I am
answering it.

Mr. Graham: You are doing exceed-
ingly well too!

Mr. O'Connor: This has nothing to do
with the question.

Mr. J. Tr. TONKIN* To continue-
Perhaps the Member would care
to comment on the itemised cost,
number of copies, names of dis-
tributors and recipients, and so on,
of this masterpiece?

Sir Charles Court: I would be delighted
to.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: To continue-
While he is about it, he might also
dig out similar information in re-
spect of a substantial publishing
list-of similar booklets--all the
Gospel according to the then Mr.
C. Court, as expressed in a nunm-
her of speeches in a number of
places-to a total cost of more
than $3,000.

Sir Charles Court: Fancy a Premier
of a State going on like this]

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: To continue-
I do not think I err in emphasis
when I suggest that nearly $5,000
of public funds might have been
employed far more advantag-
eously in the State's interests.

Point of Order
Mr. O'CONNOR: On a point of order,

Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask
for your guidance as to whether
you consider this an answer to a
question or a speech?
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Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: It is the answer to

a question. I will admit it is a
long answer, but it is an answer.

Sir Charles Court: I hope you are as
tolerant with some of our ques-
tions.

Answer Resumed
Mr. O'Neil: Is there a time limit on

answers?
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The Leader of the

Opposition should talk about
tolerance! He was given plenty
of tolerance to make a personal
explanation last year.

Mr. Hutchinson: As Leader of the
Opposition, you would have been
on Your feet during an answer
such as this.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: To continue-
I hope my answer to the Member's
question might have laid forever
the restless ghost of our very
modest little publication. How-
ever. if Members of the Opposition
wish to continue their efforts to
make out of it some sort of capital
apparent only to their singularly
myopic gaze, let me assure them I
have an infinite number and
variety of instances I can quote to
suggest they should be ashamed to
do so.

Mr. Hutchinson: Can you elaborate
on this a little?

Sir Charles Court: God Save the
Queen!

The speech was tabled (see paper No.
59).

16. CURRENCY REVALUATION
Representations to Prime Ministers
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Premier:
(1) Will he please table copies of his

communications with the former
Prime Minister McMahon and
Prime Minister Whitlam. regard-
ing revaluation of the Australian
currency?

(2) If "No" will he give reasons for
rejecting my request?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) Yes. Papers tabled.

17?.

18.

(2) Answered by (1).
The papers were tabled (see paper No.
60).

EDUCATION
School Maintenance, and Class

Sizes
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) flow much has been spent each

year since 1968 on maintenance of
school property?

(2) Have there been instructions
given to drastically limit school
maintenance during the past two
years, and if so, will he table a
copy of the instructions?

(3) Has he and/or his department
instructed schools to manipulate
class sizes to below 40 students
even when the headmaster con-
sidered his classes better balanced
by having one or two of the
classes just over the 40 students?

(4) Acknowledging the large increase
of the cluster-type school, what is
the present departmental policy
relating to class sizes?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) 1968-69-$,877,167

1969-70-$2,1 10,436
1970-71-$2,526,265
1971 -72-$i 976,767

(2) No.
(3) No, and in some schools it is re-

gretted that some classes of over
405 still remain.

(4) School organisation Is a matter
for discussion between the head-
master and the district superin-
tendent. Official instructions are
rarely given during such discus-
sions but the district superintend-
ent has the authority to Issue
instructions If he considers it
necessary. With the improving
staff position in primary schools
it is natural to expect that the
numbers in the large classes
should be reduced.

ABORIGINES
Assimilation

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Community
Welfare:
(1) Does the Government follow a6

policy of Integration or assimila-
tion of the Aboriginal people with
the rest of the Australian com-
munity?

(2) Do the Aboriginal People Prefer
Integration or assimilation with
the Australian community or the
retention of their own identity?

(3) Does he support the suggestion
by a Commonwealth Government
spokesman for a separate elector-
ate for Aborigines?

(4) What policy is followed by his
department to ensure the ready
acceptance of Aboriginal families
into urban areas?

(5) What care or flexibility is built
into the administration of the
policy to quickly rectify any un-
due stress and strain and hard-
ship due to people not being able
to cope?



EASBENUBLY.]

(8) What Percentage of success has
been achieved in settling Aborig-
Inal families into urban areas?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) 1 table a statement of the official

policy of the Government in re-
lation to Aboriginal Australians.
This policy has been endorsed by
the Aboriginal Advisory Council-
a, statutory body representing Abo-
riginal residents of Western Aus-
tralia,

(2) See answer to (1).
(3) The Minister for Community Wel-fare has no knowledge of the

statements referred to. However,
he will give further attention to
the matter if the Member makes
available a copy of the statement.

(4) The Department for Community
Welfare has continued and ex-
panded the homemaker service
which helps Aboriginal families
to adjust to living in urban
areas.
There are 31 homemakers in the
metropolitan area and I believe
that they visit 85 Aboriginal fami-
lies.
Country areas are visited by 91
homemakers who help a propor-
tionately larger number of Abori-
ginal families than do their met-
ropolitan colleagues.

(5) The decentralisation of depart-
m~ental services through its divi-
sional and district offices means
that most people have quick and
easy access to social work and wel-
fare support.
Officers of the department can be
contacted at any time and emer-
gency services are provided at
weekends and on public holidays.
Administrative Policies allow for
on the spot discussion by field offi-
cers in the event of emergencies
and family crises.

(6) No actual figures are kept, but the
Member will be aware that there
are a number of Aboriginal fami-
lies living settled lives in urban
areas.

The statement was tabled (see paper
No. 61)

TRADE UNIONS
Compulsory Membership, and

Affiliation Fees
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Labour:
(1) Does his Government's policy or

platform include compulsory
unionism and preference for
unionists?

(2) If it is not a reasonable estimate
that there are in excess of 100,000
members of unions affiliated with
the Australian Labor Party in this
State, will he please give the up-
to-date total?

(3) Is the fee still 25 cents per annum
for each adult male or female
receiving male rate and 15 cents
per annum In respect of females,
junior males not in receipt of the
adult rate, payable by affiliated
unions for each of its members to
the State Executive of the Aus-
tralian Labor Party?

(4) If the fees quoted in (3) have
been changed, will be advise the
fees now payable?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) The Government's policy is prefer-

ence for unionists.
(2) to (4) Details of membership of

the Australian Labor Party in
Western Australia, like details of
other political parties in this State,
-are not generally available.

20. TRADES AND LABOR COUNCIL
BUILDING

R. & 1. Bank Guarantee
Mr. MENSAROS, to the Premier:
(1) Has a State guarantee been given

and/or loan granted by the Rural
and Industries Bank for construc-
tion of an office block building on
the Beaufort Street premises of
the Trades and Labor Council?

(2) If so-
(a) what are the conditions of

the loan so guaranteed (or
granted by the R. & I. Bank)
regarding capital, expiry, re-
payments and interest rate;

(b) who is the lender and who Is
the owner of the premises?

(3) If not, what circumstances and
considerations made the Govern-
ment change its mind?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) No.
(2) Answered by (1).
(3) The Government has not changed

its mind on this matter.

21. CURRENCY REVALUATION
Compensation for Losses

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Premier:
What are the details and amount
of Commonwealth Government
aid, if any, towards losses by
Individuals or companies in Wes-
tern Australia suffered as a result
of the revaluation of the Aus-
tralian dollar and the subsequent
devaluation of the United States
dollar?
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Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
I have not received advice from
the Coinonweaith of any payments
of such aid.

22. WEST COAST HIGHWAY
New Route

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Will be give information regard-

ing the latest developments and
decisions about the proposed new
route of West Coast Highway?

(2) In particular will he say whether
all local authorities agreed to the
proposed route?

(3) (a) If (2) is "Yes" has this pro-
posal the approval of the
Main Roads Department:

(b) if (2) is "No" in what stage
are the negotiations with
individual local authorities?

(4) Were there negotiations with the
Commonwealth Department of
the Army to use Commonwealth
land at the Swanbourne Rifle
Range and what is the result of
such negotiations?

(5) When does he anticipate that
work could commence and is
there an anticipated term for the
time of construction between
Fremantle and City Beach?

Mr. JAPZI7SON replied:
(1) Because of the many problems in-

volved in locating a new route for
linking West Coast Highway with
Leighton and Fremantle, a tech-
nical group was set up by the Met-
ropolitan Region Planning Auth-
ority to investigate and report.
This group has not yet completed
its report.

(2) No firm proposal has been put be-
fore the local authorities as yet
although several consultations
have taken place.

(3) Answered by (2).
(4) Only preliminary discussions have

taken place with Department of
Army representatives. Further
action should wait on the results
of the investigation of the techni-
cal group.

(5) No date can be set at present on
the commencement of any work.

23. WEST COAST HIGHWAY
Approach to Metropolitan Region

Planning Authority
Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Town Planning:
(1) When was the Metropolitan

Region Planning Authority first
approached by the City of Ned-

24.

lands regarding the proposed new
West Coast Highway in lieu of the
present Servetus Street-Alfred
Road-Rochdale Road route?

(2) Has a decision been given to the
approach of the Nedlands
council?

(3) If not, what is the reason for the
undue delay in arriving at a deci-
sion?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) 19th May. 1971.
(2) No.
(3) As well as commritments in respect

of other equally important projects
having to be fulfilled, this issue is
an extremely complex one which
is not quickly resolved.
I might add that I understand the
committee referred to by the Min-
ister for Works will bring down a
recommendation shortly.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN
PRODUCTS SYMBOL
Qualification for Use

Mr. NALDER, to the Minister for
Development and Decentralisation:
(1) What percentage of an article of

clothing not manufactured in
Western Australia but Included in
a garment prohibits qualification
to use the Western Australian
symbol?

(2) What percentage of a food pro-
duct not grown or processed in
Western Australia prohibits the
finished product qualifying for the
Western Australian symbol?

(3) What percentage of machinery
parts or motor car parts not
manufactured in Western Aus-
tralia prohibits the finished
machine or car from carrying the
Western Australian symbol?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
(1) to (3) The Western Australian

Products Symbol Act, 1972, does
not specify the percentage of
local manufacture an article
must contain to qualify for the
affixing of the W.A. symbol.
Any person is authorised to use
the prescribed symbol on "any pro-
duct the production and prepara-
tion of which is substantially car-
ried out in the State"-that being
the wording in the Statute.
Discretion will he exercised in each
case in the future as In the past
In an atmosphere of mutual
understanding between the de-
partment and manufacturers.
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25. SHEEP AND LAMBS
Number Slaughtered and Auctioned

Mr. NALDER, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) How many sheep have been

slaughtered at-
(a) the Midland abattoirs;,
(b) Robb Jetty,
since 1st August, 1972 until 14th
March, 1973?

(2) How many lambs have been
bandied through the Lamb
Marketing Board since its incep-
tion until 14th March, 1973?

(3) How many lambs have been sold
by public auction at Midland sale-
yards during the same period?

(4) Is the report in the Weekly Times
dated 28th February, page 6. with
reference to the Western Aus-
tralian Lamb Marketing Board
being advised that the board could
expect to handle 1,250,000 lambs
during the period December to
June, correct?

(5) If the report is correct, who was
responsible for advising the board
of these figures?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) (a) 1, 175,019.

(b) 404,101.
(2) 262,459.
(3) 65,111.
(4) The report that "the Board had

been advised that between Dec-
ember and June it would receive
about 1,250,000 lambs but the fig-
ure was really expected to be
300,000 to 400,000" is essentially
correct.

(5) The board obtained the figure of
1,250,000 lambs on the basis of
nominations by producers through
the board's representatives.

26. LIVE SHEEP
Shipments from Geraldton, Fremantle,

and Esperance
Mdr. NALDER, t' the Minister for
Agriculture:

What number of live sheep have
been shipped from-
(a) Geraldton;
(b) Fremnantle;
(c) Esperance,
during the period 30th June, 1972
to 14th March, 1973?

Mr, H. D. EVANS replied:.
(a) Nil.
(b) 437,579.
(c) 29,074.

27. This question was postponed until
Thursday, the 22nd March,

28. COMMUITY SERVICE
HONOURS

Policy of Government
Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Premier:

As Previous Governments have
adopted the practice of recom-
mending honours to citizens for
having given many years of
valued service to the commiunity.
does his Government intend to
revise its Policy and give con-
sideration to the recognition of
service in a similar manner?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:

29.

No revision of the Government's
policy is at present contemplated.
Action taken by the Common-
wealth Government will be closely
observed.

SCHOOL BUS SERVICES
Rates and Subsidies

Mr. MCPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What is the rate per mile paid to

school bus operators in country
areas for-
(a) larger-type buses:
(b) smaller-type buses?

(2) What is the rate of subsidy paid
by the Education Department on
subsidised bus services--
(a) per loaded mile:
(b) Per Unloaded mile?

(3) What is the maximum amount
being paid by parents per day per
family in any part of the State,
including the northern station
country areas, on subsidised bus
services?

(4) How many schools in Western
Australia where parents are con-
tributing would aggregate more
than $50 per week from parents'
contributions?

(5) What is the rate per mile allowed
for parents to transport their
children to school when outside a
regular bus run?

Mr.
(1)

T. D. EVANS replied:
(a) and (b) The average 'rates
per mile for school buses are as
follows:-

1. Under 25 cwt, buses ..
2. 25 cwt. buses ..
3. 30 cwt. buses ..
4, 3 ton buses ..I
5. 5 ton buses ... ..
6. 7 ton buses

(2) (a) 120 per mile.
(b) 6c per mile.

Per
Mile

28.Oc
30.lc
33.7c
36,Gc
42.2c
49.0c
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(3) and (4) This information is not 2. ECONOMY OF WESTERN
available to the Education Depart-
ment since it is a private matter
between the bus operator and the
parent.

(5) 3.'75c per mile for one return trip
if the home Is more than five
miles from the nearest school or
more than four miles from the
nearest school bus service.

30. MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Dress in Chamber

Mr. BERTRAM, to the Speaker:
Has he given consideration to eas-
ing the ruling he gave in March.
1972, as to Members' dress In this
Chamber?

The SPEAKER replied:
Yes. Following on numerous re-
quests from members and the dif-
ficulty in reducing the tempera-
ture in this Chamber during the
early and latter parts of the ses-
sion, I am prepared to allow
members to remove their coats
when temperatures are high or
conditions humid.
This does not mean that mem-
bers can enter the Chamber with-
out ties and I would expect mem-
bers to replace their coats as soon
as the temperature in the Chain-
ber becomes reasonable.

QUESTIONS (11): WITHOUT NOTICE
1.GOVERNMENT TENDERS AND

CONTRACTS

Conditions

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the
Premier:

Will he please state or table full
details of the conditions the Gov-
ernment proposes in respect of
tenders and contracts for Govern-
ment work-including Govern-
ment and semi-Government in-
strurnentalities-including details
or requirements about union
membership and other matters in
which use is to be made of the
contract system to try to insist
that tenderers agree to certain in-
dustrial and other conditions?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
As this question did not come to
my notice until a short time be-
fore the House was due to
assemble it was quite impossible
for me to obtain a reply, and
therefore I must ask that the
question be Placed on the notice
paper.

3.

AUSTRALIA
Statement

Mr. R. L. YOUNG, to the Premier:
Following on question 1 on today's
notice paper, firstly I would point
out that in asking the question I
did not do so mischievously or out
of a desire to be a wishful thinker,
but I genuinely wanted informa-
tion to be made available before
the next general election.
Therefore I now ask: Will the
Premier make a Public statement
on the economic situation of this
State as at the 31st December,
1973, before the next general elec-
tion?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
The statement which the honour-
able member requests will be
made when I introduce the Bud-
get.

ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX
Abolition

Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Premier:
(1) Is It his intention to reintroduce

a Bill to abolish road mainten-
ance tax during the autumn ses-
sion of Parliament?

(2) If so, does he intend to submit
proposals for an equitable alter-
native system to raise a similar
amount of income?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) It is intended to ask Parliament

again during this session to agree
to repeal the Road Maintenance
(Contribution) Act.

(2) It can be accepted that any re-
lated proposals to compensate for
consequent loss In road funds will
be equitable.

4. STATE HOUSING COMMISSION
Funds Available 1972-1973

Mr. O'NEIL, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

This question relates to the answer
given to question 10 on today's
notice paper wherein the Minister
indicated that the State Housing
Commission had available for its
operations this year the sum of
$21,060,000. I asked in the ques-
tion how much had been spent,
how much had been committed
in respect of current building,
and what remains unexpended,
and from the answer I note that
the total comes to something In
excess of $32,000,000.
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Appreciating that this is the
"super-Tank" Government, I still
cannot reconcile how, out of
$21,000,000-odd, one can spend
$32,000,000. Therefore, will he
please have the figures checked?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
If the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position cares to put his question
on the notice paper I will have
the figures checked.

5.RETAIL STORES: BUNBURY AND)
SOUTH-WEST

Allegation of Overcharging
Sir CHARLES COURT. to the Minis-
ter for Prices Control:
(1) Is he correctly reported in today's

South Western Times that "Major
Retail Stores are overcharging
country customers for freight" in
referring to Banbury and south-
west storekeepers?

(2) If yes, will he name the firns and
the towns, so as to remove from
those not in his opinion offending
the unfair blanket accusation cast
on all traders in Bunbury and the
south-west?

(3) If not correctly reported, In what
particular is the report wrong?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
I thank the Leader of the Opposi-
tion for some notice of this ques-
tion. I preface my answer with the
comment that I have not been
able to see a COPY of the South
Western Times but opportunity
was taken to phone that news-
paper to obtain some quotations
from it so I give my answer to
this question only in relation to
the information available to me.
The answer is-
(1) No. This Is apparently a con-

clusion drawn from my re-
marks in the relevant section
of the article Published in the
South Western Times which
reads "I can see no reason
why the price of a commodity
In an area such as Bunbury
or Husselton should be any
higher than the price of a
commodity in Perth, plus the
freight. The cost of labour is
much the same, and other ex-
penses are often lower than
those in the city."

(2) and (3) This question by the
Leader of the Opposition asks
for the names of firms and
the towns, but I think there
is confusion with another
question asked of me from the
floor of the meeting. The

6.

question roughly was-
"Would the Government 'n-
vestigate complaints?" and I
made a statement which is In-
cluded in the article published
in the South West Times
which reads as follows--

We attempted to follow
up a complaint on prices
in a south-west town
through the Consumer
Affairs Council.

That was part of my reply.
The Leader of the Opposition
has asked me to name the
firms and the towns, and I am
prepared to give him a copy
of the complaint, the name of
the town, and the name of the
firm Involved. It was, as re-
ported in the Press, " a com-
Plaint and a country town."

Sir Charles Court: It will put every
trader under a cloud.

Mr. Graham: You do, not the Min-
ister.

COMPREHENSIVE WATER
SUPPLY SCHEME

Next Phase
Mr. McPHARLflq, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:

In submitting this question I
appreciate that some of the
answers were given In the answer
to question 4 on today's notice
Paper, but I would be obliged if
the Minister would elaborate a
little more on the information
given. The questions are as fol-
lows--
(1) Has any recent planning been

done for further extensions to
the modified comprehensive
water supply scheme?

(2) If so, has a submission other
than the one for the York-
Greenhills-Corrigin area been
submitted to the Federal Gov-
ernment for consideration?

(3) If not, when Is It anticipated
that action will be taken?

Mr. JAMVIESON replied:
I thank the Deputy Leader of the
Country Party for ample notice of
this question, the replies to which
are as follows-
(1) The question of future exten-

sions of the scheme is cur-
rently the subject of review
by the Department of Agri-
culture and the Public works
Department.

(2) and (3) Because of the many
factors under consideration It
Is likely to be several months
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before any further alterna-
tive proposals are ready for
submission to the Common-
wealth Goverrnent.
I wish to add that I have
asked Dr, Cass for an early
meeting between his depart-
mental officers and mine,
either In Canberra or in
Western Australia, to discuss
this matter.

7. NORTHAM TOWN AND SIRiE
Amalgamation

Mr. O'NEIL, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Local Gov-
ernment:

Appreciating the problem of ask-
Ing a question of a Minister In
this House who Is representing a
Minister in another place, I would
Indicate that I have given the
Minister in another place prior
notice of my intention to ask this
question. The question Is-
(1) Is it a fact that the hearing

by the Local Government
Boundaries Commission to
inquire Into the amalgampa-
tion of the Northam Town
and Shire Councils is to pro-
ceed, not as a result of the
petition from the town coun-
cl - since withdrawn - but
upon the initiative of the
Minister for Local Govern-
ment himself?

(2) If so, for what reason has the
Minister requested the bear-
ing to continue?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
On behalf of the Minister for
Local Government, who expresses
his thanks for adequate notice of
this question, the answer is as
follows-
(1) Yes.
(2) To ascertain whether either

a change In the boundaries or
amnagamation of the two dis-
tricts would be in the best
interests of the inhabitants of
the area.

8. TRADE UNIONS
Compulsory Membership, and Affiliation

Fees
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Labour:

Further to the answer given to
question 19 In which the Min-
ister said that membership of the
Australian Labor Party in West-

9.

ern Australia, like all other pol-
itical parties in this State, is not
generally available, I wish to seek
some clarification. I was merely
seeking the vested interests re-
lated to the affiliation of the un-
ions with the A.LP. I want to
know the number of affiliated
members so that we can see how
much the A.LP. receives from
membership and affiliation lees.

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
The question appears to be face-
tious, and the information will not
be forwarded, This question asks
f or the membership of the A.L.P.,
and in it the figure of 100,000 is
mentioned. This is grossly in ex-
cess of what I understand to be
the actual figure. It is certainly
not the type of question normally
asked of a Government, and cer-
tainly not a question which any
political party Is usually prepared
to answer. I stress that I qualify
my answer by the use of the word
"usually".

AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT
Meaning of Term

Mr. GRAYDEN, to the Premier:
Earlier when the Premier was an-
swering a question and was refer-
ring to the Federal Government he
used the term "Australian Gov-
ernment" on a number of occa-
sions; whereas the Minister for
Works in reply to a question re-
ferred to the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment. Is there any particular
reason for the Premier to refer to
the Federal Government as the
Australian Government, rather
than as the Commonwealth Gov-
errnent which is the normal way
of referring to it in this Parlia-
ment?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
There is a very simple explanation
for ray answer, and it was in
order to draw a distinction be-
tween the Western Australian
Government and the Australian
Government. There is one Gov-
ernment which governs Australia;
and there are otter Governments
which govern in the sphere of
their jurisdiction in the various
States. So, we have the South
Australian Government, the West-
ern Australian Government, the
Queensland Government, and the
Australian Government.

Nir. Greyden: I thought the term
"Australian Government" was
used because you were averse to
using the word "Commonwealth".
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10. WITHERS HOUSING
DEVELOPMENT
Radburn Section

Mr. BRYCE, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

(1) When was the decision
proceed with the new
section of the Withers
scheme in Bunbury?

made to
Radburn
housing

(2) On what date were tenders called
for this section?

(3) On what date was work completed?
(4) On what date did tenants begin

moving into the accommodation?
(5) Were details of the project placed

before members of Parliament
concerned before the decision to
proceed was taken? If so, was
the member for Bunbury, at the
time, advised?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) Town Planning Board approval to

Proceed with the Radburn design
at Withers was ranted on 13th
June, 1969.

(2) Tenders for clearing and supply
and spread of sand were called on
the 10th June, 1969.
Tenders for construction of build-
ings were called on the 15th June,
1970.

(3) The first stage involving the con-
struction of 205 units comprising
55 single detached houses, 62 dup-
lex units, and 88 units of apart-
mient accommodation was com-
pleted in January, 1972.

(4) Occupation commenced from De-
cember, 1970. with the completion
of four single detached three-
bedroom houses.

(5) Mr. M. C. Williams, M.L.A., at-
tended a meeting held in the office
of the Town of Bunbury and the
minutes of this meeting were
later forwarded to Mr. Williams
on the 20th March, 1961.

11. MEMB3ERS OF PARLIAMENT
Dress in Chamber

Mr. NALDER, to the Speaker:
Further to the answer which you,
Mr. Speaker, gave to question
30, 1 would like some further
Information.

The SPEAKER: The question should
be Placed on the notice paper.

Mr. NALDER: I intended only to make
reference to that question, but If
you rule that way I will resume
my seat.

SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE
nays and Hours

MR. J. T. TONIN (Melville-Premier)
[5.20 pm.]: I move-

That the House, unless otherwise
ordered, shall meet for the despatch
of business on Tuesdays and Wednes-
days at 4.30 p.m., and on Thursdays
at 11.00 a.m., and shall sit until 6.15
p.m., if necessary, and, if requisite,
from 7.30 P.m. onwards.

I would like to Inform members with
reference to this motion that, because of
the very heavy legislative programme, the
Government considers it desirable to sit
after tea on Thursdays, as well as the
other two sitting days. So, as from the
29th March, and including the 29th March,
I shall ask members to sit after tea.

Question put and Passed.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS
Precedence on Tuesdays and Thursdays
MR. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Premier)

(5.22 pm.]: I move-
That on Tuesdays and Thursdays

Government business shall take Pre-
cedence of all Motions and Orders of
the Day.

MR. GAYFER (Avon) [5.23 p.m.]: I rise
to speak on this motion mainly to ascertain
whether the Premier would be prepared to
work a little longer into the evenings than
he has been working, in dealing with the
legislative programme. In the last two ses-
sions of Parliament It has been the custom
of this House to rise at about 10.00 pm.
That is unsuitable to country members.
and we prefer the House to sit later into
the evening and possibly despatch the busi-
ness at a faster rate than we have been
doing, even when we sit on Thursday even-
ings, so that we may get through the busi-
ness of the House a little quicker than we
have been able to, to ensure that country
members are not precluded unduly from
attending to their duties in country elector-
ates. This will also enable country mem-
bers to get home to their wives and families
a little earlier, and, furthermore, reduce
some of the expenses Incurred by country
members in having to come back here week
after week merely to sit from 4.30 p.m. to
10.00 p.m.

I am sure any debates that are in pro-
gress could be completed somewhat quicker
than has been the experience up to the
present time. I would make the request to
the Premier that, if Possible, the House
should sit at least until 11.00 P.m., so as
to expedite the business before members.
For one I would appreciate it if this could
be done, but I would Point out that I am
only speaking on my own accord.

MR. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Premier)
[5.24 p~m.]: I am all for getting on with the
business of the House at a faster rate, and
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I hope I can depend upon the co-operation
of the opposition to achieve this. I am also
very much in favour of sitting much later
into the evening, and I am pleased to have
the offered co-operation of the member for
Avon in doing this, so that he for one will
not be complaining if we are sitting after
11.00 P.M.

Mr. Gayfer: When we have a paddock to
plough we work around the clock to plough
it.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I can give the
member for Avon an assurance that my
own thoughts are in similar vein to his.

Mr. Gayfer: That is, provided the Prem-
ier graces us with his presence. We will
appreciate that.

Question put and passed.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION
Appointment

The following sessional committees were
appointed on motion by Mr. J. T. Tonkin
(Premnier) -

Library.-Mr. Speaker, Mr. Fletcher,
and Dr. Dadour.

Standing Orders.-Mr. Speaker, the
Chairman of Committees, Mr. Mclver,Mr. Mensaros, and Mr. W. A. Manning.

House.-Mr. Speaker, Mr. Jamieson,
Mr. Bickerton, Mr. O'Neil and Mr.
Gayfer.

Printing-Mr. Speaker, Mr. A. R.
Tonkin. and Mr. I. W. Manning.

Public Accounts.-Mr. Fletcher, Mr.
Lapham, Mr. Harman, Mr. R. L.
Young, and Mr. W. A. Manning.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SECOND DAY
Motion

Debate resumed, from the 15th March,
on the following motion by Mr. Bateman-

That the following Address-in-Reply
to His Excellency's Speech be agreed
to:-

May it please Your Excellency:
We the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of the State of
Western Australia in Parliament
assembled, beg to express loyalty
to our most Gracious Sovereign,
and to thank Your Excellency for
the Speech you have been Pleased
to address to Parliament.

SIRt CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--
Leader of the Opposition) [5.25 pin.]: I
rise to speak on the traditional motion
which is known as the Address-in-Reply.
Before I get onto the main points with
which I want to deal, and I believe these
are appropriate In the debate on the
Address-in-Reply and of considerable im-
portance to this State and to the nation
at this point in our history, I wish to make
reference to the retirement of Mr. Maurie
Williams, the former member for Bun-
bury. He served the Parliament well: he
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served the community well; he was a very
good member, and I know that all my col-
leagues on this side of the House appre-
ciate very much the very loyal and con-
scientious support we received from him.
It is a pity that a man such as Mr. Wil-
liams who had a most promising career in
the parliamentary life of this State should
have found it necessary to retire from Par-
liament because of his private commit-
ments. Whilst we regret this, we do under-
stand the reasons which made it necessary
for him to arrive at that decision.

We on this side of the H-ouse welcome
Mr. A. A. Lewis who is now the member for
Blackwood. I am sure he will be a very
active and a most useful member of this
House. We have already paid tribute to the
former member for Blackwood, Mr. David
Reid, who served his electorate very well.

I would be remiss if I did not take this
opportunity to make reference to the re-
tirement of The Hon. W. F. Willesee,
M.L.C., from the Ministry. Mr. Willesee is
a member of the State Parliament who
has many friends. He Is a person who Is
known for his courtesy and tolerance at
all times: and he Is a man who is very
conscientious and dedicated In his work.
This applies to what he did before he
entered Parliament, and subsequently.

We regret that his health makes it nec-
essary for him to retire both from the
Ministry, and eventually from the Parlia-
ment. We on this side wish him well and
thank him for the courtesies we have re-
ceived from him and for his friendship-
in my particular case over a long Period
of years.

Having said that I want to move quickly
on to make some comments in connection
with the motion before us. which is known
as the Address-in-Reply. Since we last met
as a State Parliament a lot has happened
in Australia which has caused a tremen-
dous amount of apprehension and concern.
It is related to matters not only of Inter-
est to the State but, of course, of tremen-
dous concern to the nation. In fact I
would go so far as to say that some of the
events of the last three months have been
quite dcvastating so far as the credibility,
the goodwill, and the reputation of this
nation of ours are concerned.

No useful purpose is served by hiding
our heads in the sand, and saying, "That is
the action of Canberra, and has nothing to
do with us.' In this Particular case these
events have a tremendous amount to do
with us, and every person in Western Aus-
tralia Is affected by the decisions that have
been made.

In a democracy we accept that from time
to time there will be changes of Govern-
ment: to think otherwise is to deny one
of the main ingredients of a democracy.
However, I think it is fair to say that none
of us ever bargained on the raw deal we
have had from the Whitlain Labor Govern-
ment In Canberra since it was returned to
office on the 2nd December last.
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I might add-and it is important to note
this point-that the election of the
Whitlamn Labor Government in Canberra
was strongly against the wishes of the
people of Western Australia. The people
of Western Australia voted very strongly
in favour of the then administration-the
McMahon Government.

In the past we have come to expect
Governments of all political colours to
observe what we have known as the morals
of government as distinct from straight-
out legal rights. There is sometimes a very
thin line to be drawn between those
two things. However, both moral rights and
legal rights are very important and
throughout the history of our State the
differences have been substantially ob-
served. I see the Minister for Health hav-
ing a bit of a smirk. He probably does not
realise the point I am making, but per-
haps he eventually will.

Mr. Davies: I am waiting to hear the
point.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am referring
to the morals of government as distinct
from the legal aspects. I hope the Minister
will listen to what I am saying: That the
moral aspect, as distinct from the legal
and constitutional powers inherited by
any Government, is important.

Apparently the old standards which used
to exist have gone out of the window so
far as the A.LP. is concerned. We have
seen actions taken. in the Federal sphere
during the last three months which, whilst
they might be legally right, are certainly
morally very wrong.

During the election campaign some of us
endeavoured to warn the electorate. In
fact, we were able to warn the people in.
this State that if the Whitlam Government
was elected it would only be a Govern-
ment in name. The real Government-
the real power behind the Government-
would be the unelected people in the
A.L.P., and in the A.C.T.U. and similar
bodies.

I must say that in spite of my reasonably
wide experience and understanding of how
Governments function I was staggered by
the viciousness and speed with which the
present Administration in Canberra moved
In and did some of the things which we
felt the Government would talk about but
which it would not implement. We did
not think that certain things w~ould have
been implemented with such viciousness
and speed.

Mr. Moiler: Such as the benefits to aged
persons!

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is no exagger-
ation to say that as a result of just over
three months' administration by the Labor
Government in Canberra Australia has
lost an unbelievable amount of credibility
and goodwill overseas.

Mr. May: I doubt whether the p~eople
would want another election for a while.

Mr. O'Connor: We would like one now.

Sir CHARLES COURT: One thing is
certain and that is that Mr. Whitlam
would not like to face an election tomorrow.

Mr. Jamieson: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion is a mile off course. He wvill see in
a few months' time.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr. Whitlamn
would not like to face an election tomorrow
and I sincerely believe he would not want
one.

Mr. Davies: The polls are saying other-
wise.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Minister
for Health is so keen it will be interesting
to see how he reacts to some of the local
opinion polls about his own Government.

Mr, Davies: The Leader of the Opposition
ought to be ashamed. It seems he is not
proud to be an Australian. I am shocked.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The people of
Australia have not had a chance to measure
some of the actions taken by the Federal
Government. The people do not understand
Immediately those actions because they
need time for them to sink in. However,
If one looks at what has happened in re-
gard to the recognition of mainland China,
and other events which had led up to the
dastardly experience with the A.S.I.O. in
the last few days, one can understand how
the credibility and goodwill of Australia is
suffering.

Mr. May: Did the Leader of the Opposi-
tion notice a Liberal member being carried
on the shoulders of his supporters?

Mr. Davies: The Liberal Government in
Victoria has sent a Minister to China. The
Leader of the Opposition should read the
papers.

Sir CHARLES COURT: As I was saying,
it takes some time for the message to get
through and for the people to fully under-
stand what has been done. The Minister
who is interjecting seems to be very sensi-
tive-

Mr. Davies: Because I want to see Aust-
ralia grow.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -that the people
will not like what they see when they un-
derstand.

Mr. Davies: The people are accepting it.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The actions of

the Federal Government are now beginning
to be seen in their proper perspective.

Mr. Davies: Nonsense.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Government

moved in with unprecedented viciousness
to implement some of its decisions.

Mr. Davies: And it was applauded.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: Many of us won-
der what made the Government move with
such unprecedented speed. If one was a
socialist or a communist-or a communist
sympathiser-one would, of course, in-
mediately applaud the Government and
say, "This is good stuff. The Government
is implementing decisions in Australia for
which we have been waiting for 23 years."
However, if one has a real regard for Aust-
ralia, and one desires to have the confi-
dence of other countries-which is very im-
portant during the developmental stage of
a young country like Australia which stifll
has a long way to go-one will realise there
is cause for alarm.

Mr. Davies: These remarks are getting
close to jingoism.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister for
Health can say what he likes. It is now
my turn to speak and he can speak later if
he wishes. Some things have to be said
now, and this is the place to say them.

Mr. Davies: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion has already said this on the T.V.
programme, "Today Tonight".

Sir CHARLES COURT: When the Gov-
ernment moved in with its unprecedented
haste and severity there were some who
said, "They will learn; they will soon
learn." Others said, "Of course, it is like a
new toy. They have not had this exper-
ience for 23 years and they have to play
around a bit and show their power." There
were others who said, "Sooner or later
political reality will bring them back to
the field."

Well, I suppose that in ordinary times
one would accept those statements but in
point of fact we are now beginning to see
the real reason for the speed and the
severity of the Government's moves. The
Government wanted to give an impression
that it was a dynamic decision-making
Government; something new. A new broom
sweeps clean and the Government was hop-
ing that the People would really not under-
stand what was being done to their coun-
try. The Government was hoping that it
would all be over and that the people would
accept the new order. However, I do not
believe that the people will accept these
things. I believe that if the people had an
opportunity to make another decision they
would decide differently from what they
decided on the 2nd December.

We are just beginning to see some of the
real reasons behind some of the decisions.
I want to make a point that the decisions
made by the Commonwealth Government
have had a tremendous impact on Western
Australia. Anyone who denies that fact is
not facing reality because it so happens
that we are on the receiving end; the un-
fortunate receiving end in respect of most
of the decisions which have been made.

For a while I sensed that the Premier
and his State Government were going to
show a little bit of resistance to some of

the decisions and some of the Policies of
the Federal Government. However, that
resistance quickly faded out. Many of the
decisions would not have been welcomed
by the Premier. As a political realist he
wants to survive in the Political atmosphere
of this State, and he knows that the things
done by the Federal Government have not
been welcomed by the people of Western
Australia.

The people In Western Australia did
have a different view towards some of the
decisions of the Federal Government from
that held by people In the more populated
areas of Sydney and Melbourne. Of course,
it was too much to expect that the State
Labor Government would resist for very
long because It would soon be brought into
line by its masters in the Labor Party.

We have to keep reminding the people
of Western Australia that they cannot es-
cape the adverse effects of some of the de-
cisions which have been made at a Fed-
eral level. In fact, some of the decisions
have threatened to violate the Constitu-
tion. The erosion of the rights of the
States has had its greatest impact on
Western Australia because of the peculiar-
ity of our development programmes, the
peculiarity of our geography and the
peculiarity of our economy. All three fac-
tors have a very substantial bearing on
our international trade, and a compara-
tively smaller effect on our internal trade.

The fact is that there is a centralist
obsession from the socialist Administra-
tion in Canberra. We are now seeing this
attitude at its absolute worst. When look-
Ing at the Australian scene it Is quite ob-
vious that the massive populations-so far
as voters are concerned-are In New South
Wales and Victoria. A mere handful of
people in Western Australia do not mean
very much to the Federal Government.
Even if this State retains all its Labor
seats in the Federal Parliament this would
not matter when Included in the total
number of members elected.

Obviously the Federal Government is
looking at this matter in terms of a cen-
tralist philosophy and gathering all the
power and administrative authority it can
in Canberra. which is diametrically opposed
to the views of those who believe in the
Federal system properly practised.

If we in the Opposition were just polit-
ical animals we could sit back, and let
the State Government stew In its own
Juice, knowing that the situation would
become so obvious to the Western Austra-
lian electorate by the time of the next
State general election that the people
would be screaming blue murder because
of the treatment being meted out to West-
ern Australia.

However, I do not believe that is the way
to handle the situation, I believe we have
a responsibility to warn the People of the
State and the Government of the day of
the real danger which Is apparent. This
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is something which Is vital, not only to
Western Australia, but to the whole of
the nation because our programme of
development and prosperity is a positive
key in the total prosperity of Austraia

I believe that somewhere along the lie
we can have a uniform front on this
matter. It must be of some comfort to the
State Government to know that the Oppo-
sition is at one with it on this question of
opposition to the centralist approach by
the Governmient In Canberra. The
approach has been made obvious in the
clearest of terms. Every day that one picks
up a paper there appears another instal-
ment of what the Flederal Government in-
tends to do. I hope the State Government
does appreciate the fact that the Opposi-
tion, on this matter-which Is so vital to
our State-stands ready and willing to
join with the Government In expressing
the utmost opposition to attempts to un-
dermine the constitutional role and the
rights of Western Australia.

I have been absolutely staggered by the
statements from the Prime Minister, and
Ministers such as the Minister for Minerals
and Energy-and even the Federal Treas-
urer himself. Those Ministers have indi-
cated a collective approach-a Government
approach-to the violation and erosion of
State rights.

The Address-in-Reply is the appropri-
ate time to voice the perturbation of the
Opposition In connection with these mat-
ters and I want to recite a few of them-
certainly not all of them, because I would
be here for a week. We observed the speed
with which the Whitlam Government
moved to recognise China,. The Whitlam
Government indicated that It would recog-
nise China. However, two ways were avail-
able for it to achieve that objective. The
method used was one of tremendous and
indecent haste on a basis which staggered
the world. Even at this stage we are not
sure how far Taiwan has been sold down
the drain. I have always regarded Tai-
wan as a friendly nation. Its people are
good traders. It has some very able men
such as K. T. Ud, one of Its senior Minis-
ters. He was most helpful during the
early stages of the development of Western
Australia because he had found a number
of very good solutions to the problem of
development. Taiwan was anxious to be-
come independent and not be a mendicant
country relying on foreign aid. It wanted
to get rid of its yoke. However, the Gov-
ernment sold Taiwan down the drain.

I have had correspondence with the
Prime Minister of Australia in an attempt
to get him to declare where his Govern-
ment stands on the question of trade with
Taiwan. However, I cannot get a firm re-
ply from him. He has said that my queries
were hypothetical and for that reason they
did not require or deserve an answer. I
have asked the Prime minister to recon-
sider my request, and he has said It Is a

question of law1 and that the law courts
will decide It. Apparently he wants this
sort of argument brought up before the
court. However, the principal matters
should be decided by ordinary Government
methods. I have asked the Prime Minister
what the situation would be if a Taiwanese
ship came to Premantle or a Taiwaniese
cargo camne to Premantle on a ship owned
by some other country. When the People's
Republic of China is established in Can-
berra, will It demand that the cargo
be forfeited as a prize or as the property
of the Peking Government?

If we look at the conditions of recog-
nition that have so far been published-
and we have not seen the final word on
this matter-we find that Australia has
seen fit to recognise Taiwan as a province
of China. My understanding of a province
is that It is part of a country, as this State
Is part of the total Commonwealth of Ails-
ralia. If that is so, Is It not only natural
that the People's Republic-the Peking
Government-will sooner or later demand
that those ships and cargoes be regarded
as its property?

I believe It is madness for the Prime
Minister to say, "let the law courts of
Australia decide this." If he came out with
a declaration in absolute, positive terms
that It was the intention and understand-
Ing of the Commonwealth Government
that there would be free and unfettered
trade between Australia and Taiwan,
without let or hindrance from Peking, I
have a feeling no-one would challenge it
because a Sovereign State would be speak-
ing and saying, 'This is our understanding
of our relationship with China-that there
will be trade between Taiwan and Aus-
tralia without let or hindrance as far as
Peking is concerned."

I shudder at the prospect of this trade
being challenged in the law courts of Aus-
tralia because it will come down to the
intention as far as the Australian Govern-
ment is concerned; it will come down to
the letter of agreement between Australia
and Peking in respect of the recognition of
China. If there Is a commitment by the
Government, is it not fairer for the Gov-
ernment to come out and say, "We have
sold Taiwan down the drain and there is
no scope for free and unfettered trade"'?

Japan and other countries were smarter.
The Japanese formed a trading company
in Tokyo and People from the Embassy
went across, A similar transaction took
place in Taipei and trade goes on without
let or hindrance.

The trading capacity of Nationalist
China-Taiwan-is infinitely greater per
capita than that of mainland China, and
it will continue to be so for a long time
in view of the economic policies of main-
land China by which mainland China does
not intend to trade at the same per capita
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rate as. say, the Chinese of Singapore or
Taiwan. Therefore, I believe the Federal
Government should come out now and de-
clare quite unequivocally what it under-
stands about the situation and whether
there is or is not to be free trade without
hindrance from Peking.

It goes further than that. If there is not
to be free trade, there Is a worse aspect.
We ask ourselves what will be the situation
in respect of correspondence. Will we be
able to mail our letters direct to Taiwan
without their having to go through Peking?
One can imagine what would happen to a
letter I wrote to Mr. K. T. Li in Taipei if
it had to go through Peking. First of all,
there would not be a letter; we would have
more sense than to write to one another
by normal means. But it Is a frightening
thought that this is the extent to which
our Government could have sold us down
the drain in respect of Taiwan.

I want to refer briefly to the Consul's
house. The fuss that blew up over that
was unnecessary. When the Common-
wealth Government made the statement
about uncertainty In respect of the title.
it immediately triggered off a train of
events that was quite unnecessary and we
had to go through a great deal of hocus-
pocus before a transfer of the title could
be obtained. I understand there was more
difficulty, after the transfer was approved,
as to how the finance would be remitted
back to Taiwan. That matter seems to
have been resolved, but what an unneces-
sary bubble was created when all that
needed to be done at State and Common-
wealth levels was to treat an old friend
decently, rather than leave him exposed to
the suggestion that his property would be
forfeited to his arch-enemy because of the
conditions under which Australia had rec-
ognised mainland China--the Peking Gov-
ernment.

I refer next to the disgust that was felt
in Australia at the dastardly comments
made by some senior Federal Ministers in
respect of our ally, the United States.
John Curtin, who made history in obtain-
ing the aid of America during the second
world war, must have turned in his grave
at some of those statements. There was
not a word of rebuke from the Prime
Minister. That would have put the record
straight as far as the world was concerned,
but three senior Ministers made those dis-
gusting comments and there was no need
for them to do so. Good taste dictated
that they should not do so.

If the nation really wanted to express
some concern and perturbation to America,
it should have been done in the proper
way, through the Prime Minister in the
normal, dignified channels that are open
between friends. However, these Ministers
came out with their shocking statements
which caused a great deal of disgust
throughout Australia-

Coincidentally with those statements, a
ban was placed on United States shipping.
Here is an ally which has been our friend
in a time of our greatest need, and the
people on the waterfront imposed a ban
on United States shipping, thus taking the
control right out of the hands of the
elected Government.

What did we have from the Prime
Minister? Not a word. He was waiting
for R. J. Hawke to return from his Pacific
cruise. R. J. Hawke disembarked from the
ship in Sydney and still would not give
him the answer, He had to go down to
Melbourne to see the "boys", and the
"boys" took their time before they let him
know what could b~e said. Australia went
through this experience for days. 1, as an
Australian, felt disgusted that such a sit-
uation had arisen in this country.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Were you disgusted
with the bombing of Vietnam?

Sir CHARLJES COURT: I will come to
that. We have known that many people
within the A.LP. and people who are sup-
porters of the A.L.P., both directly and
Indirectly, have sympathies with our
enemies; but I did not think we would see
the day when senior Ministers of a Gcv-
ermnent would say what those senior
Ministers said about our allies and good
friends-people we will need again In
the future.

To add Insult to injury, we have the
Commonwealth Government rushing In to
give premature recognition to Hanoi.
There. was no need for it to be done the
way it was done, but the Government
seemed to want to demonstrate to the
world that it symnpathised 'with coromun-
1st regimes. The most poignant criticism
of a Prime Minister of this country was
the cartoon of the present Prine Minister
taking the flowers from the graves of the
Australians and giving them to the 'North
Vietnamese.

Mr. Jamieson: That was a disgrace to
journalism.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That was the
most poignant testimony that could be
given to the action.

Mr. Graham: It was filthy!I

Mr. Bryce: They should never have been
in graves.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Australian
Government was not prepared to allow
our allies to get back their prisoners of
war before it rushed In with its recogni-
tion of Hanoi. We know that In every
country the time comes when it is neces-
sary to reconcile one's views, but there
are several ways of doing this and it
should certainly not be done in the way
the present Australian Government has
done it.
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I say quite categorically that Australians
sleep easy today because the Americans
were Prepared to go into Korea and Viet-
nam-

Mr. Graham: Not on account of Viet-
nami.

Sir
ErPish
munist

CHARLES COURT:
were Prepared to take
terrorists in Malaya.

-and the
on the com-

Mr. Graham: We did not have a policy.
We blindly followed them.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It Is often for-
gotten that the British were prepared to
take on the communist terrorists in
Malaya. I am proud of the fact that
Australians were prepared to honour their
commitments in each of those very un-
fortunate but necessary conflicts. We
met our commitments and honoured our
obligations, and because of the fact that
America and many other countries Parti-
cipated in those conflicts, we sleep easy
today In the knowledge that we have put
an end, at least temporarily, to some of
those great dangers.

Mr. Jamieson: The danger was in your
vivid Imagination.

Mr. Rushton: What rot!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: If members op-

posite will just stop and think back to
the days of Soekarno, the great friend of
Dr. Evatt, and all the unrest and in-
stability in Indonesia at that time, they
will realise they did not rest easy then.
We saw the threat from the communists
who were trying to infiltrate that country.
We are able to rest easy today because
Korea was fought, because Vietnam was
fought, because Malaya was fought, and
because somebody like Suharto had the
courage to rise up in Indonesia, to create
stability, and to get rid of the communist
sympathisers in that country.

Mr. Graham: There are nothing but
military dictatorships in East Asia.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: I hope the

people in Indonesia do not receive a verba-
tim report of what the Deputy Premier
now says because he has been saying nice
things about them. He has been trying
to wno them for trade; now he says these
things about military dictatorships.

Mr. Graham: Which they are. Yorn are
always on the side of military dictator-
ships.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I remind the
Deputy Premier that when Soekarno Nma
in power there was a dictatorship of the
absolute type.

Mr. Jamieson: He would not give ,;ou
a security clearance; that Is what y~u vire
upset about.

Mr. Graham: The Labor party advocated
independence for the Indonesians, and
they have it now, but under a military
dictatorship.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Quite obviously.
the Deputy Premier does not understand
what the situation was in the days of
Soekarno. It was a complete dictatorship.
including military dictatorship, but he fell
foul of some of his own non-communist
service people and he was overthrown. I
think we should ae gratef ul that that coun-
try has finished up with a non-communist
administration. It was not very long before
the present Prime Minister (Mr. Whitlam)
decided that, having realigned Australia
with communist regimes, having been
rude to all our friends-

Mr. Hartrey interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: If the honour-

able member thinks wc will have any help
from the people with whom we have now
aligned ourselves, he has another think
coming.

Mr. Graham: Aligned against whom?
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Prime

Minister takes himself off to Indonesia,
tries to sell that country a Package of
goods, and asks it to recognise and join
in a joint regional pact involving main-
land China. A fourth standard child whbo
had failed could have told him before he
went what his reception would be. Of
course, he was rebuffed. The South-east
Asians told him they would make their own
arrangements in their own time and
according to their needs.

Mr. Graham: That Is true of every
country.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That is right.
I am glad they did 3o in such unequivocal
terms because the message should have got
through to the Prime Minister.

Mr. Graham: It ir a change for the
Australian Government to show a bit of
initiative instead if tagging along behind
some other country.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We, as Aus-
tralians-

Mr. Graham: Little "yes"-men, that is
what we were.

The SPEAKER: Order!.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I would Prefer

to be a "yes'"-man to Britain and the
United States thban 0o mainland China.

Mr. Graham: We will make our own
decisions.

Sir CHARLES COURT: As we have been
doing in the past. No country in the world
has ever stooped so low and accepted so
many conditions as has Australia in regard
to Peking.

Mr. Graham: That is completely wrong,
of course, and you know it is wrong.
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Mr. Jamleson: You do not know what
you are talking about.

Mr. Graham: You read in The West
Australian something that was completely
wrong-and he was a university gentleman.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Sir CH-ARLES COURT: My knowledge
of this matter goes far beyond The West
Australian.

Mr. Graham: I am not blaming The
West Australian.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Deputy
Premier read mnore of the Eastern States
papers he would get a different slant on
this matter and he would be more dis-
turbed than he is today.

Mr. Graham: How do you know what
I read?

Sir CHARLES COURT: We have a great
deal of interest in Indonesia because Si
Indonesia is secure, prosperous, and non-
cemimunist it is a tremendous bulwark to
Australia. Because of the work of the
previous Government, thank goodness we
have a very strong and good relationship
with Indonesia. I ho-pe the Prime Minister
has the message and does not rock the
boat any further.

Then we move on to a few other events
which have done a great deal to frighten
the people of Australia. There was the
granting of a passport to Burchctt, which
caused a wave of revulsion throughout the
ranks bf ex-servicemen and the rest of the
people. Then we had the abuse of South
Africa and Rhodesia-even to the point of
the Federal Government being prepared to
allow some important trade to go down the
drain. These actions have come one after
another from a Government which is hell-
bent on trying to centralise its control and
to break down the reputation and goodwill
enjoyed by Australia-a reputation which
was hard earned over a period of 23 years.

Those events led up to the shocking inci-
dent which occurred within the last few
days. I have never thought we in Australia
would see the day when we would be sub-
jected to the dreaded midnight tap on the
door; but it has occurred.

Mr. Jamieson: You should wait and see
what comes out of this.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I know what the
Minister for Works Is expecting to come out
of it.

Mr. Jamieson: It will leave the Petrov
business for dead.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The A.S.t.O.
machinery was set up by a Labor Admini-
stration-

Mr. Graham: But it has run off the rail
since.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -and if one
Studies its history and ascertains the rea-
sons for its establishment one will find that

its bas s was honoured right throughout the
term of the Liberal-Country Party Federal
Government. Certain things were laid down
about the control of the A.S..O. and its
operations within Australia. Nobody likes
this sort of organisation, but no country
can survive without it. The important
point is to allow the machinery to function
within certain guidelines. However, what
has happened to it?

Mr. Bryce: Has it been functioning?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Federal
Attorney- General used the dreaded knock-
on-the-door technique: he took along the
head of his department and his own police
in order to raid his own department. Such
action is unheard of except in Nazi or com-
munist countries,

Mr. Graham: Who should be in charge:
the Government or the officers? That is a
simple question.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Of course, the
Government should be in charge; but prior
to the Deputy Premier returning to his seat
I dealt with the matter of the morals of
Government as distinct from the law.

Mr. Jamieson: That will be the day when
you understand that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister for
Works probably would not understand that
there is a fine line, a fine difference, be-
tween the morals of Government and the
law. I would be surprised if the Premier did
not agree with me in this matter, because
it makes the difference between a good and
a bad Government. I do not think anyone
would subscribe in his heart to the unprece-
dented action taken by the Attorney-
General when he raided his own depart-
ment-almost cloak and dagger stuff-in
the middle of the night.

The point I am leading up to Is this: be-
cause of the actions and the decisions of
the Commonwealth Government in respect
of overseas Investment and the matter of a
25 per cent. deposit; because of its action
in going to China In the manner it did to
recognise that country; because of its
treatment of Taiwan: because of the
A.S.I.O. incident; and because of the argu-
ment taking place within the Labor Party
as a result of differences between the elect-
ed members and the unelected section
about the bases in Australia and the so-
called Singapore spy base, how can one be-
lieve that in future any country will trust
us whilst the present Government remains
in Canberra?

Mr. Graham:, One can feel proud to be an
Australian now.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It does not end
with military and political secrets; it is far
worse than that. It enters into the area of
political confidences, technological matters,
and other matters of vital concern in
res'- ct of transport and ordinary trade,
where we must have mutual trust. All these
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things are affected by the decisions made
by the Commonwealth Government, which
has shattered 23 years of hard work by the
previous Government.

Mr. Graham: Oh! You are a funny boy.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Graham: Charlie's comic cuts.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Members op-

posite may laugh.
Mr. Bertram: We are entitled to laugh

at humour.
Sir CHARLES COURT: However, some

members opposite are not laughing because
they know what I have said Is correct and
the day of reckoning is approaching. If
we wish to be treated as a grown-up nat-
ion we must be dependable and demon-
strate to other nations that we are reliable.
The Federal Government has had its test,
and It has failed. Any nation-friend or
toe-would look at the Commonwealth
Government today and say that it could
not be trusted with any confidential mat-
ter-

Mr. Graham: Fancy trusting Billy Mc-
Mahon with anything confidential!

Sir CHARLES COURT: -whether it be
political or economic. Have members
opposite heard of a single international
confidence being betrayed by the previous
Government?

Mr. Bertram: It went to the other ex-
treme; it was a secretive Government.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The stony silence
of members opposite makes the answer
clear. not one instance of corruption or the
betrayal of a. confidence on the part of the
previous Government can be mentioned.

Mr. Graham: They -were too busy with
a stabbing knife.

Sir CHA6RLES COURT: The actions of the
Commonwealth Government do not end
there. We have seen other actions taken
which have been devastating so far as
Australia is concerned. I refer to revalu-
ation. When It occurred in December we
thought it was merely a sign of immatur-
ity on the part of Mr. Whitlain, because
he had already had his fingers rapped by
his own party for suggesting revaluation.
He was told in blunt terms not to men-
tion it again. However, with this all-power-
ful little group of his, on the 23rd Decem-
ber last, he decided, unilaterally, to re-
value the Australian dollar.

Mr. May: But a little while ago you
said that he had to listen to the members
of his party. Now you say he did not.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I 'will come to
that. The Minister cannot accuse mue of
not answering any question. We put this
decision down to immaturity-that he was
like a boy with a new toy, and he aimed to
demonstrate his strength. This was a
unilateral decision with no benefit whatso-
ever to Australia.

Mr. Lapham:. He did something of which
we can all be proud.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Since then he has
moved in further and we have had the
fatal experience of retaining the value of
the Australian dollar in February when the
Americans devalued. In other words, he
revalued the Australian dollar against the
American dollar.

Mr. Graham: Whatever the Americans
do you want to do!

Sir CHARLES COURT: This happens to
be a question of self-preservation for Aust-
ralia. This happens to be something that
will affect this State.

Mr. Graham: You want to follow Uncle
Sam wherever he goes--to the moon or
anywhere else.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: Even Dr. Cairns

was astounded. I do not know whether the
Deputy Premier heard his off-the-cuff com-
ments when he heard that overnight the
Prime Minister had revalued the Austra-
lian dollar against the American dol-
lar, because when he heard of the Prime
Minister's action he disclosed his real feel-
ings. He said, "We will devalue." He took
it for granted that we would follow it
down, but that did not happen, He has
been brought into line now because he
has had to say, "I believe in what my
leader did."

Mr. Graham: How long have you been
in the confidence of Dr. Cairns?

Sir CHARLES COURT: That was dis-
closed by means of a comment on the A.M.
session heard every morning on the nation-
al radio station.

Mr. Hutchinson: Does not this Gov-
ernment believe in devaluation?

Mr. Graham: We believe in the Aus-
tralian Government making a decision for
Australia instead of blindly following
another country.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: Let me deal

with the comments that have been made
by the Deputy Premier. This was a case
when we wanted the Prime Minister to
make a decision which would be for the
benefit of Australia. The Premier, within
48 hours, stated publicly that we did not
want the Australian dollar revalued.

Mr. Graham: Don't get me wrong! We
can agree or disagree with any decision
made by the Australian Government, but
it is a novelty for the Australian Govern-
ment to be making its own decision In-
stead of following the policy of a foreign
country.

Sir CH4ARLES COURT: It is very inter-
esting to hear that statement from the
Deputy Premier. He does not care what
a botch the Australian Government makes
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of It so long as it makes a decision. Per-
haps the Federal Government could be
right by following the policy of another
country on occasions.

Mr. Graham: Look at the botch the
Previous Federal Government made in re-
gard to the decision on Vietnam.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Even the
Premier had to point out to the Common-
wealth Government the dangers associated
with revaluing the Australian dollar, and
at the time I supported him entirely. I
made a statement in Melbourne when I
was there at the time, Pointing out the
impact that revaluation would have on our
export industries. Dr. Cairns was very
concerned. To use his own words, he said,
"Through revaluation they would slice 14
per cent. off the tariff Protection on indus-
tries." These were the industries which the
Labor Party said it was going to pro-
tect, yet the Federal Government chopped
14 per cent. off their tariff protection by
revaluation.

I know the academics can blind people
with science. They can put forward the
theory that if the Australian dollar is
revalued in a case such as this when
uinder inflationary Pressures, some of this
pressure can be taken off. Exports can be
slowed down. They will say that exports
are not so easy to sell and they are not so
competitive. They also expound that im-
ports can be brought into the country
much cheaper. However, I want to point
out that none of these theories works out
in practice. Just imagine the reaction from
the all-powerful waterside workers' union
if we were to say, "Let us bring In more
ploughs, more tractors, or more anything
else." I wonder what those unions would
do.

Mr. W. G. Young: They would not
handle them.

Sir CHARLES COURT: They would
say, "Impose more import quotas." There-
fore we do not get any benefit whatsoever
in trying to fight inflation through revalua-
tion. We have to face up to the impracti-
calities of doing so. We agree entirely with
the representations the Premier has made
to the Federal Government. I do not know
whether he has had any response to his
further pleading with the Prime Minister to
give him an answer to his question. The
Federal Government will defend its de-
cision and put forward various reasons for
making it. In point of fact the decision to
revalue had a devastating effect on Wes-
tern Australia. Some projects that were
marginal have become unprofitable, some
that were profitable have become marginal,
and some that were trying to get them-
selves off the ground have had to defer
their operations because they are up
against too many hurdles. First of all they
have the hurdle of revaluation, which is
bad enough. This has taken a slice right
off the top of their income, and, secondly,
if they wish to raise more money they have

this 25 per cent, deposit scheme. That is,
25 per cent. of their funds from overseas
has to be deposited with the Reserve flank
on a non-earning basis which increases
their costs by one-third. It is impossible
to attract this sort of money in a country
such as this, Of course, the worst feature
is that we create an Impression that local
capital is not wanted.

On the contrary, we want a maximum
effort in Australia today. We are a young
county and there are some fantastic
things to be done, and we cannot go on
creating these hurdles against further in-
vestment. One of the claims made is
that the Federal Government Is doing
this deliberately. They want People
to come cap In hand and to say, 'Please
help us." It is prepared to offer protec-
tion at a price and it wants part of the
equity in these things. There is no doubt
that we should seek Australian ownership
in these large projects, but on a sensible
basis. We do not want a number of half -
baked, inefficient, struggling projects. We
want to see them reach the state in which
they were when we originally started them
-strong!
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pim

Sir CHARLES COURT: Before the tea
suspension I had got to the point of dis-
cussing in some detail the question of re-
valuation and the devastating effects It
had on Western Australia. One line of
thought that had been advanced was that
the Commonwealth Government was
deliberately trying to embarrass the comn-
Panies so as to make the profitable com-
panies marginal companies, and the mar-
ginal companies losing companies, so that
they will approach the Commonwealth
Government as mendicants seeking assist-
ance, which will be given "at a price". If
this is the method of the Commonwealth
Government to bring private enterprise to
its knees, it should come out and say so,
and not take action by a back-door
method.

Mr. Bertram: Do you believe It Is true?
Sir CHARLES COURT: I believe it has

all the portents of being true. There are
ominous signs at the moment of the Com-
monwealth Government using the Austra-
lian Industry Development Corporation
for this very purpose. That Government
has given notice that It intends to amend
the original framework in which A.I.D.C.
was to operate, and to use it as a method
whereby the Government can give this
protection "at a price". No useful purpose
is served by denying the objective of this
move. It is through this that the Prime
Minister can go on television and say, "We
will not nationalise anything in my time
as Prime Minister." What he does not say,
or what he says under his breath, is, "I
have other methods of achieving this
objective which I do not need to call
nationalisation."
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Mr. Jamieson: This is like what the
Menzies Government did.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I would remind
the Minister for Works that the Menzies
Government did not do that at all.

Mr. Jamieson., We learned that from a
very goad school.

Sir CHARLES COURT: When the pre-
vious Commonwealth Government Intro-
duced the A.I.D.C. it laid down very
definite conditions so as to make clear to
industry, to commerce, and to potential
investors what were the rules. These are
to be altered; and the Minister for Works
well knows why this confidence trick is to
be perpetrated.

We have had a very lack-lustre docu-
ment Introduced as the Governor's Speech
at the opening of Parliament. Of course,
His Excellency had to read it, This Speech
Is like the one which the Governor-General
had to read at the opening of the Com-
monwealth Parliament. In parts he must
have found this nauseating, but he man-
fully read through it. On this occasion we
have a lack-lustre document which is
typical of a lack-lustre Government.

There are two aspects in particular to
which I wish to make reference, but no
doubt my colleagues will refer to ether
aspects in the course of their contribu-
tions. The two aspects to which I make
reference relate to finance and to popula-
tion.

Dealing firstly with the question of
population His Excellency said in his
Speech-

During 1971-72, the State's popula-
tion Increased by 2.2 per cent. to
1,053,200.

That was as at the 30th June, 1972. This
is an Increase of approximately 22,700 for
the year ended the 30th June, 1g72; of
this number 15,000 comprise the natural
increase figure, leaving approximately
7,000 as the estimated figure of population
increase through migration.

It Is interesting to look at the popula-
tion growth in some of the years of great-
est prosperity In this State. I refer to
1967 when the figure was 32,900; to 1968
when it was 40,800; to 1969 when It was
38,800; to 1970 when it was 37,400; and
to 1971 when it was 34,800. This was the
last effective year of the Brand Govern-
ment, and then the dip in the figures oc-
curred the next year.

It will be interesting to see the figures
relating to the period since the 30th June,
1972, because I noticed in the statistics
published by the Commonwealth that in
the quarter ended the 30th June, 1072,
there was a net lass of migrants totalling
6,147; that the natural increase in popu-
lation totalled 4,067, giving an overall net
decrease for that quarter of over 2,000.

I realie that traditionally the June
quarter is the one In which the population
makes the slowest growth. This happens
for some extraordinary reason which I
cannot follow. Maybe it has to do with
holiday makers and with people picking
on June as the month to return to their
native country. It will be. interesting to
see what has happened in the meantime.

I do not subscribe to the policy of cur-
tailing migration, because in a country like
this if we do not have a strong flow of
migrants of the right type we inevitably
run into trouble, such as the trouble the
Government is running into at the present
time. I was disturbed to read what Mr.
Uren, the Commonwealth Minister, had
to say on the 5th May, 1972. This was
an extraordinary statement from a man
who belongs to a Government which pro-
fesses to want to step up the economic
growth rate of this nation. Mr. Uren said
that we could not afford a 2 per cent.
population growth rate; and that 1 per
cent, was enough. 0f course. I do not sub-
scribe to this objective in a young, vast
country with a small and scattered popu-
lation, and with tremendous developments
to be undertaken. We must aim for a
higher population growth rate. I do not
go along with people who subscribe to the
zero population growth theory. This is a
shortsighted policy.

One can only guess what is the policy
of the Commonwealth Government. One
can hazard a guess whether it Is a de-
liberate attempt to try to slow us down,
or whether it has another objective-to
keep us short of tradesmen, and so fan the
Industrial unrest we are experiencing. At
this point of time the State ... overnment is
experiencing a shortage of tradesmen. If
this is its objective what will be the inevit-
able result? We have a high unemploy-
ment figure among the semi-skilled and
unskilled workers. We have seen this
happening in the case of, for Instance, the
bricklayers. If we do not have enough
bricklayers then the labourers and semi-
skilled men cannot be employed. This
projects itself into the carpenters, the
plumbers, the cement makers, and all the
other trades associated with building.

We have many projects in the north of
the State that are looking for lite rally
hundreds of tradesmen. I understand
there is a shortage of tradesmen at
Kwinana, but still there is a higher num-
ber of unemployed. This shows a lacK of
planning and lack of anticipation. We
on this side of the House have been talking
about this during the whole of the term
of office of the present Government-for
the past two years-but our message does
not seem to get across. It Is the failure
of Labor Governments to read the signs
which is the difference between a Liberal-
Country Party Administration and a Labor
Administration-the failure to see and
anticipate these things.
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I well remember the traumatic Period
we experienced when we became the
Government in 1959, and there were no
migrants coming into the State. It took a
long time to break the impasse. In dealing
with migrants we are dealing with human
beings. If it had not been for the then
President of the A.C.T.U. (Mr. Monek)
who was very active In the immigration
council we might have been struggling
longer. Being the man he was, he was
only too pleased to come along to hear,
to negotiate, and to discuss our plans with
us. He agreed with what we had set out
to do.

A Liberal Government does not have
the same inhibitions in respect of the
Trades Hall and the T.L.C. when it deals
with these matters. I do not suggest that
we should get migrants for migrants sake;
but we need them in a country like this
and our method of selection must be cor-
rect so that we attract those migrants who
are determined and anxious to join in the
development of our country and who have
the skills we need.

We are entitled to ask what is the Policy
of the Commonwealth Government. I have
read about it and tried to make sense
out of It. I have tried to understand it.
I cannot understand whether the Com-
monwealth Government wants to bring
in a flood of Asian People or whether it
wants to stop such a flood. I cannot under-
stand whether or not it wants to get in a
flood of British or European migrants or
stop them all.

Mr. Bertram: Did You read the platform?

Sir CHARtLES COURT: I have read the
many statements made by the present Min-
isters and the Prime Minister during the
election campaign and I defy anyone to
ascertain a clear policy in this matter.
One is entitled to assume that this is all
part of the Government's artificial pro-
gramme to keep the country short of
migrants and impair its economic growth
while at the same time professing it wants
to step up the economic growth.

I hope the present Government will see
fit to take a bolder and more realistic
attitude towards migrants and seek those
with the right skills to join with us and
not Just let them drift here if they want
to. The Government should seek them out
and encourage them to come here. It
should tell them the facts about what
they will face. Many migrants abroad are
thoroughly fed up with the industrial strife
in the countries in which they live and it
Is those who want to get away from that
strife whom we want-not the ones stirring
up the trouble.

In the Governor's Speech of which we
are talking today the Government referred
to the financial situation as follows-

The $5,017,000 deficit anticipated by
the 1972-73 Budget has been enlarged
subsequently by increased costs.

Of course we know this happens. I wish
the Premier would realise that this Is the
sort of thing which occurred back in late
1970. We can try to budget for it and do
our best to anticipate it, but some of these
increases come UP with such rapidity and
such severity that it is impossible to keep
up with budgeting for them. Because of
the time when this House now meets
under the new timetable, it Is not prac-
ticable for the Government to give us a
full run-down on the financial or econ-
omic situation for the financial year. As
the Premier explained, this will be done
during the Estimates in. the second half
of the session.

However, one can assume from his com-
ments that there will be a greater deficit
than that budgeted for. I cannot read this
Speech any other way, although it does
in the next paragraph refer to the upturn
in. the economy which the Premier hopes
will occur in the second half of the year,
hoping, no doubt, this will increase the
Government's revenue from taxes and other
sources and will at least alleviate the in-
creased deficit he has foreshadowed In
those comments.

We will look with interest to the 1973-74
Budget, because it happens to be the
election year Budget for the Government,
and we will watch with considerable in-
terest to see whether the Government's
counterparts in. Canberra decide they must
look after their friends; and this wili no
doubt be disclosed when we get the Budget.

I do want to refer to one particular aspect
which is all the more difficult to understand
because of the comments in the Governor's
Speech: that is, the fact that for some
extraordinary reason the Premier did not
want to join with his other Premier col-
leagues to put pressure on Mr. Whitim to
hold a Premiers' conference. It is almost
customary to have a mid-termn Premiers'
conference which Is a good idea in an
Australian economy which is moving much
faster than ever before. The severity and
timing of pay increases and cost increases
are very different from what they were 10
Years ago; and with all the goodwill in the
world Budgets can be rickety and rockety
over the first six or eight months of the
financial year.

However, the Premier said he would not
Press for a conference. I thought one of
his reasons was rather quaint, He said
that Mr. Whitlamn had not been In office for
very ion'; and that wve had better let him
settle in the Job. That philosophy did not
apply when poor Mr. McMahon took over.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Poor old Mr. McMahon!

Sir CHARLES COURT: It will be re-
called that when Mr. Gorton was Prime
Minister he had rejected requests for some
alleviation of the State's Budget when my
predecessor was Premier and in a very
short time-almost days afterwards-the
change took place and the Premiers had
no regard for Mr. McMahon because almost
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within a matter of days he was projected
into a Premiers' conference. At that
meeting he gave what the Premier acknow-
ledged publicly as generous and realistic
assistance which enabled the then Govern-
ment-the present State Government-to
handle its budgetary problems.

I want to refer to a comment made con-
sistently-and very unfairly-by the
Premier. He constantly refers to the prob-
lems he inherited in the Treasury when he
took over from my predecessor.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Unfortunately they
were very real.

Sir CHARLES COURT: This Is quite un-
fair because the present Premier inherited
a strong Treasury-a Treasury which had
been very well administered by Sir David
Brand and his officers.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Pacing a heavy deficit.
Sir CHARLES COURT: During this pe-

riod, instead of being a mendicant State,
going cap in band on bended knees to the
Grants Commission twice a year to get the
annual hand-out, we managed to throw off
this yoke-and why? It was because of the
good administration of the then Govern-
ment and particularly the Treasurer and
his officers.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Because of the flow of
mineral royalties.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Another reason alto-
gether.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It Was because
of good administration. No-one gave us a
chance to unburden that yoke, for 30 years.
but we did it and we gained that greater
independence of spending which is Possible
as a result.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You amaze me giving
that as the reason when you know it is
not the reason at all.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Of course it is
the reason. Because of the policies of the
previous Government and the revenue
gained as a result of minerals, we were able
to be independent instead of going cap in
hand to the Grants Commission every
year.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Do you know what
your Premier said at the time when I sug-
gested that royalties should be higher? He
said there would be no advantage In getting
higher royalties because the Grants Com-
mission would simply reduce the allowance
to us.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That happens to
be true under the crazy system under
which we had to operate. Does the
Premier wish us to be under that yoke
forever? That demonstrates how shallow
is his understanding of the situation. As
a result of the previous Government's
policy we were able to get rid of the yoke
of the Grants Commission. I will go fur-
ther and say that If we had not done so.
then, because of the improvement in the

State's finances and economy, we would
have finished up paying money to the Com-
monwealth-

Mr. T. D. Evans: We are now.
Sir CHARLES COURT: -instead of

gaining the benefit of our own work and
initiative.

Before the election my predecessor (Sir
David Brand), when Premier, made the
position very clear to the electorate. It Is
no good anyone denying this. He made it
clear-as was his policy, because he was
always a frank man in these matters-that
unprecedented rises in salaries had
occurred. Rises of this kind had never
been experienced here before. He also
made It clear that there would be an im-
pact on the Budget, so the new Premier
had no excuse at all. Even If he had read
the newspapers-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: He did not indicate the
extent-$12000.000.

Sir CHARLES COURT: He did! Mem-
bers opposite should read the December
newspapers.

Mr. O'Connor: They choose to Ignore
them.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The way the pre-
sent Government is acting would give the
impression that it would almost welcome
the opportunity to be placed under the
Grants Commission again.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Would you explain
why South Australia and Queensland have
gone back to the Grants Commission?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am not con-
doning that or encouraging it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You talked about a
mendicant State. Does Queensland have a
Labor Government?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am not con-
doning that at all. I want our own State to
be independent as It should be. The present
Premier was generously treated by the
Commonwealth Government and he had
to acknowledge this. His continual repeti-
tion of the story about the state of the
Treasury at the time he took over is not
only unfair to my predecessor, but also
extremely mischievous.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The deficit was
$12,000,000.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We look forward
to the 1973-74 Budget with great interest
to see whether Father Christmas will oper-
ate in Canberra and whether this Is the
price the Government is paying to keep sil-
ent when it must be chafing and champing
at the bit because of the things done to It
by its Commonwealth masters.

I want to touch briefly on the question
of the erosion of State rights. One can
only be alarmed at the repeated state-
ments-not one statement but repeated
statements-by the Federal Ministers-
from the Prime Minister down-concerning
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the intention to erode State rights. The
Government has not even been subtle about
it.

Mr. Bertram: Does the Leader of the
Opposition mean that the Government has
been frank?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The remarks
have been pretty vicious and mischievous.
Every utterance on any particular issue is
to the effect that the Commonwealth will
attach strings to any money which Is made
available. I know that Commonwealth Gov-
ernments have a habit of doing this, and it
is something with which I have never been
happy whether it was done to a Liberal-
Country Party Government or a Labor
Government.

However, we are now told more than
just that. The Federal Government
actually wants to intrude into the plan-
ning and the administration. To my mind
It was nauseating to hear a Federal Min-
ister saying on the radio the other day
that in future the Commonwealth intended
to become more Involved in developmental
projects. That type of remark is not as
subtle as it might sound; it is a straightout
intention. Notice has been served on the
States of what can be expected.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What would be wrong
with the Commonwealth Government get-
ting involved in those Projects to the ex-
tent of becoming interested in the infra-
structure?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If it does Just
that at the request of the State Govern-
ment I will applaud it. However, it did not
intend to do that. The present Minister for
Mines cannot be very happy with the notice
which has been served on the mining com-
panies-whether Australian or overseas--
in respect of oil and gas. If the Federal
Government only participated to the ex-
tent of the infrastructure, which was the
Policy we wanted to negotiate with the pre-
vious Government, I would be for It with-
out any fear. That is what the Federal
Government should be doing.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I thought the Leader
of the Opposition was condemning It.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I never have.
However, when the Federal Government
wants direct participation, as an equity
participant in these things, it will be the
first foot in the door, and that Is a horse
of a different colour.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Would you like to see
foreign owners running the country?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I would like to
see the companies owned by private enter-
prise, with clear rules laid down by the
Government of the day. The companies
could then operate fairly and profitably.
That is the only way the workers can
receive a fair go and the maximum benefit.

I want to make this statement quite
dlear: When we become the Government
of thit State we will fight the Comnmon-

wealth Government on every issue where It
attempts to intrude into State rights be-
cause this is the very basis on which the
Federal system of Australia was organised.

Mr. O'Connor: Hear, hear!
Sir CHARLES COURT: Just imagine the

effect if Victoria, New South Wales, and
Queensland Joined with Western Australia
against the Commonwealth Government.
It would have to take notice, no matter
how socialised or centralised it might be.
We admire Queensland. It has been say-
ing. "Hands off Queensland." Queensland
wants to accept its own responsibilities. I
believe in the States standing up to be
counted on their responsibilities. The
Commonwealth should leave the States
alone and not precipitate this resistance.
The attitude here seems to be that if
something is a howling baby then give
it to the Commonwealth. Of course, it
will take over one baby after another.

Mr. Davies: Does the Leader of the Op-
position believe in secession?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to say
this-and I have said it very clearly on
previous occasions-that I do not think
any of the established political parties as we
know them today would advocate a seces-
sion movement. However, there are many
people talking about secession at the grass
roots level; more today than there have
been during the last 40 years. The Com-
monwealth and State Governments should
take notice because those people see the
dangers. They see the extremes at Can-
berra and they decide that secession is
the only way to express themselves.

The Commonwealth now wants to take
over the Aborigines.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Do not forget that
the people of Australia. at a referendum,
gave that decision.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That is right;
to assist, but not to take them over.

Mr. Jamnieson: What about some logic?
Sir CHARLES COURT: I did not see

any member opposite rushing to hand over
the question of Aborigines before the sug-
gestion was made by the Commonwealth.
The Commonwealth says it is now its re-
sponsibility.

Mr. J. TI. Tonkin: The people have de-
clared that they believe it is the responsi-
bility of the Commonwealth.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Premier is
distorting what the People decided.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: No, I am not.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The people of

Australia extended the rights of the Coma-
monwealth to assist in the matter.

Mr. Jamieson: They were given equal
rights.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Common-
wealth was given the right to make special
laws. The Aborigines from the Kimberley.
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the waeatbelt, and the metropolitan area
are as different from each other as chalk
is fr m cheese. The people living within
the State have a better understanding of
their problems. I admire what the Queens-
landcrs are doing to defend their own
Aborigines and the Torres Straits Islanders.

Mr. Bickerton: Tell us about the D.L.P.
and the Country Party.

Sir CHARLES COURT: This problem Is
building up with respect to schools. When
a direction comes from the Federal Minis-
ter for Education it will really come from
someone behind him even if he wanted to
resist it. The Commonwealth will come
into transport, at the planning and oper-
ating stages, and that will be the thin edge
of the wedge.

Mr. Graham: Do not rubbish Australia.
Sir CHARLES COURT: It is the inten-

tion of the Commonwealth to take over
offshore administration. It has made no
bones about this, although the State Gov-
ernmnct has expressed itself in clear
terms. The State Government does not
want this to happen. It wants the old
Orckr of the Commonwealth-State re-
lationship in respect of oil and gas and
offshore minerata.

Mr. Graham: What did the Federal
Liberal Government think about it?

Sir CHARLES COURT: It would not
have the proposition. That was the great-
est single thing which brought the down-
fall of John Gorton. He was so persistent.

Mr. Graham: Knifed by his own vote.
Sir CHARLES COURT: One thing which

stands out, and which should be a lesson
to all, is that John Gorton wanted to be
a centralist but his colleagues would not
have a bar of it,

Mr. T. D. Evans: He had -approval to
bring in a Bill.

Sir CHARLES COURT: What happened
to the Bill?

Mr. T. D. Evans: It died a natural death.
Sir CHARLES COURT: That Is the clear

answer. The State Government does Dot
want the submerged lands legislation to
go through, and for a while it was quite
definite. However, the resistance has died
out in the last few weeks and we wonder
why.

Mr. Jam ieson: I suppose it will be said
that Bob H1awke told us to do something.

Sir CHARLES COURT; Well, somebody
did.

Mr TI D). Evans: 't have news for you.
Sir CHARLES COURT: We want to hear

it, and that is why I have brought the
mat or up tonight. Our previous offer
still stands. If the Government wants to
resist the Commonwealth we will join it
in its opposition to the legislation.

Mr. Graham: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition Is opposed to everything.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We want the
situation to remain as it is. There was
no Problem concerning the Indonesian
border. That was settled in extraordin-
arily fast time in what would normally
have been a delicate international oper-
ation.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The previous Govern-
menit ran away from the responsibility and
left it to the Commonwealth.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We did nothing
of the sort; it was a question of what was
the natural border.

Mr. Jamieson: Rubbish and nonsense!
Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to briefly

mention the question of the secession
movement which I see developing here.
The movement is a sign. of discontent
among the people because of what is going
on in Canberra. I hope the Government
will take some notice and not treat the
matter as a Joke because it is now gaining
momentum faster than at any time I have
experienced since the 1930s. It did raise
its head periodically but virtually died out.
This time the movement is stronger than
it has ever been since 1930.

I hope the Commonwealth Government
'will have enough sense to realise that West-
ern Australians will not be pushed around,
as is the case 'now. We do not want to
see all the power resting in Canberra.

Mr. Graham: It happens to be an Aus-
tralian Government and not a foreign
Government. That is what irks the Lead-
er of the Opposition.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to refer
to the question of natural gas.

Mr. Graham: Stand up and be proud
to be an Australian instead of being the
lackey of a foreign country.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I think we have
more to be proud of than the Deputy
Premier when it comes to standing up
for our country.

Mr. Graham: Elaborate a little.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I did not see

the Deputy Premier doing much to help
his country in its time of need.

Mr. Graham: How big is your head this
evening?

Mr. Jamieson: You have left your
badges behind.

Sir CHARLES COVET: We could wear
our R.S.L. badges if the honourable mem-
ber so desires as memnb'.rs opposite wear
their moratorium badgcs.

Mr. Hutchinson'. The remarks made by
the Deputy Premier occasion these re-
marks.

Mr. Graham: I have no occasion to
apologis for anythijry which happened
during t'-at period: on Vie contrary,
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Mr. Hutchinson. The Deputy Premier
would not apologise.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I understand
the State Minister for Mines will make a
statement on the question of fuel and
energy. Also, it is promised that within
three weeks the Federal Minister will make
a statement. The statement from the
Federal Minister is very much overdue: he
has caused international consternation
through the tactics he has adopted up to
date.

I hope natural gas will be considered
by both State and Federal Governments
in the total context of fuel and energy
and not only as a single commodity. If it
is treated simply as natural gas we will
not derive optimum development from
it.

on the subject of natural gas the pre-
sent Commonwealth Government made a
dramatic announcement about a grid sys-
tem of pipelines right across Australia, I
question how much research has been
done because this simply does not make
sense.

Mr. O'Neil: It is like a cobweb.

Sir CHARLES COURT: This does not
make sense with the natural gas situa-
tion, as it is presently known, in Austra-
lia. To some the announcement may have
sounded sensible and dramatic but when It
is weighed up there are many weak as-
pects. For instance, the Eastern States,
on their declared reserves of natural gas,
have ample to take care of growth in New
South Wales and Victoria until approxim-
ately the end of the century. I wonder
what the position would be if there were
a pipeline across Australia today. I won-
der who the customers would be, although
this is not the most disturbing aspect.
The only comments made by both State
and Federal Governments are in respect
of natural gas for power generation.
World experience shows that the most un-
economic use of gas is for straight power
generation. The most economic use, so far
as the nation is concerned, is for petro-
chemicals. Next in line, in terms of econ-
omic return, would be a carefully planned
export market. Third in line would prob-
ably be the use of natural gas for reduc-
tion purposes. At the bottom of the list
would come the use of natural gas for
power generation.

I hope the Minister will be precise when
he makes his statement because the com-
ments made to date, coupled with the
lack of information on this aspect, are
rather disturbing, especially when other
countries have had so much experience
in the use of natural gas. When other
countries first found natural gas they were
overjoyed and rushed into all sorts of
schemes for power generation, only to re-
gret this action. The classic example is
France which encouraged an aluminium

smelter to be established on top of a nat-
ural gas field. The idea was to pipe in the
gas to give cheap power. France rued the
day. In fact, it had to impose restrictions
and heavy penalties if the company want-
ed to use the gas beyond the contracted
figure.

Today pollution-free material is in high
demand throughout the world. It is a
question of deriving eptimum return for
the nation.

The present Governmient does not place
much importance on the question of coal.
Research is being undertaken at Collie.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The Leader of the Op-
position must be fooling.

Mr. Janieson: After what the previous
Government did$I What hypocrisy'

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am not talking
in terms of one aspect-namely, Collie coal
-but of one part of the total fuel and
energy programme. We know more coal
will be found at Collie.

Mr. Jones: Why did your Government
not use it? That is what staggered me.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We did use it.
Who built the big power station at MuMa?

Mr. Jones: Why did you build only four
60 MW units?

Sir CHARLES COU7RT: The member for
Collie is not on sound ground when he
talks about this.

Mr. Jamieson: It is sound ground.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I ask the mnem-

ber for Collie to listen for a minute. He is
thinking with a mind like a small oyster
instead of thinking at the national level.
If more reserves are found in Collie I be-
lieve there will be amnple use for them in
the south-west. This was always the origi-
nal intention of both Labor and Liberal
Governments. Perhaps small tonnages of
special types of coal could be available for
export but they would not be large ton-
nages. The use will be in the south-west.

I am looking at the total national pic-
ture and am talking about a fuel and
energy programme. The Eastern States
have prodigious quantities of fuel coal. New
South Wales and Queensland have large
quantities of coking coal which presents
no problem because the world wants It.
However fuel coal is not easy to sell.

As a part of Government policy, both
State and Federal,!I hope time will be spent
in undertaking studies to bring together
the iron ore reserves of our State with the
coal reserves of the Eastern States. One
needs to think for only 10 seconds to
realise that to take large ships with iron
ore from the Pilbara to the Eastern States
and to bring them back filled with coal
represents the best possible economics,
even when using high-priced Australian
ships and labour. This would actieve the
optimum in the economics of two-way
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transport, On the figures researched to
date I would be surprised if fuel coal
brought from the Eastern States to West-
ern Australia on this basis would not give
a B.T.U. value which is better than the
B.T.U. value of natural gas. When I say
that the coal B.T.U. value would be better
than that of natural gas I am not talking
about a confiscation price for natural gas
whereby the Government steps in with a
pipeline monopoly. I am talking about its
value and use to bring the best economic
return to the nation.

Mr. Jones: What is gas per therm com-
pared with coal?

Sir CHARLES COURT: We cannot talk
about world coal.

Mr. Jones: What Is the ratio?
Sir CHARLES COURT: With optimum

economic use of natural gas there would
be approximately 2k times the return to
the nation than if it is used for straight
power generation.

Mr. Jones: What is the comparison with
coal?

-Sir CHARLES COURT: I could not give
a fiat figure, because no flat figure could be
arrived at for any State or for any part of
the world.

Mr. Jones: The infcirxmation is available.
Sir CHARLES COURT: There are many

factors involved, such as whether It is
deep coal, easily extractable coal, or coal
with a high B.T.U. value. These factors
can play havoc with the economics. When
there are big mileages and a low B.T.U.
value coal, the B.T.U. costs go sky high.

Mr. Jones: What about the ash content?
Sir CHARLES COURT: There cannot be

a standard Price for coal everywhere in
the world. Ash. chemical contents, and
physical character vary. Some coal is
coking coal and some Is fuel coal.

I wvant to make the plea that, when we
are given this information from both
Commonwealth and State Ministers, we are
given a complete fuel and energy pro-
gramme and not merely a power pro-
gramme.

The grid pipeline system is so many lines
on a, map. It is rather like the Pilbara plan
which the Government flaunts about;
when we go into it there Is nothing in it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That is what you
would like to think but It Is simply not
true.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is the verdict
of very many people throughout the world
who would be expected to find the money.

Mr. Graham: ' No, It is not.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The People con-

cerned may tell the Deputy Premier Pretty
stories but I know what the position Is. I
hope the Government will give a total fuel

and energy Picture when making the state-
ment later this week, if this date has been
correctly reported in the paper. I hope the
Federal Minister will do the same when
making his statement, because this must
not be directed at gas alone.

I notice the Government has appointed a
Commissioner of Fuel and Energy. I forget
the correct title, but think it is that of
commissioner. This gentleman was
appointed under the legislation that was
passed last year, with the assistance of
the Opposition because we supported the
principle. I have read the gentleman's
qualifications as they have been published.
To date I have not met him or had the
chance to discuss the matter with the
Minister.

However, all the credentials that were
published indicated that the man to be
appointed has spent the whole of his life
in power generation. This worried me
somewhat, and I hope the gentleman con-
cerned will take note of what Parliament
has to say on the matter because this was
Intended to be a total fuel and energy
appointment and not just one for power
generation.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I think the depart-
ment is called "Fuel and Power Depart-
ment."1

Sir CHARLES COURT: The words "fuel,
power, and energy" were written into the
Bill. I think it will be found an a mend-
ment was made to make the title standard
right throughout the Bill. I remember the
matter being raised with the Minister in
this House because there are more uses for
fuel than just power generation. When
we are talking about energy, there are
many forms of energy that carn be harnes-
sed and many uses to which they can be
put. It is not just a question of thinking
In terms of power.

I do not say this In criticism of the
appointment but I hope the gentleman
appreciates that he is intended to en-
deavour to assist the Government of the
day in a total fuel, energy, and power
programme and rnot just on a question of
power generation. If he Is a power-oriented
man he will be thinking too much In terms
of getting that natural gas at the lowest
possible price.

Mr. Jamieson: If that was all he was
wanted for, we would not have gone past
the State Electricity Commission.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There are other
reasons for wanting to go past the State
Electricity Commission, even if It were
only a question of fuel for power.

Mr. Jam ieson: I think that is the most
ridiculous statement I have heard.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It Is niot ridicu-
lous. I am reminding the House that the
appointment is for the total combined
question of fuel, energy, and power. It Is
the most crucial matter the nation has to
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deal with at the present time. It is only
when we are dealing with all the resources
of fuel and energy that we will have
uranium for nuclear Power, hydro-elec-
tricity, and coal and oil put to work. In the
next generation we will be harnessing the
sun's energy. The next 15 years will be the
crucial period the world will have to face,
when it must use a lot of high sulphurous
fuels until the next generation of nuclear
energy is developed and, after that, the
sun's energy is harnessed.

We have seen some extraordinary things
in the last few days and, to say the least.
they are disturbing. One of them is the
fight being put up by the Australian Gas
and Light Company and the uncom-
Promising attitude of the Minister towards
that company's pipeline. The pipeline was
negotiated as a proved economic project.
It was a viable pipeline. If it has to be
linked into a grid system later on, that is
another matter. I believe a viable pipe-
line will be worked out from the centre
of Australia into the Murchison and the
Eastern Goldfields, as was foreshadowed in
the Brand Government's 1971 policy
speech. These pipelines are directed at a
particular user.

One of the great mistakes the Americans
made was to bring gas into industry at
too low a price-an unrealistic price. They
are paying the price for it today. They
used to boast about it; now they find ex-
ploration died out with the uneconomic and
unattractive price they were paying. They
thought it was a good thing to get this
cheap gas to industry, but now they are
in the market desperately trying to buy
from other countries and paying a pre-
mium price for it.

I hope we do not have a Federal Gov-
ernment which sets up a monopoly pipeline
and says "All gas must go into our pipe-
line and this Is the price you will get for
it." I hope it will not be squandered
through using too much of it for power
generation instead of for its most economic
use. I have been amazed at the very
violent way the Federal Minister has re-
acted in respect of the Australian Gas and
Light Company's pipeline. I have also
been quite amazed at the way the Com-
monwealth Government has held up the
farm-ins. One of them was M.IM., and
I believe there are two others.

I understand the procedure Is that the
State Government makes its recommenda-
tion after representations from and consul-
tations with the companies, and the Com-
monwealth Government, if it continues,
says, in effect, "We approve of your Issuing
the necessary permits to proceed." It there-
fore came as a shock to Australia that the
present Government said, "No: hang on.
We will not approve these yet." I under-
stand the Government claims it has not
rejected these three farm-ins but that It

just wants to hold on to them while it
makes certain Policy decisions. This is be-
Ing interpreted around the world as mean-
ing that the Government will see whether
it can confiscate or in some other way
seize the titles that have been granted in
good faith under the existing legislation by
Commonwealth and State Governments. In
that case we had a Commonwealth Liberal-
Country Party Government working in
harness with a State Labor Government-
quite satisfactorily, I believe.

We see in The Australian-the daily
paper which supports Whitlamn and very
strongly supported him to get him into
Government-the heading "Australian
Takeover Of Rich Gas Leases" and some
Interesting statements about how the Gov-
ernment Proposes to go about it. I hope
when the minister tells us this week about
the fuel and energy programme and the
Policies of his Government he will indicate
very clearly how far his Government will
fight the Commonwealth on the issue. I
hope he will tell us whether his Govern-
ment will Insist that the present arrange-
ments should Persist, and that it will fight
the Commonwealth in connection with any
further legislation it might bring down
which will take away the State's rights.
I think it is a most unedifying experience
for a State Government to have to go to
litigation to defend itself against the con-
stitutional Position of the Commonwealth.
It should not arise in a country like this.
These matters should be worked out by
negotiation.

If the Commonwealth does hold up these
farm-outs or farm-ins, and if it seeks to
challenge the titles to these areas, thegreat amount of money that is necessary
and, above all, the expertise that Is neces-
sary will dry up overnight because we are
in the situation that our north-west shelf
is obviously rich In gas. We are not so
sure about oil but we are entitled to as-
sume we Will eventually crack oil. There
is the limiting factor that the Companies
have to work in deep water-which creates
technical problems--and a long way off-
shore.

I cannot see how the Commonwealth
Government will have the necessary ex-
pertise or the huge sums of money that
will be Involved. Why does the Common-
wealth Government want to be involved in
this? Why not leave It to the private
sector, which has the expertise, to carry
on and develop It under the arrangements
worked out by the Commonwealth and
State Governments? If the Commonwealth
Government feels the companies are not
paying enough, this matter can be the
subject of negotiation. I assume the State
and Commonwealth Governments had pre-
viously ensured they were satisfied they
would get a reasonable return, having re-
gard for the huge risks Involved.
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This Is one of the main problems. No-
one knows the real cost of finding the
oil or gas and bringing it ashore. We
know oil would stimulate the cash flow
much more quickly and would improve the
economics of the field. On the other hand,
we cannot assume we will find something
that has not been proved in large quan-
tities, and we must work on the basis that
it will be a natural gas field and treat It
as such.

I hope the Government will give us a
clear indication of the studies it has
undertaken, the decisions and findings It
has made, and the further studies It will
undertake in a total fuel and energy pro-
gramme. I hope the Government will
give us a lead as to the extent to which
it expects to use natural gas for fuel for
power stations as a, direct feed, the extent
to which natural gas will be used for other
purposes, and the extent to which it has
thought of other fuels and the harnessing
of other forms of energy so as to conserve
this valuable natural asset. It will be
used up quickly. It does not matter how
big the field is, It Is finite. Sooner than
we think it will all be gone. Already the
developers in the North Sea are discover-
ing they have over-sold the gas. They
Imagined a battle for customers, but nego-
tiations are now taking place to persuade
some customers to opt out because of the
over-selling of reserves in the area.

We are lucky to have several alternative
sources of fuel and energy in Australia.
This is a very lucky continent because
of its tremendous natural resources. In
view of this, I sincerely hope the State
Government will attempt to dampen down
the very disturbing attitude and lack of
confidence which is being generated
amongst the oil and gas people of the
world due to the actions of the Common-
wealth Government. It has generated un-
certainty. The developers feel that the
sanctity of the existing titles-particularly
in Western Australia-may be interfered
with.

Mr. Graham: Did I understand you to
say earlier that you prefer international
companies to exploit our oil and gas re-
sources rather than the Australian Gov-
ernment?

Sir CHARLES COURT: To straighten
the record, the Government has a tradi-
tional job to do. it must provide the
necessary social infrastructure for the de-
velopment of our country. This is a full-
time job if the Government is to do it
properly. We can activate the develop-
ment of our resources by private enter-
prise. We have proved this to be so.
Private enterprise works efficiently and it
creates a maximum international return
through export income, taxation, royalties,
and a thousand and one other things. We
believe this As the way to run a country

efficiently. Whether the money is ob-
tained locally or from overseas will de-
pend on the circumstances.

Members will be aware that some indus-
tries are able to obtain sufficient money
within Australia. However, other industries
-for example, alumnina--cannot attract
sufficient money in Australia. Such indus-
tries should not be held up because of the
necessity for overseas investment.

My attitude has always been to try for
maximum Australian participation. How-
ever, when this is not available, a desirable
development should not fall because the
Commonwealth Government is pigheaded
about Australian participation.

Mr. Graham: You are saying that if you
cannot get Australian participation, it is
far better to allow foreign participation
than to allow the Commonwealth Govern-
ment to associate with the development on
behalf of the People of Australia.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That Is right; a
better result will be obtained. Overseas de-
velopers have specialists in all these fields.
The Commonwealth Government could not
find a man here who would understand
drilling in 1,200 feet of water. It does not
have the necessary equipment to undertake
this type of development. The necessary
expertise is provided on a plate for the
Government to use now and the Australian
component can be built up gradually. In
1911 B.H.P. was an English company. To-
day it is Australian.

Mr. Graham: It would not concern you
if 99 per cent. of the private enterprise in
Australia was overseas owned?

Sir CHARLES COURT: That would not
be so. The Deputy Premier is putting
words in my mouth. Ever-increasing Aus-
tralian participation would occur. Does the
Deputy Premier suggest we should hold up
Australian development because Austra-
lians will not participate?

Mr. Graham: Not necessarily, but such
action may be preferable to too much over-
seas participation. You would be against
anything Australian.

Mr. Hutchinson: Did not the Deputy
Premier go overseas?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Deputy
Premier never ceases to amaze me. He has
been espousing overseas companies; I have
heard him holding forth.

Mr. O'Connor: He failed.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Deputy

Premier has said to the overseas compan-
ies, "You are welcome. The carpet is out.",
Because of the tenor of the debate tonight,
he finds it convenient to reverse his story.
He wants to defend his friends in Canberra
who are attempting to centralise everything
and ride roughshod over the States.

Mr. Graham: You are a natural humour-
ist!
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Mr. O'Connor: What about Mr. Hawke's
housing project?

Sir CHARLES COURT: It will be very
interesting to see whether Mr. Hawke is
required to deposit 25 per cent. of the
money with the Reserve Bank on a non-
earning basis, because he will finance his
housing project with overseas money.

I reiterate my earlier comnments: we, on
this side of the House, are far from amused
about the treatment meted out to Western
Australia by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment. It is riding roughshod over the
States and we have been given clear notice
that this attitude will intensify in the
future.

The Opposition does not believe our
State Government has protested loudly and
long enough to the Federal Government to
give the public a lead.

Amendment to Motion
I therefore move the following amend-

ment to the motion-
That the following words be added

to the motion-
but we regret to have to inform

Your Excellency that we view with
concern the threats to the con-
stitutional rights and the role of the
State of Western Australia under
our federal system, arising out of
the policies and actions of the Com-
monwealth Government and the
failure of the State Government to
protest and make clear to the public
and to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment that any intrusion on the
State's rights will be strongly re-
sisted.

MR. O'NEIL (East Melville-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) (8.27 p.m.]:
I formally second the motion.

MR. R. L. YOUNG (Wembley) [8.28
p.m.]: I have great Pleasure in supporting
the amendment moved by the Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Then it does not show
in your face.

Mr. Jamieson: You are looking very
serious.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: By the end of my
speech, my feelings will be showing quite
clearly.

Mr. O'Neil: Perhaps the Premier wished
to get up in support of the motion!

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Nothing is more im-
portant to the people of Australia than
the issue contained in the amendment.
This has been made clear not only by mem-
bers on this side of the House, but also
by ind~ividual members on the Government
side 9s it has suited them from time to
time. I listened wi~h a great deal of inter-
est t- some of the comments from the
Gov-r-rnent benches in regard to the right

attitude for Australia to take. It seems to
me, as far as the Government is concerned,
the correct attitude is anything that goes
at the suitable time, and according to the
Particular dictates of whoever is dictat-
ing to the Government at that Particular
time. I say this because at some time
almost all members of the Government
when it was in Opposition have expressed
much the same opinion as we are now
expressing in regard to federalism.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I do not
similar comments in 1967 and
Mr. Gorton was expressing
views.

remember
1968 when
centralist

Sir Charles Court: We opposed his sug-
gestions. The Attorney-General could not
have read the Press statements at the
time.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: If the Attorney-
General has any recollection of the actions
taken by the Liberal Party and this Parlia-
ment at that time, he will recall that we
expressed a stong view against the ten-
dency-and It was not a full-scale rush
like the Present Commonwealth Govern-
ment's rush-towards centralisation. Such
comments were expressed throughout Aus-
tralia.

I do not know whether Government
members have any idea what federalism
means now they are no longer in Opposi-
tion. I would like to remind them of thebasis of federalism. Constantly and con-
tinually People refer to the Federal Gov-
ernment in Canberra. In my opinion there
is no such thing as a Federal Government.
We have a Commonwealth Government In
Canberra but not a Federal Government.
Federation is a Commonwealth Govern-
ment supported by and working In with all
the States. It is not the Commonwealth
Government telling the States what to doall the time and what not to do at any
Particular time. The Commonwealth
Government should work with the States,
and Perhaps members on the other side of
the House will recall that this was the
basis Of my maiden speech in Parliament.

I have always been Particularly inter-
ested in this matter. I Would like to add
that one member of the Government-.
unfortunately he is not in his seat at the
Moment-had a few words to say on this
matter at that particular time. If I may,
Mr. Acting Speaker (Mr. A. R. Tonkin), I
would like to quote from page 322 of the
1971 Ha-sa-c. I refer to the maiden speech
of the member for Boulder-Dundas wherein
he said-

I wish to touch upon one other
subject before I conclude. To my way
of thinking this is the most important
subject which the People of Western
Australia, and every other State in
Australia, have to face in the near
future. In recent years, and recent
months in particular, it has become a
mal -r Problem affecting the Australian
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way of life. I refer to the subject to
which the member for Wembley refer-
red the other day: the state of Federal-
State financial relations. It is absolute-
ly farcical that we should continue as
a nation on the present basis. The na-
tion does not consist of the Common-
wealth Parliament, Commonwealth
Government, Commonwealth politi-
cians, and the Commonwealth bureau-
cracy. It consists of all the people who
are born in the six States of Australia.

There is, of course, Federal territory
and people born there are entitled to
call themselves Australians too. I
accept them as such, but I maintain
that few Australians are not citizens
of a State. What is the situation today?
It is exactly as it was foretold by Alfred
Dleakin. who was one of the persons
responsible for this atrocity. I shall
quote from a book which was written
on his life by the late Professor Sir
Walter Murdoch, my old friend and
tutor for many years. He quotes from
a speech in these words--

As the power of the purse In
Great Britain established by
degrees the authority of the
Commnons, it will ultimately estab-
lish In Australia the authority of
the Commonwealth. The rights of
the States have been fondly sup-
posed to be safeguarded by the
Constitution. It left them legally
free, but financially bound to the
chariot wheels of the central GoDv-
ernment.

The member for Boulder-Dundas went on
to say-

"Bound to the chariot wheels"; Do
members like to think of themselves
running like Prisoners of war behind a
Roman chariot? I do not. It con-
tinues-

Their need will be its opportun-
ity.

And this Is a very Important part of the
quote. To continue-

The less populous will first
succumb. Those smitten by
drought or similar misfortune will
follow, and finally even the great-
est and most prosperous will, how-
ever reluctantly, be brought to
heel.

"Brought to heel"! Like a dog! We are
worse than that. Not only have we
been brought to heel, but we are
sitting on our haunches and begging
as well.

That speech was made by the honourable
member in 1971 when we had a Liberal-
Country Party Commnonwealth Govern-
ment. I1 wonder if the honourable member
would be prepared to support this amend-
ment and to get up and repeat those
words now that we have a Labor Com-
monwealth Government. If we were being

brought to heel like a dog in 1971 under
the Commonwealth Liberal Government,
which believed in federalism, I would like
to know what is the description of the
member for Boulder-Dundas of the attitude
of the present State Government with
regard to Its being brought to heel and
being made to sit on its haunches to beg
like a dog by the present Commonwealth
Government.

Some people have referred to secession.
I want to say that the last thing I would
like to see is for Western Australia to
secede from the Commonwealth of Aus-
tralia, because, no matter what, we are
Australians. We may be Western Aus-
tralians, but principally we are Austra-
lians. However, the Government of Western
Australia has a right and an obligation to
the people of the State to ensure that it
acts in the first place on behalf of Western
Australians. I want to make it quite clear
that any talk which has occurred in the
community regarding secession has not
resulted Just from a desire to secede from
the Commonwealth of Australia and for us
to become something other than Austral-
ians; it has been born of a desire during
the last few months to get away from the
autocracy emanating from Canberra.

Mr. Graham: What autocracy?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Now that the member
for Boulder-Dundas has returned to the
Chamber I would like to point out to him
that I recognise one of the things he often
quotes from Cicero is that no wise man ever
accused another of inconsistency. I hope
I am not placing the honourable member
in a situation of having to be inconsistent
but I am sure If he has any regard for
his self-respect he will have to be con-
sistent.

The Leader of the Opposition referred
to the bicakawaY from the Grants Com-
mission. I have analyzes for only four
years before that year. I refer to the
year 1966-67 as being the year which
preceded the breakaway of the State from
the Grants Commission, and it is a most
significant year, statistically speaking, be-
cause in that Year we had the exact aver-
age in both the contribution made by
Western Australia to the total personal
income of the Commonwealth and the
exact average of the Commonwealth con-
tribution to State revenue over a nine-year
period.

Point of Order
Mr. J. T. TONKflN: I rise on a Point of

order, Mr. Acting Speaker (Mr. A. R.
Tonkin). I want to know if the member
for Wembley is speaking to the motion or
to the amendment. If he claims to be
speaking to the amendment, I ask what
relevance to the amendment has the mat-
ter he is now discussing?
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.
Tonkin): I have been listening carefully
and although the member for Wembley
has not embarked very far upon this par-
ticular point, It seems to me that he is
speaking to the amendment.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Thank you, Mr. Act-
tig Speaker. I think it would have been
most difficult for you to have said other-
wise, and I would like to continue with
the remarks I was making. In the year
1966-67 the percentage contribution of the
Commonwealth to Western Australian Con-
solidated Revenue was 46.7 and the State's
contribution to the nation's personal in-
come was 7 per cent, In each of the four
years Immediately preceding that year the
contribution by Western Australia to the
total personal income of Australia was less
than 7 per cent, and the contribution made
by the Commonwealth to the State's Con-
solidated Revenue was more than the aver-
age of 46.7 per cent.

Mr. J7. T. Tonkin: What has this to do
with the Intrusion into Constitutional
rights?

Mr. R. L,. YOUNG: If the Premier con-
tains himself for a moment I am sure that.
even with his lack of ability to understand
figures, he will be able to grasp the point
I am making. In the four years after the
average year of 1965-67 when Western
Australia broke away from the Grants
Commission and decided to stand on its
own two feet, and when it showed that it
could engender some confidence in the
community, the total personal income con-
tribution of Western Australia was above
the average figure. It rose considerably to
8 per cent. The contribution made by the
Commonwealth to the State's Consolidated
Revenue was considerably below the figure
for the average year; it fell to a low of
44 per cent.

'The reason I quoted those figures is
simply to let the Commonwealth know that
when a State Government does not rely on
Canberra to provide all its needs it c.an
engender confidence In, the community
which has an effect on the total contribu-
tion it makes to the Commonwealth, and
also lessens the reliance of the State on
Commonwealth finance.

However, in 1971-72-as I said by way
of interJection during the speech of the
Leader of the Opposition-we were back to
the position we were in prior to the year
1966-67. We are now in the situation
where the Commonwealth is contributing
49.1 per cent. of the Consolidated Revenue
of the State. and the contribution by the
State to total personal income-this figure
is not official, but it is a fair indication-
has fallen from about a per cent. to about
7 per cent.

I think it is fair to s-ay that the attitude
of the State Government towards the Com-
monwealth Govarninent, since the latter
took office in December, 1972 has been
nothing short of amazing, because we have
seen a consistent giving away of State
rights to control oconomic decisions, and
of rights to control State authorities and
what-have-you. It is very difficult, to ob-
tain figures from Ministers when Parlia-
ment is not sitting. I have experienced
difficulty in trying to obtain figures from
the Treasurer and the Minister for Works
to help me make some of the points I am
endeavouring to make.

Therefore because of the lack of in-
formation that I have I hope the Premier
will forgive me If I have to draw on in-
formation I have gleaned from the news-
papers and which I have been unable to
obtain from his Treasury.

Since the Commonwealth Government
took office In December, the State Govern-
ment has been promised $3,500,000 for
metropolitan sewerage; $1.,500,000 for
Aboriginal housing; $1,000,000 for urban
transport studies; a guarantee of $125,000
for half the cost of the feasibility study
of the Pilbara plan; $4,500,000 for a pre-
liminary design study on the sinking of
the Perth railway, plus additional loan
monies of $3,000,000 granted to it for met-
ropolitan sewerage works for the purpose
of alleviating, to some degree, unemploy-
ment in Western Australia

Since then the State Government has
requested further aid, and some of the
proposals of the State Government are
being considered by Canberra at the mo-
ment. One has been rejected. I refer to
the sum of $55,000 for pro-school edu-
cation. The remainder of the total of about
$8,500,00 is being currently considered by
the Commonwealth Government follow-
Ing requests by the State Government. it
would be reasonable and fair to say that
there would be few Governments in the
past that have been granted the consid-
eration that the present State Govern-
ment has received from the Common-
wealth Government now in office,

Mr..J. T. Tonkin., And this is an intru-
sion on State rights, is it?

Mr. R. L, YOUNG: No, not really.
Mr. J7. T. Tonkin: That is what you

are supposed to be talking about.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Again we have an

indication of the Impatience of the
Premier.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: No, not at all. I lust
wanted to keep 'You on the right track.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The Premier at-
tacks things like a bull at a gate and I
prefer to make my speech In my own
way.

Mr. J7. T. Tonkin: Of course, but you
have been out of order since you started.
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Mr. O'Neil: You are casting a reflection
on your own Speaker.

Mr. J. T, Tonkin: There is no gag on me.I am entitled to say what I think and,
what is more, I will.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Since December,

1972, this Government can hardly say it
has been badly treated by the Common-
wealth Government.

Mr. J. T, Tonkin: And that is an intru-
sion on State rights, is it?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Just a moment! No
State Government has been treated so
well as this one has by the Commonwealth
Government. What is more, no State Gov-
ernment, despite all that generous treat-
ment, has ever been more anxious than
the present Goverrnent to subrogate its
rights to Canberra. In fact, "more anix-
ious" are hardly the right words. mhe
Premier, in much the same way as he
likes to rush at things like a bull at a
gate, has rushed the opportunity to give
everything away to Canberra.

Mr. J, T. Tonkin: Such as?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Firstly, we will look
at what the Government did in regard to
the W.A.G.R. I believe the Premier talked
to the Prime Minister whilst he was in
Western Australia with a view to making
a tentative offer to him.

Mr. J, T. Tonkin: Well, you are wrong
on number one.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Has that been com-
pletely misquoted in the newspapers?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It was not quoted
that way. I did not make an offer at all.
That is what you said.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I said there was
some form of tentative offer made to the
Prime Minister whilst he was in Western
Australia.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: There was not, and,
to put the record straight, the Prime
Minister said to me that offers had been
made by Victoria, New South Wales, and
South Australia, and he would not be con-
sideringz the question unless offers were
made by all the States, and I made no
offer.

Mr. O'Connor: Are negotiations in pro-
cess at the moment?

Mr. Graham: No. Keep on guessing!
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: With all due respect

to the Premier, did he, at any stage, indi-
cate to the Prime Minister that he was
totally opros2d to the Commonwealth tak-
ing over the W.A.G.R.?

Mr. J. T. Tonkcin: No.
Mr. R, L. YOUNG: With all due respect,

t17n Pr-rnk'r should have done.
At- Craharn: You do not know what the

propcstion was: no offer was madc!.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: So there was no pro-
position made by the commonwealth Gov-
ernment or by the State Government, but
the Premier and the Prime Minister sat
down and talked for an hour and a half
about it and the newspapers were full of
it for a couple of days. Therefore, what
conclusions are we to draw from that?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I am not responsible
for what you believe.

Mr. R, L. YOUNG: I think the people of
this State have been fairly well informed
of all the happenings in regard to the
W.A.G.R. no matter how long the Premier
wishes to play around with the question
of who offered what and as to what even-
tually happened.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You tell us.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: At one stage the

Premier said that the Prime Minister would
not consider the proposition until all the
States agreed.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I never said that,
either.

Mr. 3. L. YOUNG: I am sure the Premier
did.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You might be, but I
never said it.

Sir Charles Court: I think the member
for Wembley was going on the first state-
ment you made. That is the one I dealt
with.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: if the Premier did
not make it clear to the Prime Minister
that Western Australia would not under
any circumstances or at any time offer the
W.A.G.R. to the Commonwealth I think he
was failing In his duty as Premier of this
State. I think he should have made that
clear to the Prime Minister.

The n~xt point I wish to make is in
regard to the Commonwealth and State
Housing Agreement. A great deal has been
said about it, but one of the most import-
ant statements that I noticed was made by
the Commonwealth Minister for Housing
himself when the first suggestions about
this agreement were made and when Vic-
toria reacted in the way it did. I was not
in the room at the time but as I under-
stand the Position the Victorian Housing
Minister, according to the Victorian news-
papers, would not have a bar of the agree-
ment. The brand new Commonwealth
Minister for Housing made a statement but
I cannot quote it exactly because I do not
have the relevant Press clipping with me
at the moment. The statement was tanta-
mount to a threat to Victoria because its
terms were to the effect, "You will accept
the present Commonwealth and State
Housing Agreement on Commonwealth
terms, and if you do not there will not be
any more money made available for hous-
ing' until such time as you go to the polls
and face the electors."
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Mr. Bertram: The Victorian Cabinet
overruled the Minister, did it not?

Mr. O'Neil: The Victorian Cabinet sup-
ported him.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The Victorian Cab-
inet supported him wholeheartedly.

Mr. Graham: That is exactly the same
procedure that has been adopted by the
Commonwealth Government with every
State housing agreement-take it or leave
it!

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Let us have a look at
the terms the State is asked to take or
leave.

Mr. Graham: That is a different matter.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: It is not a different

matter, because there are some conditions
that would not benefit the people of Wes-
tern Australia. The Commonwealth Gov-
ernment was asking that this money had
to be provided under such conditions that
would prevent people from owning their
own home; so that they would be kept In
low standard rental accommodation all
their lives.

Sir Charles Court: And always be sec-
ond-class citizens.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Yes, and be forced
to put up with a humdrum existence. Yet
these are the sort of people the present
Government is supposed to represent.
They do not deserve to live in those cir-
cumstances. They deserve to have the
right to buy their own houses; to have the
right of ownership, and, let us face It, the
right to sell their houses at a profit as is
the case with everyone else in Australia.

Mr. Graham: Do you know that Sir
Thomas Playford used Commonwealth-
State housing money to build rental
accommodation only? What is more, he
was a Liberal Premier for a quarter of a
century. He did everything about which
you are complaining.

Mr. O'Neil: Do you believe in rental
homes?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Can the Minister
accuse the last Administration In this
State of ever having done that?

Mr. Graham: I can tell you that a State
Labor Government built and sold more
homes than any Government prior to it
or since.

Mr. O'Connor: Why does it not continue
in this vein?

Mr. Graham: Because the Common-
wealth Government is shaping up to a
particular problem and not requiring them
to pay $20 to $30 a week as you made them
pay.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: We do not want to
see the people of Western Australia living
in State Housing Commission suburbs for
the rest of their lives just because they
cannot afford to get out of them.

Mr. Graham: They can get out.
Mr. O'Neil: They can get out when their

income exceeds $90 a week. They have to
get out.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I understand the
State Government has accepted the terms
of the Commonwealth and State Housing
Agreement.

Mr. Graham: As States always have.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: It has accepted the
terms with no exceptions whatsoever.
There has been no public comment from
it on the Suggestion that the Comm on-
wealth would like to take over all the
administration of Aboriginal affairs,

Mr. Bickerton: No wonder the Premier
called you to order. This is the second
mistake you have made tonight.

Mr. Graham: The first one was getting
up to speak.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: That mnight have
been a mistake as far as members oppo-
site are concerned. As far as I can see
there has been no comment by the
Premier In regard to the proposed Com-
monwealth legislation or likely Common-
wealth action to upset the Commonwealth-
State relations in regard to arrangements
for offshore oil and minerals,

Probably more incredible Is the comment
made by the Premier at one stage which
justified the action of the Prime Minister
in not holding a Premiers' Conference in
February. Members of this Chamber will
well recall when Mr. Whitlam. became
Prime Minister of this country in Decem-
ber It was for the first month more than
Christmastimne throughout the nation. In
the natural course of events, it was cer-
tainly Christmastime so far as Canberra
was concerned, because he handed out
money to Premiers on an ad hoc basis.

Just when everybody thought that
Christmas was with us the Prime Minis-
ter said, "No Premiers' Conference in
February." I think even the present Prem-
ier of Western Australia will be the first
to agree there has hardly ever been a
Premiers' Conference where all the Prom-
Jers Left with a smile on their faces. I do
not think any Premier has left a Premiers'
Conference and got all he wanted for his
State, or been completely happy with what
he got. However, the Premiers' Conferences
at least gave every Premier a chance to
let the Prime Minister know-whether or
not the Premier be a Colleague of the
Prime Minister-in table thumping terms
what his State was seeking.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What has this to do
with the amendment?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: If the Premier does
not follow the relevance of what I am say-
ing to the amendment then this State has
more of a problem than I think.
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Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The amendment deals
with the Intrusion of State rights and the
failure of the State Government to pro-
test.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Is that not what I
have been talking about for the last 15
minutes?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Of course not!
Sir Charles Court: The Acting Speaker

ruled it was.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The reference to the

Grants Commission has nothing to do with
this.

Mr. Hutchinson: All he has been saying
has relation to the amendment.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Everything I have
said has been leading up to. leading away
from, or dealing with this particular point.

Mr. Bickerton: Only leading away front

Mr. R. LL YOUNG: I was pointing out
that no Premier ever left a Premiers' Con-
ference fully satisfied; but I also say that
as far as federalism and the attitude of
the States and the Premiers to federalism
are concerned there will never be a sadder
day than the day when the Premiers
accept ad hoc arrangements with the
Prime Minister as replacements for Prem-
iers' Conferences, by grants being handed
out by the Commonwealth on an ad hoc
basis with all the ties attached and with
no complaints being made by the Premiers.
The day when that comes about is the day
when federalism is finished.

The only time the Premier of this State
made any complaint to the Prime Minis-
ter about anything the Prime Minister
had done was in regard to the devaluation
of the American dollar and the failure of
Australia to do anything about the matter.
As far as I can ascertain the Premier sent
tWO messages to the Prime Minister. They
were not couched in stinging terms, but
they would have left the Prime Minister
In no doubt about Australia's failure to do
anything in this matter.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: In your opinion is the
devaluation of currency an intrusion into
State rights?

Mr. Hutchinson: He mentioned that in
the course of his speech.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Don't talk rubbish[I
You are not entitled to say what you are
saying. There is an amendment before the
Chair and you are supposed to speak to
the amendment.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I suggest the Prem-
ier pay more attention to what I am say-
ing. what he has just done Is to draw a
red herring across the trail, but he has not
fooled you, Mr. Speaker, or any other
member of the Chamber except himself.
With all due respect r think he should lis-
ten and pay more attention: and if he
does he will do more for the State.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I will tell you some-
thing in case you do not know. There is
no-one in this Chamber who Is following
you more closely than I am.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Then the Premier is
following the remarks of someone in the
strangest way I have ever known. The only
time the Premier made any complaint to
the Prime Minister was in regard to the
failure of the Commonwealth Government
to follow the American dollar down. At the
time when the Premier sent his letter he
did not get a reply and today he still has
not had a reply.

Mr. O'Neil: The letter was on Civil De-
fence notepaper, so probably the Common-
wealth Government is not taking any no-
tice of it.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I conclude by reply-
ing to the assertion made by the Premier
that he cannot follow what I have been
saying and I will spell it out in a clear
summary. Because of the attitude of the
State Government to the Commonwealth
Government's policies on centralism, and
because it goes along with the Common-
wealth Government on centralism, it has
done nothing for Western Australia ex-
cept to give it a complete lack of vision
and a complete lack of action. It Is a
die facto Government because it is quite
happy to hand over to the Commonwealth
almost all of its rights and obligations.
One can see what will happen If the pres-
ent State Government continues to adopt
the attitude that when it is in trouble the
only solution is to go to the Commonwealth
and accept the centralist policy of hand-
outs with Commonwealth ties, to have
people living all their lives dependent on
the State, to have people leaning on "State-
owned shovels", and to have people living
in substandard accommodation all their
lives without any hope of their ever being
able to get out of it.

It is this type of thing, coming from
the Commonwealth time and time again,
that must inevitably lead to the sorry and
desolate situation where there Is no hope
at all. If the Premier cannot follow what
r have been saying he should read Hansard.
He may not think so but the people of this
State are now getting a little bit shaky at
the knees, not only at the fact that the
Whitlamn Government has taken control in
Canberra, but that the Western Austra-
lian Government sees nothing wrong in
the centralist policy and no harm in what
the Commonwealth Government Is doing.
It is happy to rush in and agree with the
Commonwealth Government on every
point.

I support the amendment.

MR. J1. T. TONKIN (Melville-Premier)
[8.59 P.m.): The leader of the Opposition,
as he was entitled to do, spoke to the
motion for the adoption of the Address-in-
Reply, and during the course of his speech
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he was able to refer to any matter he de-
sired to talk about. However, at the con-
elusion of his speech he moved an amend-
ment.

I submit to you. Mr. Speaker, that is the
only matter before the Chair at the pres-
ent time. His main speech is not a matter
before the Chair at all, and the question
to be debated is whether or not we should
make this amendment to the Address-in-
Reply.

My speaking now does not mean I forfeit
my right to speak to the main motion,
because I am now speaking only to the
amendment, and the amendment contains
two points. Firstly, it says that there has
been an intrusion by the Commonwealth
into State rights; and, secondly, that the
State Government has failed to protest
about this.

Mr. Rt. L. Young: Is that not what I
talked about?

Mr. J. T, TON'KIN: No; it is not what
the member for Wemnbley said at all. He
talked about the Grants Commission.

Mr, R. L. Young: And that Is not con-
nected in any way with It?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The Grants Com-
mission is not an intrusion on State rights.

Mr, R. L. Young: I did not ask that. I
asked whether or not that was connected.

Mr. J. T_ TONKI-N: The member for
Wembley talked about the Premiers going
away happy from a Premiers' Conference.
I do not imagine that happiness Is any
indication of a regretted Intrusion on State
rights.

Mr. R. L. Young: If you fail to have a
Premiers' Conference it is.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I am surprised the
member for Wenmbley does not appreciate
the meaning of the word, "relevance" and
what he is entitled to talk about on the
amendment before us.

Mr. R. L. Young: Are you implying that
the Speaker does not, either?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I suggest there was
an obligation on the member for Wembley
to give specific instances of the intrusion
by the Commonwealth on State rights and
if he succeeded in establishing these, he
would then quite rightly be able to say
to the State Government, "Did you protest
about these? You did not, and so we are
entitled to inform His Excellency.' t

Sir Charles Court: You have interpreted
the amendment slightly wrongly. The key
word is "threats".

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I will read the
amendment as follows--

But we regret to have to inform
Your Excellency-

So there Is no argument about that.
Sir Charles Court: Right.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: To continue-
-that we view with concern-

What do we view with concern?
Sir Charles Court: The next two words.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: To continue-

-the threats to the Constitutional
Rights and the role of the State of
Western Australia-

Sir Charles Court: They are the key
words.

Mr. 3. T. TONKINq: To continue-
-under our Federal system, arising
out of the policies and actions of the
Commonwealth Government and the
failure of the State Government to
protest and make clear to the public
and to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment that any intrusion on the States'
rights will be strongly resisted,

Mr. Rt. L. Young: I am glad you read
it again.

Mr. O'Neil: Now you know what you
are talking about.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I submit that the
Leader of the Opposition summed up the
whole of the first part of this amendment
in his reference to the intrusion on States'
rights, because that was the burden of his
story.

Sir Charles Court: The threat of the
erosion of State rights.

Mr. Rt. L. Young: "Intrusion" was the
word he used.

Sir Charles Court: The declared inten-
tion.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: it was noticeable
that neither the Leader of the Opposition
nor the member for Wembley was able to
say specifically that the Commonwealth
had done anything by way of intrusion.
All the Leader of the Opposition has been
able to do Is to-

Sir Charles Court: Refer to threats.
Mr. 3. T. TONKIN: -say that he has

read about the threats to the State's
sovereignty with regard to offshore areas.

Sir Charles Court: That is what It is
about. We are not waiting until it Is
done.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The member for
Wembley was talking about the threat to
the railways as being an intrusion on State
rights.

Mr. R. L. Young: Is it not?
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Just Imagine talk-

ing about a proposal to take over State
railways as being an intrusion on State
rights-

Mr. R. L. Young: It is a threat.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -when Sir Henry

Bolte fell over himself to say to the Com-
monwealth, "Here, take them!"'

65
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Mr. Rt. L. Young: You fail to appreciate Sir Charles Court: You have not told
that You are the Premier of Western Aus-
tralia, not of Victoria.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Sir Henry Bolte did
not regard this as an intrusion on State
rights. He welcomed it with open arms:
and Sir Robert Askin did likewise. When
asked whether he was interested in the
Commonwealth taking over his railways,
Sir Robert said, "Yes; here they are!"

Mr. O'Neil: What would you do if you
were asked?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: If this is such a
dreadful intrusion on State rights It Is
remarkable the way in which the States of
New South Wales and Victoria reacbeo. I
would have thought that Liberal Premiers,
having the same type of philosophy as the
Leader of the Opposition and the member
for Wembley would say, "What are you
talking about, taking over our railways?
That is an intrusion on our rights. Now
get going!"

Mr. Hutchinson: I will tell you some-
thing. New South Wales and Victoria
would not let them take their railways over
in spite of what you say.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The honocurable
member means in spite of what Sir Henry
Bonte says, surely.

Sir Charles Court: Phrase out of con-
text!

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Let us deal with
these so-called threats. The housing
agreement was mentioned as a so-called
threat.

Mr. O'Neil: Have you signed it yet?
Mr. 3. T. TONKIN: We have indicated

our readiness to do so.
Mr. O'Neil: Do You know the terms?
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: What is more, so

has Victoria,
Mr. O'Neil: Do You know the terms?
Mr. J, T. TONKIN: I have a pretty good

idea of what they are.
Mr. O'Neil: It would not be a bad idea

to let the State know.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: They will be known

in due course, I did not see the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition acting with any
alacrity in this matter when he was Min-
ister for Housing. We have very little
evidence of anything happening so far
regarding an intrusion on State rights.

Mr. O'Neil: Every day.
Sir Charles Court: There is every day.
Mr. 3. T. TONKIN: Does the Leader of

the Opposition imagine that when the
difficulty with regard to State sovereignty
over offshore areas arose we sat down and
did nothing?

Mr. Rt. L. Young: We have been waiting
for you to protest.

anyone.
Mr. O'Neil: This is an open Govern-

mnent is it not? You are telling everyone
what you are doing-when it suits you!

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: We are not like the
previous Government. We do not go Off
half-cocked.

Mr. R. L. Young: In other words you
are doing nothing.

Sir Charles Court: You wait until they
take you aver and then you squeal. We
want to get in first.

Mr. 3. T. TONKIN: The Leader of the
Opposition ought to know that there is
such a thing as a Constitution.

Mr. R. L. Young: We have just been
talking about it.

Mr. 3. T. TONKIN: No takeover can
occur unless the Constitution permits it-
both Federal and State.

Mr. O'Neil: Unless
Sir Charles Court:

over.

you permit it.
They will take you

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: That has been
established over and over again. This
poppycock about the Commonwealth tak-
ing us over is a lot of nonsense, because
the Constitution is clear and unmistakable
with regard to a number of issues.

Sir Charles Court: You know the Power
of the Person who holds the purse strings.

Mr. 3. T. TONKIN: Let us consider a
single instance of this takeover and in-
trusion on State rights. Would giving a
license to T.A.A. to operate in Western
Australia be an intrusion by the Com-
monwealth on State rights?

Mr. O'Neil: It is a surrender by the
State to the Commonwealth.

Mr. 3. T. TONKIN: If the Common-
wealth is so keen to do this why does it
not do it?

Mr. O'Neil: You are Prepared to sur-
render the rights you now have.

Mr. J, T. TONKIN: What the Common-
wealth must do is pass the necessary legis-
lation in its Parliament and the necessary
legislation must also be passed in the State
Parliament.

Mr. O'Neil: And you have indicated you
will do this.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: So much for this
nonsense that the Commonwealth will
come in and take over.

Sir Charles Court: We talked about
threats.

Mr. O'Neil: In the Governor's Speech you
said you will do just this. You said you
will surrender the rights to the Common-
wealth.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Oh yes?
Mr. O'Neil: Read the Governor's Speech.

You wrote it.
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Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Surrender what?
Mr. O'Neil; The right of the States to

determine who will operate the air services.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: We said that we

would surrender the rights?
Mr. O'Neil: You cannot do it any other

way.
Mr. O'Connor: Wbat about Aborigines?
Mr. R. L,. Young: What about offshore

minerals?
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Is the Opposition

saying that by coming in to assist with
Aborigines the Commonwealth Is intruding
on State rights?

Mr. O'Connor: Not If you do not lose
control.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: In view of the fact
that the people of the Commonwealth of
Australia have indicated in no unmistak-
able way that they are in favour of the
Commonwealth entering this field, what
ground would I have to complain about the
Commonwealth intrusion on State rights in
regard to Aborigines? Without exception in
every State of Australia the people have
said this Is the right thing to do.

Mr. Rt. L. Young: That is not taking over
the management of all Aboriginal affairs in
the State which is completely different.

Sir Charles Court: Wiping your bands
completely of the matter and sharing the
responsibility are two different matters.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I want to tell the
Opposition that in those areas where the
Government felt there could be an intru-
sion on State rights, it did not hesitate to
tell the Federal Government so.

Ministers have had consultations with
Federal Ministers and have made it quite
plain that some of the matters which have
been foreshadowed-not steps taken, but
those foreshadowed-will be opposed.

Mr. O'Neil: They are threats.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: All right, if the

Deputy Leader of the Opposition wants to
put it that way, some of the threats.

Mr. R. L. Young: Why not come out pub-
licly and tell the people?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: We will leave it to
the member for Wembley to come out pub-
licly, because whatever he says is bound to
be wide of the mark.

Sir Charles Court: We are asking the
Premier to tell the public that he has pro-
tested, and what he has protested about.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The public knows I
have indicated to the Commonwealth that
I believe the action taken in regard to the
currency revaluation is against the inter-
ests of the State and the Commonwealth.
That is perfectly clear. There Is no need
for me to come out, and say any more about
that.

Mr. O'Tell: Now give us one more ex-
ample.

Mr. Nalder: Keep the pressure up[
Mr. Graham: That is the job of the

Country Party.
The SPEAKER; Order!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Two speakers from

the Opposition have indicated that when
John Gorton was Prime Minister the State
Government protested about the emphasis
which was being put on centralism. How-
ever, I say that the State Government, as
a Government, did no such thing.

Sir Charles Court: I publicly criticised.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The Leader of the

Opposition was not the Government.
Sir Charles Court: My colleagues also

criticised the Government.
Mr. J. T. TONKCIN: On one occasion

when Sir Charles Court was the Minister
for Industrial Development-and who Is
now becoming vehement on this question
-his Premier repudiated him in the news-
paper.

Sir Charles Court: Not on this question
at all.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: That is correct.
Sir Charles Court: The Premier should

give us proof.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: It has been proved.
Sir Charles Court: The whole policy of

the Government was against it.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I1 will repeat what

I have said, and the onus is on the Opposi-
tion to prove what it claims.

Sir Charles Court: Onus of proof!

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: If the opposition
has all this evidence it should not present
any difficulty.

Mr. O'Neil: The Premier is the accuser.
Mr. Rt. L. Young:, Wi]] the Premier give

a second example?
Mr . J. T. TONKIN: Allow me to finish

with this one first. I repeat: The Brand
Government, as a Government, did not
protest publicly on one single occasion.

Mr. O'Neil: The Premier is using the
word, "single".

Mr. Hutchinson:* The Minister for Mines
complained bitterly.

Mr. May: Which Minister?
Mr. O'Neil: The Minister of the day.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The situation is very

Interesting because the Opposition has
now submitted that if a Minister in the
Brand Government protested to the Com-
monwealth Government that was a valid
public protest. However, if a Minister in
the Labor Government-

Mr. Hutchinson: Our protest was
published in the papers.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -does the same
thing that is not a protest.
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Mr. O'Neil: The example given by the
Premier was the only protest made.

Mr. J7. T. TONKI: That Is precisely
what the Leader of the opposition is say-
ing.

Mr. O'Neil: Would the Premier tell us
when any Minister in his Government has
complained?

Mr. J. T. TONKINq: Right. On the 22nd
February of this year the Attorney-
General went to Canberra to do just that.

Mr. O'Neil: Did he do this Publicly?
Mr. May: We do not do these things

publicly.
Mr. O'Ne il: The protest was made in

cameral
Mr. May: We do not go to the news-

papers.
Mr. J7. T. TONKIN: Apart from the

public protest by the Minister for Indus-
trial flevelopment In the previous Govern-
ment, I say that no other Minister went
to the Press to complain.

Sir Charles Court: The member for Cot-
tesloe was always complaining.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The member for
Cottesloe might have been complaining,
but it was sotto voe.

Sir Charles Court: The Minister for
Mines was always complaining about this
threat.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The Government
rejects this amendment completely and
utterly because it has no foundation at all.
The best proof of this is illustrated by the
way the member for Wembley floundered
all around the place in an attempt to find
something relevant to the motion.

Mr. R. L. Young: The Premier has not
found one point other than the complaint
which has already been mentioned.

Sir Charles Court: The Government Is
asking to be taken over; it is meekly sub-
mitting.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I submit that the
Opposition has been able to speak only
about threats, and not a single concrete
case of intrusion into State rights can be
quoted.

Sir Charles Court: Is the Minister for
Mines not worried about international
laws?

Mr. J7. T. TONKIN: There has not yet
been a single instance of intrusion by the
Commonwealth Government into State
rights.

Mr. O'Neil: We are talking about
threats of intrusion.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I am saying, as a
matter of fact, that there has not yet been
any intrusion. To get up and fulminate
about threats could be a never-ending

process. Why, the Leader
tion threatened to cure
ment problem within a
months.

of the Opposi-
the unemploy-
period of six

Sir Charles Court: We could do it in
less than that now. We had action and
performance which the present Govern-
ment has not yet got.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN4: The statement that
the State Government has not protested.
and has not made clear to the public Its
views of these so-called threats is, of
course, completely without foundation.

Mr. O'Neil: The Minister for Mines in-
dicated that that is true. By way of inter-
jection he said, "We do not make our
protests public."

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I suggest that
Deputy Leader of the Opposition give
attention to the last two lines of
amendment.

the
his
the

Mr. O'Neil: And get away from the
point which embarrasses the Premier.

Mr. J7. T. TONKINq: The last two lines
of the amendment read as follows-

and to the Commonwealth Govern-
mert-

This is where we are supposed to have
fallen down because we have not protest-
ed to the Commonwealth Government. To
contiue-

that any intrusion on the States'
rights will be strongly resisted.

Now, I say we have. We have most defin-
itely indicated to the Commonwealth
Government that if there is any intrusion
into State rights that Intrusion will be
resisted.

Mr. O'Connor: Will the Premier sup-
port that part of the motion?

Mr. J7. T. TONKIN: On the 22nd Feb-
ruary of this year the Attorney-General
made the situation perfectly clear to the
Federal Attorney-General.

Mr. O'Neil: In respect of what issue?
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: So I suggest that if

this Is the best the Opposition can do it
is in pretty poor shape.

MRl. MENSAROS (Floreat) E9.19 p.m.]:
In supporting the amendment-not gladly,
but sadly to a certain extent and with
great concern-I would perhaps start on
a personal note.

This is the first time since I came to
Western Australia Just four months short
of 23 years ago-and I came here to avoid
living in the country of my birth because
I would have had to spend the greatest
part of my active life under a6 dictatorial
socialistic Government-that I find myself
in the sad situation of being governed by
a socialist Government, both in Western
Australia and in the Federal sphere.
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I am a person who believes in democ-
racy, and I believe that one should stoically
accept the majority will of the people,
even if it Is misguided temporarily. How-
ever. I suggest that such a situation should
be accepted In cases where the people
voted on matters put to them In policy
speeches, and on which they decided.

I equally suggest that the question with
which the amendment deals was not de-
cided by the people. Neither the Com-
monwealth Government nor the State
Government has suggested in policy
speeches that it would depart from the
Constitution of Australia; that, on the one
hand, the Commonwealth Government
would intrude into State rights and, on
the other hand, the State Government
would not only tolerate this but, in many
Instances, gladly support it.

I would have preferred to see the
Premier stand up and say that the amend-
ment is right and that the State 'will,
under all circumstances, withstand this
threat. We cannot talk about anything
else but a threat, because the Federal Gov-
ermnent has been in office for only a few
months and the Federal Parliament has
sat for only three weeks. So far we cannot
talk about achievements. The Motion to
amend the Address-in-Reply deals with a
threatened intrusion Into State rights, of
which there are many.

As I have said, I would have preferred
to hear the Premier say that we will
definitely prevent such an intrusion In-
stead of which he said that the Govern-
ment vigorously opposes the amendment.
As I have said, there is no trace of a
mandate whereby the Federal Government
can threaten and accomplish this action
and the State Government accept such a
threat and action. Contrary to what the
Premier says, everything indicates that the
State Government not only meekly accepts
these threats--which, in many instances
will become accomplished facts--but it
also frequently supports Federal action
and lies down before the Commonwealth's
wishes.

The amendment expressly states that
the State Government has failed to Inform
members of the public on this issue and
it is therefore the task of the. opposition
to do so. On this question we dto not
stand alone as a party. If It is clearly
explained and properly understood we
would have the support of all thinking
people in the State.

The member for Wembley referred to
this very fact-that we are not alone in
this--when he cited the member for
Boulder-Dundas who has said the same
thing. I clearly recall the member for
Boulder-Dundas making these remarks be-
cause I followed him after he gave his
maiden speech. I commended him then
and I commend him now. I wish to cite

another passage of his speech to wich
the member for Wemnbley did not refer.
He said-

It Is aL humiliating and disgraceful
spectacle that the elected Governments
of Six States should be compelled to
go to Canberra every now and then
to beg for money which Is taken from
us and wasted by the Federal Govern-
ment.

He also said-
The Federal Government can throw

money away with both hands while
our children have to go short of edu-
cation, our wives short of medical
attention, and our roads short of re-
pair.

flow right he was. We are all afraid-and
everything Indicates--that this will happen
now.

I would like to point out the difference
in the attitude of the present Government
from that of the past Government. In-
evitably there were traces of centralism in
the attitude of the past Government. which
I at least condemned. Accusations were
made that the past Government was com-
placent and had been In office for a long
time.' Perhaps because of this very fact it
became the establishment and governed for
the whole of Australia. Herein lies the dif-
ference between the past and present Gov-
ernments. Experience points to the fact
that the present Government governs for
its own supporters and it stops there. It is
easy to establish, simply by monetary
measures, who the supporters would be.
The course which the Federal Government
has taken represents a, threat which is ex-
pressed in the amendment. The threat is
one of an increasing tendency to absolute
centralism. Little imagination is needed to
realise what Is happening now and what
will happen in future in due course.

The railways have been mentioned. I
cannot imagine who would benefit if a
17-year-old clerk In Canberra is to decide
when a train will run from Bassendean to
Bayswater. The same applies in other
fields. Let us consider education alone.
An article appeared in The West Aus-
tralian of the 14th March under the head-
ing, "W.A. schools under study". it reads.
in part-

Two members of the Federal Gov-
errnent's interim schools committee
have a crowded itinerary for their
W.A. visit this week.

As it transpires, on one day they visited
one country town and they will also visit
another country town. All in all, two men
will spend four days In Western Aus-
tralia and this will be the basis upon which
recommendations are made as to what the
Commonwealth should do in regard to
education. This is the basis upon which
special grants will be decided-of course
with the usual strings attached-for Pri-
mary and secondary education. I submit
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that when the Liberal Party Is shortly in Just recently I read in a professional
office again it will place these decisions
where they belong-much nearer to the
local People.

This sort of thing happens in every other
field, particularly in hospitals, which come
within the portfolio of the Minister for
Health. We hear a great deal said about
agricultural assistance but, once again,
strings are attached. We hear threats in
connection with urban development be-
cause the Commonwealth also wants to
take this over. Every day we read about
roads, transport, and traffic. The port-
folio of the Treasurer under such circum-
stances will be reduced to a ledger keeper
or cashier; he will certainly not be Treas-
urer of Western Australia.

The Deputy Premier indicated, by way
of interjection, what will occur in the field
of industrial development, especially min-
ing and associated development in the
Pilbara.

The SPEAKER: Order!I There is too
much audible conversation.

Mr. MENSAROS: When the Deputy
Premier tried to crossexamine the Leader
of the Opposition he said he would Prefer
to see the Commonwealth Government
come in and undertake various develop-
ments rather than the companies with
which he and his Government have made
-and hope to make-various agreements.
floes he realise that the representatives of
these companies and the various countries
to which they belong could be interested
in reading his remarks in Mansard? They
may be interested to read what he said
and compare this with the different utter-
ances given to them when they are present,
either at public meetings or. I imagine, in
personal contact.

I could go through and relate this to
almost all the portfolios of Ministers of
this State. The same situation applies to
labour relations. Endeavours are being
made to form more and more Federal
unions instead of keeping unions to the
States. We have also heard the announce-
ment that the Federal Government will
institute a form of price control. Of all
the subjects I have mentioned this is
about the only one on which the Common-
wealth Government has some constitu-
tional right to take action.

I wonder whether the Federal Attorney-
General will raid our State police head-
quarters. Of course, this is not totally im-
possible. We have heard the same thing
in regard to welfare, which will be taken
over from the States. Nobody can deny
it because it appears in the newspaper
articles. The same thing applies to hous-
ing. The Commonwealth Government says,
"You may take a loan at 1 per cent, less
or you may leave it. but if you take it
you will do it this way-not the way you
think is fight but the way we suggest You
do it."

paper a very good leading article which
sums up the history of this situation and
proves that the very question embodied In
the proposed amendment is near to the
minds of the people. The article says that
some 70 years ago, or earlier, the principals
of the six States in an island continent
agreed that in their own interests--because
of interstate trade and certain business
they had in common-they would appoint
an agent and give him some delegated
rights. This is what the Australian Con-
stitution is about, contrary to the Canadian
Constitution in which the opposite oc-
curred and the Federal Government dele-
gated rights to the provinces. The agent
was commissioned to do certain things in
regard to defence and some monetary mat-
ters, and he was to be Paid a fee, which
was reasonable.

Time went on and the agent became
stronger and stronger. Then a war
threatened the principals and the share-
holders-who were the people of the States
-and they realised they would have to
defend themselves. As a temporary meas-
ure they gave more rights to the agent.
When the war was victoriously concluded,
the agent argued that the peace had not
been won and he wanted to keep his tem-
porary rights. Then, unfortunately, the
principals gave him the right to collect
and assess income tax; so the expenses of
the agent went up and up, as the member
for floulder-Dundas mentioned In his
maiden speech.

The principals dlid not have time to edu-
cate the people-their shareholders--
properly as to the dangers in the increased
Powers of the agent. When the principals
and their agent died, the sons did not
completely remember the original agree-
ment, and the situation arose where in
fact the agent became the principal and
the principals became the agents.

This Is the situation we are now facing,
and the threat of its development Is much
greater with the Present Government
which, as is well known, has a platform
or policy with a centralist tendency. How-
ever, the things which happened previously
were Just as objectionable then as they are
now.

I was very sorry to hear the Premier-
who is not in the Chamber now-give the
same argument ahat be has given during
the past two years of his Government.
Virtually, all he said was, "If what you
accuse us of is a bad thing, we are entitled
to do it because, 'n our opinion, you migot
have done the same thing." This has been
his argument throughout the two Years of
his Government every time we have had a
difference of opinion.

The public must realise that this cen-
tralist threat and tendency is not only
against democracy but It Is also against
the very interests of this State. This State
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represents 10 per Pent. or less of the popu-
lation of the whole of Australia, and it has
only nine members amongst the 125 mem-
bers in the House of Representatives.

Even if in the near future we have 10 or
11 members in a House of 140 or 150,
what effect can those 10 members have
when they form only 6? per cent. of the
whole show? Even it we disregard party
lines, what is the value of a 6j per cent.
interest when there are shareholders who
ha e a 20 per cent, or 30 per cent. in-
terest, or, in the case of New South Wales,
a 40 per cent. interest? What can we do if
the Commonwealth Government adopts a
centralist policy? This is the matter about
which we are so afraid and concerned.

The people should appreciate how the
Government, according to our leader,
failed to educate the Public about these
threats. The Government came in with
the war cry of "decentralisation", realising,
quite properly, that it is an advantage
from both the economic and the demo-
cratic points of view. But so far nothing
but occasional lip service has been given
to th s war cry. This is evident in the
latest foreshadowed extension of the Perth
region to the north, instead of thinking of
decentralisation in the real sense of the
word. This is what the Government does,
instead of thinking of Bunbury, Albany,
and other regional towns, and it is con-
trary to what the Government professes.

The Government went so far as to
change the name of a department by ad-
ding the word "decentralisation", so it
must be the first to realise the dangers to
this State of the ',,entralist tendency.

I do not want to give a dissertation on
this subject because those who understand
it are intelligent enough to agree with the
contention of the Opposition in moving the
amendment. I only repeat that I support
the amendment-not gladly but sadly and
with concern that the time has come when
we must move such an amendment in order
that the people may realise the danger
they are in.

MR. WV. A. MANNING: (Narrogin) [9.38
p.m.l: I wish briefly to support the
amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition. I am sorry the Premier is not
in his place because what I have to say
is more or less in reply to what he said.

The Premier made the statement that
the Constitution will protect the rights
of the States.

Mr. O'Neil: Famous last words!

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I think he is de-
pending on this aspect in order to pro-
tect himself from the criticism that has
arson. I would like to quote from The
Case of the People of Western Australia
in regard to secession in 1934. On page

311 it is stated that the Prime Minister
ann-.nced the Commonwealth's refusal
to a,-ee to Comst tutional amendments
whic.. were requested. This prompted the
follow ng motion moved at a conference
of Przmiers held in February, 1934-

We agree that unless unification is
to be adopted as the ultimate goal,
amendment of the Constitution is
necessary to put the State Govern-
ments in a Permanently stable posi-
tion. Such amendment should secure
to the States, financial resources ade-
quate to the proper discharge of their
constitutional functions.

That was as far back as 1934.
Mr. Davies: Who said that?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: It was a motion
agreed to at the Premiers' conference.
Surely that is clear enough.

Mr. Davies: That is all I asked. You
did not say whether it was the Premier
of Victoria or some other State.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: That motion was
moved at the Premiers' conference in
1934, The Minister may not like it, but
it is recorded on page 371 of The Case
of the People of Western Australia (Seces-
sion).

Mr. Davies: Was the motion carried?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: Of course it was
carried.

Mr. Davies: You did not tell us that.
It could have been tossed out.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: Apparently the
Minister does not like it very much.

Mr. Davies: It is 40 years old.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I remind mem-
bers that we cannot depend on the Con-
stitution in these matters. It is up to the
Governent to protect the rights of the
State. In order that members may under-
stand this more clearly, I would like to
quote from University Studies in Western
Australian History, published in 1958.

Mr. Hartrey: Who was the author?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: These were the
findings of a committee from the uni-
versity chaired by Professor Alexander. I
quote from page 85-

It is easier to point to weaknesses
in the working of Australian federal-
sim, of which weaknesses the Western

Australian secession movement has
been the worst extreme symptom,
than to suggest remedies, but the Aus-
tralian Federation's only secession
movement stands as a warning against
complacency about Australian govern-
ment, a warning less menacing than
its supporters hoped, but more serious
than its opponents believed.
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Mr. May: What party was in power in between the Commonwealth and
Canberra at that time?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: That is not the
point. I am merely showing that the Con-
stitution does not protect the rights of
the State. It is up to State Governments
to protect these right,,,.

Mr. Hartrey: What have the State Gov-
ernments done to protect these rights in
the last 40 years?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: The honourable
member Is throwing in a red herring. To
continue-

The warning has not been fullY
heeded, despite the subsequent insti-
tution of a system of regular Federal
grants which saved Western Australia
from chronic heavy public deficits for
the real independence of the State, as
of all Australian States, has continued
to diminish.

The Government knows how difficult it is
to amend the Constitution.

Mr. Bertram: You haven't tried.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: It has been tried
many times.

Mr. Bertram: But not on this particul-
lar issue.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I make the point
that it is up to the State Governments
to see that the rights of the States are
protected.

Mr. Court: That is the point.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: The State Gov-
ernment is not heeding the warning. It is
allowing the rights of the State to be
eroded.

Mr. Graham: You are only interested in
hitting out at a Labor Federal Govern-
ment.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I am only inter-
ested In the State of Western Australia. It
is time that the State Government showed
an interest in Protecting our rights. It is
time the Deputy Premier took a firm stand
instead of taking us around the world
with his interjections.

Mr. Graham: That is precisely what I
am doing.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: The Premier
asked for some concrete evidence of the
Federal Government's intention to usurp
the rights of the State. I will quote from a
news release regarding Federal aid for
urban transport. This is a statement made
by the Minister for Transport and Civil
Aviation (the Honourable C. K. Jones.
M.P.) I intend to read a few extracts to
substantiate my submissions. I quote-

It will be realised that the commit-
ment the Australian Government has
made will require close consultation

States and that controls must be in-
stituted on the programme.

I will quote a later paragraph. It reads-
This is not just a question of provid-

ing finance for much needed invest-
ment. It Is also a question of ensuring
that the massive investment In these
services is utilised to the best advan-
tage of the community.

That is fair enough, but members will see
we are going a little deeper. The Minister
then goes on to say-

To put It bluntly the Australian
Government, If it is to be accountable
for how it spends taxpayers' money,
must be closely Involved in the f or-
ward planning of operational policies
of the public transport undertakings.

The Commonwealth Government says it
must be involved in the forward planning
of transport. In other words, It will tell us
where to provide transport and how to run
the services. The next Paragraph reads as
follows-

A share in responsibility means a
share in deciding what is done. I be-
lieve we should have a voice in the
management of the States' public
transport authorities as soon as pos-
sible,..

Sir Charles Court: That Is a big threat.
Mr. W. A. MANNING: And this Is qual-

ified as follow--
..and certainly no later than 1 July,

1974.
Here is the warning-this matter Is urgent.
It is for this reason that I support the
amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition. We have no time to waste-
the Government In Canberra will take us
over completely. Imagine the Federal Gov-
ernment administering our bus services
and railways, telling us what we will do
and what we will carry in them, and ad-
ministering shipping to the north.

Mr. Taylor: The Federal Government
administers the airways throughout the
country, Including the one to the south-
west. We have never heard a complaint
in the past.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: We are very
happy with our intrastate service. How-
ever, the Minister for Transport and Civil
Aviation says clearly that the Federal Gov-
ernment wants a voice in State public
transport by the 1st July, 1974. Time is
running out. Let us hope that our Govern-
ment is changed before then so that we
can rescue something from the mess.

This is only one instance of the Federal
Government's interference. I quoted from
the statement issued by the Minister to
the Premier. It will be very hard to con-
vince the Premier of the need for caution
if he is not convinced by the Minister's
statement.
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The Premier did not reply on this Issue
-he left it to the Constitution. I have al-
ready shown members that the Constitu-
tion will not protect us unless the Govern-
ment is aware of the situation. It is time
this Government woke up.

Mr. Graham: I think you are a very
little Australian.

MR. HUJTCHINSON (Cottesloe) [9.46
p.m.]: I would like to join the speakers
who have supported the amendment moved
by the Leader of the Opposition. I believe
that the people of Australia should watch
very closely indeed the encroachment of
centralism by the Federal Government. I
therefore believe that the subject matter of
this amendment is really of transcendental
importance.

Mr. Graham: That is meditation.
Mr. HU3TCHINSON: I feel that the mem-

ber for Boulder-Dundas will agree with
me.

Mr. Graham: That will not get you head-
lines.

Mr. HUITCHINSON: I hope the Deputy
Premier will use the word In the right place.

Mr. Graham: I hope I will pronounce it
correctly too, in contradistinction to you.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: In Australia, with
all our democratic feelings, we should fear
a centralised Government. A central Gov-
ernment is one which has virtually taken
over the State Governments' role-their
positive role. It will subtract from the
autonomy of State Governments. This Is
not a unitarian Government-it is one
which will take over the powers of the
States over the years.

I wish to make the point that the milking
of the State Governments' power has been
going on for many years. I believe this
tendency has been accentuated very posi-
tively in recent times.

Mr. Graham: What has been taken over
to get you so excited?

Sir Charles Court: The notice which has
been served on us.

Mr. Graham: This is Liberal Party pro-
paganda and hysteria.

Sir Charles Court: These are your own
Minister's words.

Mr. Graham: You are anti-Australian.
Sir Charles Court: Do not say that about

US.
Mr. Graham: You are puppets of foreign

countries. You do not want an Australian
nation.

Mr. O'Connor: You are selling us out.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!I

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I am glad the
Deputy Premier is remaining silent. I hope
he has not taken over the role his leader
played whilst the member for Wembley was
speaking. The Premier interjected with a
lot of nonsense as to whether or not the

(4)

honourable member was in order. I hope
I will not be faced with that type of rub-
bish.

Mr. Graham: What mischief are you up
to?

Mr. HUTCHIN SON: Perhaps the Deputy
Premier will allow me to proceed?

Mr. Graham: if you promise to be quick,
I will be quiet.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: The trend over the
years, and particularly recently, is that
the States are becoming puppet-like crea-
tions of the centralised Government. I do
not believe this is what the people of Aus-
tralia want. I believe our people basically
want the principles laid down by the
fathers of the Constitution-if I may use
that trite Phrase.

Mr. Graham: It is not trite.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: That is, a federa-

tion in which the Commonwealth Govern-
ment and the State Governments have ap-
propriate Powers and a deep respect for
the other's constitutional powers.

Mr. Bertram: And they drafted the
Constitution accordingly.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Yes, I will refer to
that. We In the Liberal Party-and I
think I may speak for our Country Party
colleagues-really believe in true federal-
ism in that spirit. It would appear that
the AL.P, does not believe in a true feder-
ation, but believes in a milking of the
powers of State Governments and an en-
croachment of centralism.

Mr. May: You said this has been going
on for years.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I cannot explain
everything in one or two sentences: I must
try to develop my argument. one of the
policies of the A.LP. is to eliminate
bicameral Legislatures. We on this side
do not believe in that because we believe
the Upper House acts as a check or bal-
ance with regard to democratic Govern-
ment.

Mr. Graham:
and the Federal
hibited by Upper
Parties.

The State Government
Government are both in-
H-ouses controlled by your

Mr. HU7TCHINSON: I believe there can
be a proper apportionment of Powers and
a full realisation of both State and Com-
monwealth Governments of those powers
only when government is truly decentral-
Ised-and that is a word which has been
over-used and not Put Into Practice in
enough senses. "Federation" means de-
centralised Government, and is usually
found in countries of large area and, per-
haps, large population. It Is important in
such countries to ensure that remote areas
receive the attention they deserve and that
their diversified local Problems are not
dealt with by a central Government which
might be--as in our case-2,000 miles
distant; and perhaps many months distant
in respect of decision making.
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The classic evil of remote Government is
to be found if we go back into history some
200 years or more to the American War of
Independence when the American colonies
fought free of Britan. Those colonies
were not prepared for a number of reasons
-some of which I could enumerate but I
will not because time does not permit-to
contend with the evils of remote Govern-
ment.

The SPEAKER: I hope the honourable
member will relate his remarks to the
amendment.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I am talking about
centralisation, and it was a central Gov-
ernment against which the people of the
American colonies rebelled. Surely in this
Chamber we are allowed to speak on such
matters.

Mr. Davies: Steady on.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: I am keeping

strictly to the matter in hand.
Mr. H. D, Evans: The analogy Is hard to

reconcile.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: The Minister for

Lands may think so, but I do not.* It is
difficult for me to make the points I wish
to make, and It will be impossible for me to
make them if I am not allowed to proceed
with my speech.

In my view the American War of Inde-
pendence highlights the evils of remote
government and indicates the necessity to
have Federal and State Governments with
proper apportionment of powers in a
country such as Australia. In addition, we
have much evidence within Western Aus-
tralia of the evils of remote goverrnent as
a result of the actions of many Common-
wealth departments which virtually are
managed from a Canberra office. True,
there are departmental heads in this State
and other States, but local decisions-
some quite minor-must be referred back
to the central office. So I make the point
that plenty of evidence exists of the evils
of remote government; and that is why
centralism is anathema to the Australian
people.

The Australian continent is over three-
quarters of the size of Europe, which makes
it all the more important that our local
problems should be tackled by a State Gov-
ernment with real autonomy. It is this real
autonomy which is being taken from us.
I say again in regard to the threat of
centralism-and that is what the amend-
ment refers to-that some people make the
criticism that seven Governments are too
many for Australia and that they involve
too many politicians. Such people say we
should have a central Government. How-
ever, one should not think merely in terms
of seven Governments; one should think in
terms of seven Parliaments which provide
the people of Australia with the oppor-
tunity for greater political participation In
everyday and natiouai affairs, and cer-
tainly in State affairs. The decentralised

style of the Government provides oppor-
tunities for airing local sentiment and
allows that sentiment to be taken into ac-
count in the formulation of public poJicies.
As I have hinted In the past, it also pro-
vides opportunities for more speedy
remedial action in regard to local abuses.
That Is why 'we must avoid centralist
power.

However, threats of centralised govern-
menit are now evident; and I believe that
strong State Governments are necessary in
a country like Australia to maintain the
balance of power. It has been said before
that power corrupts, and absolute power
corrupts absolutely. If we have a centralist
Government we will find that corruption of
power will occur within It. I believe all
members of this House should reaffirm
their belief in the true spirit of federalism.

Mr. Graham: What do you think of the
Governments in the United Kingdom,
France, Germany, Sweden, Italy, Japan,
and almost every other country in the
world?

Mr. HUTCHINJSON: I do not want to
proceed too far along this line. We In Arts-
stralla formed our federation on the basis
of the American and4 English systems. we
on this side of the House do not believe
that we should have a unitarian Govern-
ment as virtually exists in England.

Mr. Graham: I think every other coun-
try In the world is more centralised than
we are.

Mr. HUJTCHINSON: I have already
mentioned the matters of area and popula-
tion. I do not expect the Deputy Premier
to follow my argument immediately; and I
would be Pleased if he would wake his own
speech later.

Mr. Graham: I wonder if you would.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I believe a need ex-
ists for us to be aware of the dangers of
centralism; yet in his remarks the Premier
said-and I am paraphrasing his words--
there is no foundation for our fears re-
garding centralist activities. If that is the
case then, f Dr example, why did The
AUStralian of Friday, the 16th March,
carry a banner headline stating, "Labor
plans takeover of rich oil, gas leases".
The subheading stated, "Review under way
of $l6,O00m field".

Mr. Graham: That is only a headline.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: I will not quote

much of the article, but it does go on to say
that the Federal Government may take
over leases. That is a threat.

Mr. Graham: What, a threat on behalf
of the people of Australia?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: The article states--
The Federal Government may take

over part of the rich oil and gas leases
off north-west Australia for State-run
exploration.
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The people of Australia do not want the
Federal Government to engage in business
enterprises. Goodness gracious me, years
ago we engaged in State hotels, and as a
Minister I had the Pleasure df moving the
motion which resulted in the State hotels
being sold to Private enterprise.

Mr. May: Didn't your Government take
over the Midland Railway Company?

Mr. Graham: Didn't you socialise off-
course bookmaking?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I say that the
people of Australia today have real fears
regarding centralism, and the erosion of
State rights and sovereignty. As I Maid
earlier, this has not happened in the last
two years or in the last three months. In
one way or another it has been happening
for quite a long time and has now boiled up
to the stage when a crucial time is arriving
in Australia's democratic history; when a
convention will be held in Sydney during
this year to discuss the very matters we
are discussing in large part at this moment
in the Western Australian Parliament;
when delegates of this House will attend
that convention, and when the Period be-
tween May, 1973, and onwards will be com-
parable to the period between 1890 and
1900.

Mr. Hartrey: it cannot be. Everything
was fluid in the first 10 years you men-
tioned; now this cannot be so because of
the Constitution.

Sir Charles Court: Faith in the Consti-
tution! It is only a piece of paper.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I did not expect an
interjection of that kind from the member
for Boulder-Dundas. Nevertheless, that is
my belief. I hope the convention to be held
this year will be succeeded by others be-
cause the existing problems will not be re-
solved at this initial conference. I believe
it must be followed by others, because the
work is so great and tremendous in scope
that all the best brains we have in Austra-
lia will be required to resolve the problems
that face us.

From what has been said there will be
forces at work against this convention. I
hope there will not be, but it has been said
there will be forces working against it and
I sincerely hope they will not be the Labor
Governments in the State spheres, or the
Commonwealth Government. I hope they
will work towards creating a modern situa-
tion that will consolidate the Federation
and make positive the purpose and spirit of
the Federation in a national way-the way
in which the Federation should work. We
must overcome the centralised issues and
the problems associated with the poor
commonwealth-State financial relation-
ships.

Actually, there is another problem that
arises with centralised activities and we
fear a threat in regard to this. I believe
there is a majority of people in legal
circles who think as I do; namely, the

Federation should be strong, but not
necessarily in the same form as was sought
by those who wrote the Constitution, but
modernised and brought up to date with
various checks and balances incorporated
in the Constitution. There are many who
feel that way, but there is a school of legal
opinion that seems to believe that Federa-
tion is merely an evolution of any style of
government of a country.

The SPEAKER: I think the honourable
member is getting away from the amend-
ment.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I have prepared
my notes in order to make certain points
as I proceed. However, I will try to hurry
through my speech but will perhaps upset
the Minister for Lands because I will not
be able to make a Proper presentation of
all the points I wish to raise.

In the Federation there should be deep
respect for the responsibilities of the
States and for the central Commonwealth
Government with all Its essential written
powers. I do not think that those responsi-
bilities should be eroded. In fact, they may
have to be increased to some extent. There
may have to be a greater Partnership be-
tween the Commonwealth and the States.

The member for Mt. Hawthorn men-
tioned that the Constitution contains cer-
tain strictures in regard to any change
in the Constitution and Indeed that is so.
I think we all have some knowledge of
what section 128 of the Constitution has to
say about this matter. That section pro-
vides that before the Constitution can be
changed, the proposed law that would
bring about the change would require an
absolute majority in the Commonwealth
Parliament and before a certain Period
elapsed-up to six months-the question
would have to be decided by a referendum
of the people and of the States. Further,
before the proposed law was put into effect
the majority of the States and the
majority of the people of the Common-
wealth would have to be in agreement.

That would appear to be a fairly diffi-
cult obstacle to overcome and one would
think that the States' rights are well safe-
guarded. However, this is not so, because
over the years various events have taken
place which have eroded the rights of the
States. In this regard I will now quote
what Mr. Gordon Combe of South Austra-
lia-who is now the Ombudsman of that
State-had to say on the strictures of the
Constitution in regard to an unchanging
Federal Government scene. He said-

But despite the apparent Immut-
ability of the Commonwealth Consti-
tution Act which defines the legislative
powers of the Commonwealth, the
accretion of power to the Common-
wealth other than by statutory pro-
cess, although sporadic and un-
systematic, has been stunningly
substantial. Judicial interpretation. an
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indispensable and most influential
element in a federation with a written
constitution, has made a direct and
significant contribution to strengthen-
ing the powers of the Commonwealth.

I make the point that despite the Consti-
tution, its powers, and Its apparent stric-
tures, the encroachment of centralism has
been stunningly substantial. During this
process three events have taken place.
They are-

(1) Uniform taxation in 1942.
(2) The financial and loan agree-

ments between the Commonwealth
and States In 1927.

(3) The application of section 96 of
the Australian Constitution Act.

Together, those three factors have brought
about almost complete financial domina-
tion by the Commonwealth. However, I
believe. despite those three factors, if the
will and the skill of those in power over
the years had been used to the greatest
possible extent, that harm to the Federa-
tion would not have been so great; we
would still have had a strong Federation
and perhaps there may not have been the
necessity, now recognised by Australians of
all types, to hold the convention that will
take place in May of this year.

The whole history of the Commonwealth
supports what I have said and indicates
Lhat the people of Australia and the State
Governments are so upset that they seek
to have this convention held to try to rec-
tify the faults that have arisen from the
three main events I have mentioned on the
one hand and the lack of appreciation of
the role of Federation on the other.

In addition to this we have come across
a Commonwealth Labor Government which
appears to be pressing on with measures
that will hasten the process I have been
talking about, and hasten the growth of
centralism. That is what we must fight.
Reference has already been made to the
submerged lands problem, It was not so
long ago when all States were hotly
opposed to the attempts by the Common-
wealth to take over the control of and the
responsibility for submerged lands from
the low-water mark to the continental
shelf. I did hear the Minister for Mines
interject and say this is still the case so
far as Western Australia Is concerned. I
am delighted to hear that remark and I
congratulate the Minister for taking that
stand. I hope he fights the Commonwealth
Government on the beaches in respect to
this matter.

It is true that the former Liberal Gov-
ernment did play with this matter, but
after protests from left, right, and centre
throughout Australia, it was resolved that
the Government would not go on with the
proposal. However, It appears the present
commonwealth Government might under-

take this proposition, and Is prepared to
introduce the necessary legislation in the
Commonwealth sphere.

I do not believe there Is any necessity for
this. I believe the Commonwealth Govern-
ment could follow the line of the Act cov-
ering petroleum agreements wherein the
revenues are halved and the Common-
wealth is given supervisory powers. I be-
lieve this would give a sufficient. basis to
Pass any legislation dealing with sub-
merged lands and the control thereof.

Now, under this agreement It has been
possible for Australia and Indonesia to
come to an agreement on the delineation
and the demarcation of the appropriate
areas of each country In regard to mineral
exploration.

In regard to housing, the Commonwealth
Government proposes a new agreement,
but that has already met with violent re-
action in some quarters. I hope It is met
with violent reaction by the Western Aus-
tralian Government. I know that It is
good to receive money for housing, but
not when certain conditions are imposed.
I would like to refer to one or two of these
conditions. Uinder the agreement the maj-
ority, if not all, of the homes are to be
rental homes and are not available for sale
to the People who rent them. This cuts
right across the policy we tried to follow
in the Past. That is one aspect. Another
concerns the areas where homes are to be
built. If this is to be subject to Common-
wealth approval then It Is definitely an
erosion of State rights. This poses a threat
which the people should not be Prepared to
Accept. These things should belong, funda-
mentally to State authorities.

Mr. Bickerton: We will not discuss this
matter until the day after tomorrow. Most
Of the conditions were put in at the re-
quest of New South Wales which has a
Li.beral, private enterprise Glovernment.

Mr. O'Neil: Will You sign the agreement?
Mr. HUTCHINSON: That is an inter-

esting comment from the Minister for
Housing. I do not care from what source
this comes; I do not like it one scrap, and
I do not believe the people like It. It
strikes right across the spirit and purpose
of Federation, Federal Government, and
the sovereignity of the States.

Mr. Bickerton; Wait till You see the
agreement before you have a heart attack!

Mr, B'UTHfISON: The Minister has
relieved me somewhat. I hope that my
relief will be made as secure as the Minis-
ter believes it to be. There is another
fear In regard to a proposed urban land
commission. This commission Proposed by
the Federal Government seeks to enter the
field of purchase of land in the metropoli-
tan area for the development of cities.
Here is a fine how-do-you-do. This means
the Commonwealth Goverfnment will com-
pulsorily acquire land.
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Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That Is nothing new.
Your Government did that.

Mr. O'Neil: Not for housing.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: So does the Govern-

ment of which the Premier is a member.
I do not deny the right of Governments
to acquire land, but as far as possible the
State Governments should do this. I ap-
preciate the Commonwealth Government
must have that power also, but let the
State Governments do it for public pur-
poses.

Mr. Bickerton: Air space belongs to the
people, but Your Government paid for it.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: This is a modemn
innovation that Is used in many parts of
the world, If this urban land commission
is to develop cities in Australia, virtually
under the domination of the Common-
wealth Government as to where cities
should be developed, how much they should
cost, and what type they should be, then
I am opposed to it. I feel this is a threat
to Federation.

In regard to feasibility studies, if the
Federal Government is to pay for these
what are the terms and conditions? Does
not this action intrude Commonwealth
dictatorship In regard to terms and con-
ditions? Of course it does.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Last year this House
passed a resolution that the then Leader
of the Opposition, the then Leader of the
Country Party, and the Premier should
approach the then Prime Minister to seek
Commonwealth participation in the pur-
chase of shipping for the North-West. Was
this an intrusion of State rights?

Sir Charles Court: Not at all.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: No useful purpose

is served by going into generalisations.
Mr. O'Neil: No wonder we are having

trouble with an Attorney-General who
cannot think straighter than that.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: The only other
matter I wish to mention has already been
mentioned, and this relates to the Western
Australian Government Railways and the
possible takeover by the Commonwealth
Government. Perhaps I should not say
what the Premier said, because he might
say, "I did not say that."

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I do not mind when I
am quoted correctly, but I do object to
being misquoted.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: That is fair enough.
in regard to the possible takeover of the
W.A.G.R. by the Commonwealth there is
no doubt that If not the majority, then a
very great proportion of the people of this
State believe-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: How would you know
that?

Mr. HUTfCHIN4SON: That is my belief.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You said that the

people believed, flow do You know that?

Mr. HUTTCHINSON: That is my belief
of what the people believe. The Premier
might induce people to agree that the
Young Labor Movement is pretty right in
what it says if he persists in what he is
saying.

Mr. May: Do you believe that what the
Young Liberal Movement says is right?

Mr. HUTCHINqSON: I do not say that.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That Is a horse of

another colour I
Mr. HUTCHINSON: I am mentioning to

the Premier that he should be a little
concerned about what they say, and he
should watch their words. Returning to the
takeover of the W.A.G.R. there is no doubt
in the minds of a great number of people
of this State that some sort of negotiations
were entered Into, with possible further
negotiations to ensue, with regard to the
takeover by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment. It appeared at that time that the
State Government-perhaps not the Pre-
mier-was prepared to hand the railways
over. I am not talking about the constitu-
tional problems or anything of that kind.
This puts fears in the minds of the people.
It is another threat.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The Premier of West-
ern Australia did not do what Sir Henry
Bolte did, because the latter said to the
Commonwealth, "You can have them, lock,
stock and barrel."

Mr. HUTCHINSON: As I said by way
of interjection, Sir Henry Bolte would have
been the last man in Australia to hand
over the Victorian Railways to the Com-
monwealth.

Mr. T. D. Evans: So he is a Person who
says one thing and means another.

Mr. HUJTCHINSON: I would like the
Attorney-General to show me what he said.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I could after research.

Mr. HUTCHINS ON: I want to conclude
by saying that these items I have Just
mentioned and others referred to by previ-
ous speakers, together with the history of
the past in regard to uniform taxation,
the financial agreement, and the practical
application of section 96 of the Constitu-
tion, make the situation in Australia today
one of complete threat to the Federation as
a federation. I believe the people of Aus-
tralia should be brought face to face with
this fact as, indeed, they will be, I trust,
when discussions ensue at the convention
to take place in Sydney In late May. I
support the amendment.

MR. HARTREY (Boulder - Dundas)
(10.21 pm.]: I very confidently denounce
the amendment and would be very sorry
indeed to think this Parliament would
send such a message to His Excellency.

Sir Charles Court: The Premier has
endorsed much of it.
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Mr. HAUTREY: I am~ not worried about
the interjection. I amr now addressing the
Chair. The amendment reads as follows--

That the following words be added
to the motion-

but we regret to have to inform
Your Excellency that we view with
concern the threats to the Con-
stitutional rights and the role of
the State of Western Australia
under our Federal system, arising
out of the policies and actions of
the Commonwealth Government
and the failure of the State Gov-
ernment to protest and make
clear to the public and to the
Commonwealth Government that
any intrusion on the States' rights
will be strongly resisted.

This Is a complete fabrication from start
to finish. No evidence whatever has been
produced that anyone has made any attack
upon the constitutional rights of the State
and the Premier is perfectly right in saying
quite clearly and concisely that the con-
stitutional rights of the State are pro-
tected by the Constitution itself.

Sir Charles Court: only if the Govern-
ment watehes them.

Mr. HARTREY: The Leader of the Op-
position need not tvoiry about that. The
High Court does the watching, not the
Government.

Sir Charles Court: it does not get to
the High Court unless someone takes it
there. It does not get there by accident.

Mr. HARTREY: The High Court watches
our Constitution the same as it watches
the constitutional rights of the Common-
wealth.

Mr. Hutchinson: What about section 96?
Mr. HARTREY: Sction 106 reads as

follows-
The Constitutior of each State of

the Commonwealth shall, subject to
this Constitution, continue as at the
establishment of the Commonwealth
or as at the admission or estabishrnent
of the State, as the case mnay be, until
altered in accordance with the Con-
stitution of the State.

The Commonwealth has no power to alter
the Constitution of this State. The Com-
monwealth has no power to arrogate to
itself on any constitutional matter a
right which does not already repose in it
by virtue of the Commonwealth Constitu-
tion as amended from time to time.

Mr. Grayden: The State Government Is
ready to hand over constitutional rights.

Mr. HARTHEY: The State has that
power, but the State Government Is not
offering to hand over anything.

Mr. Grayden: Oh, rubbish!

Mr. HARTREY: Would the member for
South Perth quote an instance of where
the State Government has done this?

Mr. Grayden: Aboriginal affairs.

Mr. HARTREY: Aboriginal affairs were
expressly transferred by the people of
Australia to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment.

I have dealt with the first part of the
amendment. The Eccond part indicates
that the State has failed to protest and
make clear to the public that any intrusion
on the State's rights will be strongly re-
sisted. In the name ef goodness why would
we want to say that at present when at the
moment there are no threats-except
imaginary ones invented by members of
the Opposition?

Sir Charles Court: The Premier has said
that he has had to send a Minister over
to protest publicly-

Mr. HARTHEY: Since 1001 there have
been 14 years of Labor Federal Government
and 59 years of anti-Labor Federal Govern-
mnent and it has always been in those
periods of anti-Labor Government that the
States' rights have been eroded. The
States' rights were eroded when, after
the expiry of the "Braddon Clause" period,
the substitution there for was the per capita
payments to the States. They were very
much eroded again when the Bruce Gov-
ernment abolished this system altogether
in 1927 and substituted nothing.

Sir Charles Court: What was the High
Court doing which is supposed to protect
the situation?

Mr. HARTREY: This was constitutional,
but it was an erosion of the vital element
on which a State or Government depends;
namely, money. The member for Cottes-
boe said he wanted to get back to the Sort
of Constitution that the fathers of the
Constitution intended. Would he refer to
Alfred Deakin as a father of the Constitu-
tion? I regard him as being "the" father
of the Constitution. The motion for
Federation camne from Victoria. He was
the leader of it in Victoria and was the
Premier of that colony at the time. I have
quoted his words before, but they are well
worth quoting again because they show the
fundamental weakness of the Common-
wealth Constitution. it has nothing to do
with the State Government of Western
Australia. but with the fundamental dup-
licity of the anti-Labor Governments in
the days when the Constitution was
founded. Alfred Deakin said-

As the power of the purse in Great
Britain established by degrees the au-
thority of the Commons, it will ulti-
mately establish in Australia the au-
thority of the Commonwealth.
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Prophetic words those, and well founded.
It was not the fault of the Labor Governi-ment of Western Austarlia nor of any
Federal Labor Government since then. To
continue-

The rights of the States have been
fondly supposed to be safeguarded by
the Constitution. It left them legally
free, but financially bound to the
chariot wheels of the central Govern-
ment.

As indicated the States are legally free
and the High Court will ensure that freedom
is retained: but it has no power over finan-
cial freedom. To continue-

Their need will be its opportunity.
The less populous will first succumb.
Those smitten by drought or similar
misfortune will follow, and finally even
the greatest and most Prosperous will,
however reluctantly, be brought to
heel.

Sir Charles Court: We are trying to stop
that happening.

Mr. HARTHEY: That cannot be done.
Sir Charles Court: It can be if the State

Government Is vigilant.

Mr. HARTREY: It cannot be stopped by
any attack in this House or in the Federal
House. It can be done only if the anti-
Labor Governments reverse the policy
which the Liberal Governments since the
days of Menzies and the so-called national-
ist parties before them had inflicted on
the People of Australia.

Mr. Rt. L. Young: What about Chifley's
actions?

Mr. HARTREY: I am not worrying about
him. He and Curtin came into office In a
period of war and immediate post-war, and
at such times it is only natural that
temporary suspensions of certain liberties
as a whole were countenanced by the
High Court because of the war. However,
such actions were subsequently declared
unconstitutional by the High Court when
applied after the expiration of the war.

Apart from that it was the Bruce Gov-
ernment which struck out the rights of the
States to their per capita Payments from
Federal revenues. It was the Bruce Gov-
ernment which manufactured and imple-
mented this beastly thing which became
constitutional amendment 105A and which
created the loan councils, the financial
agreement, Commonwealth guarantees of
loans, and so on.

The fact remains that It was Bruce who
dragged that amendment in and managed
to stampede the People of Australia into
carrying it in 1928. And why? Because be
knew-and the gang behind him knew-
that the huge moneyed Interests of the
world were preparing a vast depression
and it was desired to get the Federal
Government into a position where the
banks could control the People of Australia
adequately.

Mr. Fletcher: And depress the farmers.
Mr. HARTREY: They were depressed

into the ground.
The SPEAKER: I think the member Is

getting away from the motion.
Mr. HARTREY: I am addressing myself

to the very subject which we are discuss-
ing: Whether a Federal Labor Govern-
ment did ever erode State rights.

Mr. Rt. L. Young: Chifley was only a be-
ginner when compared with Whitlam.

Mr. HARTREY: Chifley did nothing
whatever in this connection.

Mr. Rt. L. Young: He did not remove the
taxing powers after the war?

Mr. T. D). Evans: Did Prime Minister
Gorton or Prime Minister McMahon do
those things?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. HARTREY: I am not here to apolo-

gise to anybody, because what I am saying
is historically, politically, and constitu-
tionally true. That cannot be denied. If
anybody does deny that he shows himself
to be a complete fool.

Mr. Rt. L. Young: We are begging like
dogs.

Mr. HARTREY: I would like to read
from a short letter which I wrote the other
day in reply to a letter which I Presume
all members received. The letter which I
received was from MMA and Indicated
that MMA was a division of Ansett Trans-
port Industries. The letter was to the
effect that the Federal Government wants
our State Government to hand over
sovereign powers to enable the Common-
wealth to license TAA to fly on the domes-
tic air routes of Western Australia. I
answered the letter, and I will quote parts
of mry reply as follows-

I note the condemnation suggested
in your first paragraph of the proposi-
tion that the Federal Government
should "want our State Government to
hand over sovereign powers that will
enable the Commonwealth to licence
TAA to fly on the domestic air routes
of Western Australia".

I have always had a leaning to the
preservation of State Rights as such,
but it must be borne in mind that all
rights flow from, and are intended for
the benefit of, the people as a whole.

State rights to not belong to the indi-
vidual Parliaments or to the individual
members of Parliament; the rights are for
the benefit of the people. To continue-

I am far from convinced that the in-
terests of country people in Western
Australia would be injured by permit-
ting TAA to compete with "a division
of Ansett Transport Industries".

I have never known Ansett Indus-
tries to be concerned previously about
State Rights, unless the concern
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stemmed directly from anxiety for the
interests of Ansett Industries, and the
Present situation is no exception.

Also, I have always understood that
Ansett insisted on completely free and
unfettered competition with TAA. but
strongly opposed the idea of extending
the same privilege to TAA, in the
matter of air transport In the back
country of Western Australia.

To sumn up your sixth paragraph-
And this is a gem. To continue-

-your "case says that competition is a
good thing in the right circumstances
and at the right time",

Mr. R. L. Young: We agree with that.
Mr. HARTREY: Of course the Opposi-

tion does. "Private enterprise"!I Damn
You, Jack, I am all right. To continue my
reply-

your "case says that competition is a
goad thing in the right circumstances
and at the right time", i.e. it Is good
when it works to the benefit of Ansett
Industries and bad when it doesn't.

I cannot accept that proposition as
valid and I cannot hold out any hope
that any pronouncement or vote of
mine will contribute to support such a
policy.

Those are my views on State rights, and
my views of those people who, by hypo-
critical humbugging, endeavour to mnanipu-
late State rights to advance their own
Political and capitalistic interests.

Nobody has done anything about which
we could complain as yet.

Sir Charles Court: We are talking about
threats.

Mr. O'Nel.: It will be too late once it
happens.

Mr. HARThEY: The State Government
Is supposed to protest against what?

Mr. R. L. Young: Threats.
Mr. HARTHEY: What particular threat?
Mr. R. L. Young: Half a dozen were

enumerated but only one answer was re-
ceived.

Mr. HASTREY: Nothing has been
enumerated; there have been only airy-
fairy theories. I have never read any-
thing as unsubstantial as this twaddling
amendment to the motion and I have not
the slightest hesitation In opposing it.

I do not think it is necessary to say very
much more. Those who are fair minded
and capable of appreciating the meaning
of words will realise that the amendment
is simply a lot of words about which one
can merely say, as the poet Pope did-

Words are like leaves, and where they
most abound
Much fruit of sense beneath is rarely
found.

The motion is simply a whole heap of words
which have been badly written down,

Mr. Grayden: Is the honourable member
in favour of the motion?

Mr. Bertram: Who drafted it?
Mr. HARTHEY: I do not know, but it is

simply a lot of words.

Point of order
Mr. GRAYDEN: On a point of order, the

statements being made by the member for
Boulder-Dundas are completely and utterly
untrue, and he is continuing to repeat
them.

Debate fan amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr. HARTHEY: I have heard more un-
true statements tonight than I have before
In my lifetime. Even if my words were
untrue there should be no objection to my
taking part In the debate on that account.

I regret that this House should be asked
to pass such a stupid motion, that we
regret to have to Inform His Excellency
that we view the Imaginary threat to the
Constitutional rights and the role of the
State of Western Australia with concern.
The rights of the State would be protected
by the laws themselves, and the interpre-
tation of those laws in the High Court of
Australia. The State Government pro-
tests against nothing at all. To serve
notice to the Commonwealth Government
that any Intrusion on State rights will be
strongly resisted is a lot of twaddle.

MR. MePHARLIN (Mt. Marshall)
110.37 p.m.]: The previous speaker who
has Just resumed his seat does indulge In
some very good oratory and extravagant
language at times. He always plays down
the seriousness of the situation, particu-
larly when it Is raised from this side of
the House.

I do not think any of us doubt the seri-
ousness of the situation, and that serious-
ness is brought to a head by the amend-
ment moved by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition tonight. There has been some criti-
cism about the lack of opposition to the
Federal Government's centralism meas-
ures which are supposed to have occurred
in the past. There has been some criti-
cism that members of previous State
Governments did not Protest and did not
raise any outcry against the measures
brought down by the previous Federal
Government and which were supposed to
infringe State rights.

I will read some extracts from Hansard
No. 2 covering the period between the
22nd September and the 3rd November,
1966. 1 will read from a speech made by
the late Hon. Sir Keith Watson. It will be
recalled that he was a very strong oppon-
ent of the Intrusion of the Commonwealth
Government into State rights.

80



[Tuesday, 20 March, 19731 8

The late Sir Keith Watson was, at one
time, one of the members who were even
keen on a secession movement. I wish to
read a few extracts from the speech he
gave on the 18th October, 1966. 1 hope
the member for Boulder-Dundas will pay
attention to these extracts.

Mr. Hartrey: I will.
Mr. MePHARLIN: He said-

To all the recent discussions, fur-
ther Interest has been added by the
statement of Mr. A. A. Caiwell, Leader
of the Federal Opposition, as reported
in the Australian Financial Review of
the 23rd September last. Mr. Caiwell
is reported to have said that a com-
plete readjustment of financial rela-
tionships between the States and the
Commonwealth was vital, and that
details of Labor's proposals in this
respect would be made In his policy
speech. However, he is reported to
have said: "One thing which could be
told now was that Labor steadfastly
intended to return to the States all the
money collected in petrol tax."

The Leader of the Federal Opposition at
that time, who was aspiring to become
Prime Minister of Australia, made the
statement that he would be prepared to
return to the States all the money col-
lected in petrol tax. However, no mention
was made as to whether or not a Labor
Government would appoint Federal repre-
sentatives who would have a voice In the
management of any State department to
which money was allocated. Further on,
the late Sir Keith Watson said-

But, with plenty of commonsense,
and with my feet firmly on the ground,
I recall that Mr. Calwell was a mem-
ber of the Chifley Government; and it
was Mr. Chifley who foisted the uni-
form tax and its disastrous conse-
quences upon the States.

Mr. Calwell 'was a member of the Chifley
Government which foisted uniform taxa-
tion upon the States. In fact, a Labor
Government introduced the taxing system
which has met with some criticism tonight,
although not from members opposite, of
course.

In his speech the late Sir Keith Watson
made reference to a speech made by the
present Prime Minister on the 23rd Sep-
tember, 1966. The present Prime Minister
said-

We are spending much of our money
on higher education. I am referring
to our money. We spend more than all
the States Put together.

The late Sir Keith Watson then com-
mented-

The man said it with such patronis-
ing smugness that one got the impres-
sion it was really his own money and
not tax moneys wrung from the
pockets of Australian taxpayers and

really intended, under the Federal
compact, to be returned to the States
and spent by the States as the States
thought best.

In 1966 the present Prime Minister re-
ferred to the spending of money by the
Federal Government. He said that the
Federal Government spends more than all
the States put together and undoubtedly
he was being critical of the previous
Federal Government. The late Sir Keith
Watson also said-

The Federation began to get out of
hand 40 years ago, particularly in
respect of Western Australia. Twenty
years ago Federation got more out of
hand in respect of all the States.
Today, Federation is radically out of
hand right throughout the continent.

The late Sir Keith Watson, who was a
member of the previous Government, spoke
out in the Parliament of this State and
criticised the Federal Government of the
day. He pointed out that the Federal Gov-
ernment's actions were out of line with
what should be done. He raised his voice
In protest against Its actions. To say that
no member of the previous Government
has been critical of the previous Federal
Government is simply not true. A little
later he said-

11 the Australian Federation Is to be
Preserved, some real sense of Federa-
tion must somehow be knocked Into
the heads of the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment. If the State Premiers cannot
do that by polite and orthodox means,
then they should resort to unorthodox
means.

He was most forceful and adamant about
the methods which should be adopted to
widen the rights of the States and not
allow the Federal Government to erode
those rights.

The member for Narrogin commented
about an Intrusion into the transport sys-
tern involving an offer of $500,000,000 from
the Federal Government to the States. I
refer to an article in Thre West Australian
of the 17th February, 1973, which states--

The Federal Government has ap-
proved in principle a scheme to pay
two-thirds of the cost of Improving
State urban public transport services.

However, it also refers to a statement made
by Mr. Jones, who Is the Federal Minister
for Transport. The article states--

Mr. Jones said that the Federal Gov-
ernment would seek a voice in the
management of the State public trans-
port authorities.

If the Government was to be ac-
countable for spending taxpayers'
money it had to be closely involved
In the forward planning and opera-
tional policies of these authorities.
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This, I consider, Is an erosion of State
rights. Mr. Caiwell, who was once Leader
of the Federal Opposition, said he would
be prepared to band back to the States all
the money collected from petrol tax. The
present Prime Minister, when Leader of
the Opposition, said it was wrong for the
Federal Government to spend so much
money on education: that It should be
given to the States to spend as they liked.
Nevertheless, the Present Federal Minister
for Transport indicates quite clearly that
the Federal Government would seek a voice
in the management of the State public
transport authorities. If that is not an
erosion of State rights, I would like to
know what is.

The late Sfr Keith Watson also said-
In conclusion, I would urge the State

Premiers to get stuck into this matter
and proceed to move by the most com-
pelling motive-that motive which, in
the classical words of Sheridan, makes
it base for a man to suffer when he
ought to act; that feeling which tells
him that resistance to power usurped
is a duty which he owes to himself
and his neighbour; that principle
which tells him that all power is
delegated for the good and not for
injury of the public; and when the
compact Is broken, the right is to be
resumed.

I support the amendment because I believe
we have seen clear indications that the
Federal Government does intend to seek
more control in the management of var-
ions authorities when allocating money to
them. Transport is one matter which I
have mentioned. Other matters have been
mentioned by speakers before me and per-
haps those who come alter me will raise
different matters again.

I support the amendment because I be-
lieve it has been moved at the right time
and In the right Place.

MR. GRAYDEN (South Perth) [10.48
p.m.): I support the amendment which has
been moved by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion. A short time ago I was quite intrigued
by the speech made by the member for
Boulder-Dundas who kept asserting that
there is no erosion of State rights and
he challenged the Opposition to indicate
a single instance of this. By way of inter-
jection some of us on this side of the
House took the opportunity to Point out
certain examples. However, the member for
Boulder-Dundas flatly denied these and
continued to assert, as I understood him,
that there is no suggestion anywhere along
the line that there could be a takeover of
departments that would constitute an In-
fringement of our constitutional rights.

I am amazed the member for Boulder-
Dundas can make such a statement. I do
not know what his reason is. Perhaps it

Is because he is speaking relatively late at
night or because he thinks that all mem-
bers on this side have spoken. Obviously
he would not have made the statement
had he anticipated that members on this
side of the House would give evidence to
substantiate their claim. Over and over
again he said there was no such evidence.

I will quote two statements in respect
of the Proposed takeover of the Aboriginal
affairs section of the Department of Com-
munity Welfare. The first appeared in
The West Australian on the 24th January,
1973. It is headed, "Natives: Talk of Fed-
eral Control", and it reads-

The Federal Government may take
over management of all Aboriginal
affairs from the States.

The Prime Minister, Mr. Whitlam,
said in Canberra Yesterday that such
a move would be a great Improvement
-but he had not yet discussed It with
the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, Mr.
Bryant.

Even at that early stage the Prime Minis-
ter was talking In terms of a takeover and
he had not discussed it with the newly-
appointed Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.
There are other statements, on which I
will not waste the time of the House. I
come to a much more recent statement
which was Published in The West Austra-
lian on the 16th February, 1973. It is
headed, "Canberra Takeover Expected",
and It reads-

The Federal Government is expected
soon to make an all-inclusive takeover
of part of the W-A. Department of
Community Welfare.

The State Government is likely to
hand over Its complete Aboriginal
Affairs Planning Authority to Can-
berra control.

Mr. Hartrey: That would be a terrible
loss for us!

Mr. GRAYDEN: The statement contin-

The Planning authority would be ab-
sorbed into an expanded Federal De-
partment of Aboriginal Affairs.

The 50 W.A. civil servants now
working for the planning authority
would become Commonwealth public
servants.

The W.A. Cabinet Is expected to
agree to the takeover at a meeting this
month.

If this happens, the takeover will be
the first obvious step towards central-
ism achieved by the Federal Labor
Government.

Moves to absorb Aboriginal affairs
sections in other States would be likely
to follow, If other State Governments
a greed.
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Later on It Says--
The Prime Minister, Mr. Whitlam,

has made clear his support for Federal
control of Aboriginal welfare in the
States.

It then says that the Queensland Premier
is strongly opposed to the suggestion that
the Commonwealth should take over
Aboriginal affairs, and it continues--

Mr. Ejelke Petersen has said that
Queensland has the expertise to deal
best with its own Aboriginal problems,
and that all the Commonwealth needs
to do is to provide more funds.

We then come to what is happening in
Western Australia, and we have this state-
ment-

In Perth last night, the State Min-
ister for Community Welfare, Mr. R.
Thompson said he agreed with Abo-
riginal affairs being controlled by the
Commonwealth, though he had minor
reservations.

He was anxious to discuss the take-
over with the Federal Government.

It is a clear-cut case of the Federal Gov-
ernment stepping in with the object of
taking over control of something which
has always been administered by the States
under the Constitution. Yet the member
for Boulder-Dundas repeatedly says there
are no such moves and that any such as-
sertions are wrong.

Where do we go? Do we listen to state-
ments of that kind? must we sit here, Mr.
Acting Speaker (Mr. A. R. Tonkin), with-
out your protection, and take them? Are
we to permit people in Western Australia
to pick. up Hansard, read this sort of Infor-
mation over and over again, and pass it
on, when it is completely untrue? Is that
what is expected of us? it would appear
So.

The member for Boulder-Dundas, of
course, goes much further. Not long ago
he made a speech on the very question
we are debating. He spoke about "hypo-
critical humbug" in regard to the amend-
ment moved by the Leader of the opposi-
tion; yet as recently ai-the 28th July,
1971, in a speech in this House, the mem-
ber for Boulder-Dundas made this state-
ment on the issue we are now debating-

I wish to touch upon one other sub-_
ject before I conclude. To my way of
thinking this is the most important
subject which the people of Western
Australia, and every other State In
Austraiia, have to face in the near
future. In recent years, and recent
months in particular, it has become
a major problem affecting the Austra-
lian way of life. I refer to the subject
to which the member for Wembley re-
ferred the other day: the state of
Federal-State financial relations. It is
absolutely farcical that we should con-
tinue as a nation on the present basis.

The nation does not consist of the
Commonwealth Parliament, Cornmon-
wealth Government, Commonwealth
politicians, and the Commonwealth
bureaucracy. It consists of all the
people who are born in the six States
of Australia.

Mr. Hartrey; Hear, hear!

Mr. GRAYDEN: That was the statement
of the member for Boulder-Dundas who
has derided the Opposition for introduc-
ing an amendment to this effect-

But we regret to have to inform
Your Excellency that we view with
concern the threats to the Constitu-
tional rights and the role of the State
of Western Australia under our
Federal system, arising out of the
policies and actions of the Common-
wealth Government and the failure of
the State Government to protest and
make clear to the public and to the
Commonwealth Government that any
intrusion on the States' rights will be
strongly resisted.

The member for Boulder-Dundas termed
this "hypocritical humbug". I think the
statement he made in this House, which
is recorded in Hans ard, was a splendid one.
He made it on the 28th July, 1971.

Mr. Hutchinson: We do not know what
to believe now.

Mr. GRAYDEN: He said-
There is, of course, Federal territory

and people born there are entitled to
call themselves Australians too,

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.
Tonkin): Order! This speech has already
been read out tonight. I cannot allow you
to continue.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Could I Interrupt and
say only Portion of it was read out?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.
Tonkin) : This very part was read out.
There are Standing Orders dealing with
tedious repetition by a speaker. I do not
think members shoulci have to listen to
this speech being read out a second time
tonight.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I think it is a good
speech.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.
Tonkin): I am directing that you do not
read it.

Mr. GRAYDEN: May I ask-
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.

Tonkin): I am directing that you do not
read it.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Has this particular
portion been read out?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.
Tonkin): Yes, it has been. I remember It
distinctly. I was In the Chair previously.
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Mr. ORAYDEN: Mr. Acting Speaker- Mr. GRAYDEN: The organisation is be-
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.

Tonkin): You will not debate my ruling.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I do not want to. I sug-

gest members read the speech themselves
because it is extremely illuminating and
gives a pretty good Indication of the sort
of rubbish we will be beset with by mem-
bers of the Opposition during this session.

Several members: Hear, hear!
Mr. Bickerton: Do not change that in

Han sard.
Mr. GRAYDEN: By members of the

Government.
Mr. O'Neil: He has changed it now.
The ACTING SPEAKER (M~r. A. R.

Tonkin): Order! Order!
Mr. GRAYDEN: It seems extraordinary

that the people of Western Australia should
be denied the opportunity to hear precisely
what the member for Boulder-Dundas Maid.
1, too, was in the Chamber, and I am cer-
tain that what I was about to read out-

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R. Ton-
kin): Order! Now continue your speech.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I will get right away
from that subject because I think we have
dealt with it. I would like to read out the
Proposed amendment again so that we will
be quite clear how far we can go in this
debate. It deals with two matters. It says-

but we regret to have to inform.
Your Excellency that we view with
concern the threats to the Constitu-
tional rights-

That Is one issue about which the member
for Boulder-Dundas spoke-threats to the
Constitutional rights. The second issue
contained in the proposed amendment is-

--and the role of the State of Western
Australia under our Federal system...

So we have the two matters--the threats to
the Constitutional rights and the role of
the State of Western Australia under our
Federal system. I wish to speak mainly
about the role of the State of Western
Australia within the Federal system.

Recently in Western Australia there has
been a move for secession. I san astonished
that this is so, The Idea was first Mooted
many years ago, but I believed the issue
was completely dead. Of course, we now
know it is not. We have apparently in
western Australia today a relatively strong
organisation seeking secession.

Mr. Davies: Led by a prominent Liberal
from the Federal electorate of Swan.

Mr. GRAYDEN: This organisation Is re-
ceiving hundreds of letters a day. I mention
that to indicate the amount of support such
a movement has. I am sorry to see this
because I have alawys thought of Austra-
lia as a6 Federation.

Mr. Hartrey: We won't report you to the
A.S.ILO.

Ing supported because the people through-
out Australia are concerned about the
actions of the Federal Government. The
member for Cottesloe Maid that the people
of Australia were frightened and a conven-
tion is to be held in the Eastern States. He
does not need to go elsewhere to find
frightened People-many West Australians
are horrified at the activities in the Fed-
eral sphere. We have seen Federal Mini-
sters behaving in a traitorous way. We have
reached this situation in Australia as a
consequence of the actions of the Federal
Government. It Is open season for treason.

The People of Western Australia are
talking about secession because they have
seen the antics of the Federal Government.
Two men-the Prime Minister (Mr. Whit-
lam) and his cohort (Mr. Earnard)-oper-
ated a two-man committee governing the
affairs of Australia. These two men hast-
ened to grant a Passport to a person who
had been branded a traitor. They hastened
to criticise America-just as the Deputy
Premier constantly criticises America.

Mr. Graham: The actions of the Ameri-
Can Government-a thousand times yes.

Mr. ORAYDEN: The Deputy Premier
says that now. I would like to tell mem-
bers what the then Prime Minister of Auls-
tralia, (Mr. John Curtin) had to say when
I was returning on a troop ship from the
Middle East.

Mr. Graham: That was then-this is
1973.

Mr. GRAYDErN: These men were glad
to be coming home, and they were horri-
fled that the Labor Prime Minister was
seeking aid from the United States of
America. At that time the plea was not
warranted. However, that statement Is
now forgotten.

Mr. Graham: No it is not.
Mr. GRAYDEN: Members now vie with

each other to revile America.
Mr. Graham: We reviled Its shocking

action In Vietnam. Nobody can justify
that.

Mr. ORAYDEN: I would like to read
excerpts of the statement by the then
Prime Minister.

Mr. Bickerton: Give it away-you have
your headlines.

Mr. GRAYDEN: This was the Prime
Minister's message in 1942. It says-

Without inhibitions of any kind, I
make it quite clear that Australia looks
to Amrerica, free of any pangs as to our
traditional links or kinship with the
United Kingdom. We know the prob-
lems with which the United Kingdom
is faced; we know too that Australia
can go and Britain can still hold on.
We are therefore determined that Aus-
tralia shall not go, and we shall exert
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all our energies towards shaping our
plan, with the United States as its
keynote, which will give our country
some confidence, of being able to hold
out until the tide of battle turns against
the enemy.

That Is the very first portion of the Prime
Minister's New Year message. Australian
troops returning to Australia were horri-
fied because the plea for assistance was
unwarranted even though some Western
Australians were virtually fleeing across
the Nullabor. However, today Federal
members of the Labor Party, aided and
abetted by State members, are vying with
each other to revile America and to
break all ties with that country. The
Labor Party wishes to break the ties with
our traditional friends and looks to the
communist countries for support.

Mr. Graham: You are around the bend.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I would like to read

an article which was published in The Sun,
Melbourne, on Wednesday, the 7th Febru-
ary, 1973. It is headed, "Infants and man-
darins", and I quote-

The scene at the Mandarin Restau-
rant in Sydney this week, as reported
in the newspapers, suggests that the
Australian Labor Party might provide
itself with a similar rebuke to its in-
fantile Leftists.

The occasion at the Mandarin was a
send-off banquet to Australia's new
ambassador to China, Dr. Stephen
Fitzgerald.

The 550 guests included a sprinkl-
Ing of Cabinet ministers, and a repre-
sentative cast of Australians who were
urging a realistic attitude towards the
Peking government long before Mr.
Whltlam was able to take the initia-
tive.

When the time came for toasts, the
health of the Queen was proposed.

But, according to reports, some of
the guests remained seated. Others
acted perfunctorily.

Then there was a toast to Chairman
Mao. Applause, shouts, cheers...
all standing, drinking merrily.

Mr. May: What time of night was this?
Mr. GRAYDEN: The author, Mr. Douglas

Wilkie, a very well-known correspondent,
goes on to say-

How like the old days when Left-
wing Laborites attended wartime func-
tions at which glasses were raised to
Uncle Joe Stalin!

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. Rt.
Tonkin): I hope the member will relate
this to the motion.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The motion, Mr. Acting
Speaker, is In two Parts. I am dealing
with the role of the State of Western Aus-
tralia under the Federal system. The

people of Western Australia are so dis-
mayed at events in the Federal sphere
that they are speaking of secession. The
article continues with a word of warning
for members of the Labor Party, It says,-

The Sydney episode will arouse
nothing but amused contempt among
the leaders at Peking, when they hear
Of it.

The Chinese may be Maoists. But
they are also heirs to the Mandarin
tradition of Pr opriety and-outside
propaganda invective-formal polite-
ness.

They are also fervent nationalists,
looking on all foreign devils as their
cultural inferlors--but nonetheless
ready to measure the quality of other
nations by the strength of THEIR
respect for their own national insti-
tutions and traditions.

I will not read any more, because I will be
trying your patience, Mr. Acting Speaker.
I am grateful for your tolerance.

Mr. Bickerton: What was it in--the
Kings Cross Whisper?

Mr. CIRAYDEN: That is a typical indi-
cation of the attitude of the Labor Party
to communist countries. I feel the motion
moved by the Leader of the Opposition is
well justified.

Mr. Graham: With his tongue in his
cheek!

Mr. GRAYDEN: I would like to speak
in greater detail on this' topic, but I also
wish to touch on another problem we are
experiencing in Western Australia as a
result of the intervention of the Common-
wealth Government in a matter funda-
mentally within the control of the State.

I refer to the question of our Aborigines.
it is a long and sorry story. Since the new
Government came to office in Canberra
some extraordinary statements have been
made by the new Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs (Mr. Bryant). I intend to refer to
one of his first statements-and I think the
Minister for Housing will be extremely
interested In this-

Mr. Bickerton: I amt always interested in
everything You say.

Mr. GRAYDEN: -because he has made
some statements which conflict with those
made by the Federal Minister. However.
first of all let us hear what Mr. Bryant
said. I wish to mention this matter be-
Cause it is an indication of what can hap-
pen when the affairs of a State comprising
1,000,000 square miles are administered in
a capital city 2.500 miles away. The state-
ment to Which I refer appeared In The
West Australian on the 6th February, 1973
under the heading, "Bryant wants 75,000
housed". The article states--

The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs,
Mr. Bryant, wants new housing f or at
least 75,000 Aborigines.
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On a conservative estimate, this
could mean expenditure of $100 mil-
lion.

At a Press conference in Canberra
tonight Mr. Bryant said that, at most,
only one quarter of Aborigines lived in
adequate housing,

I will not continue to quote the article.
Mr. T. D. Evans: What is wrong with

that statement?
Mr, GRAYDEN: Then we had a stir in

Western Australia as a result of publicity
being given to some A-borigines who were
squatting on the banks. of the Swan River
in Guildford. They have been doing that
during the grape picking season since
time immemorial. However, the Federal
Minister felt obliged to intervene, even
though he was 2,500 mile,, away. He Im-
mediately said that the Commonwealth
was willing to help the Western Australian
Government overcome the problem of
Aborigines squatting on the banks of the
Swan River. He said that the Government
planned to discuss with Western Australian
housing authorities the question of supply-
ing houses to Aborigines who might not
normally be eligible.

The newspaper article to which I am
referring went on to state-

Aborigines camped on the river banks
north of Perth have been claiming
squatting rights because they say that
they have nowhere else to go.

Some are waiting for State Housing
Commission homes, but most have
been refused them.

Mr. Bryant said that the W.A. Hous-
ing Commission was making an effort
to assist in Aboriginal housing, but
some areas were beyond the State's
resources.

Mr. Brady:- From what paper is the hon-
ourable member quoting?

Mr. GRAYDEN: The West Australian of
the 23rd February. Here we have an in-
stance of the Federal Minister offering
support, but the support he was prepared
to provide was not necessarily acceptable
to the State Goverrnent and the depart-
ment concerned with Aborigines, because
the article went on to state-

The deputy director of the State
Housing Commission, Mr. K. M., Mc-
Kenna, has said that many of the
Aborigines on the river bank are not
fit for State housing.

Several did not meet the depart-
ment's standards of domestic hygiene,
social behaviour and credit rating.

Mr. Bryant said: "We have been
breaking their hearts for long enough.
We will just have to put up with a
few broken windows."

Mr. E. H. M. Lewis: What did the local
Minister say?

Mr. GRAYDEN:, I will tell the honour-
able member that in a moment. At the
moment I am dealing with what the Deputy
Director of the State Housing Commission
said. In another statement Mr. McKenna
said that some of the Aborigines already
had homes in the metropolitan area but
they left them and walked a few miles to
Guildford and were living on the banks of
the Swan River during the grape picking
season.

Of course, this is the sort of problem
which could be dealt with by the State
Department for Community Welfare; yet
here we have the Federal Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs intervening in this inane
fashion which will cost this State and
every other State dearly.

Mr. Brady:, Is it inane to offer housing
to Aborigines?

Mr. GRAYDEN: That is not the point.
Many of these Aborigines already have
homes in the metropolitan area, but they
left them to squat on the banks of the
Swan River; and yet the Federal Minister
immediately said, "We will give them some
houses."

Mr. Brady: Can you substantiate that,
or is it only your imagination?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I did not make that
statement. It was made by the Federal
Minister at the time, An ex-Minister for
Native Welfare in this House asked a few
moments ago what the local Minister said.
Let me now refer to the statement made
by the State Minister for Housing.

Mr. Bickerton: Make sure it is accurate.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I am sure If it is not

accurate the Minister will say so. On the
15th February, 1973, the following appeared
in The West Australian-

A big short-term effort could not be
mounted to provide all the housing
needed for Aborigines, the State Hous-
ing Minister1 Mr. Bickerton, said yes-
terday.

Such an effort was precluded by the
present standards of some Aborigines
and by lack of sufficiently scattered
housing

That Is a most realistic statement, and I
agree entirely with the Minister in that
respect. I am merely pointing out how
ridiculous it is that the Minister for Abo-
riginal Affairs in Canberra should attempt
to tell the State Minister what to do In
respect of these people.

Mr. E. Hf. M. Lewis: He would not know.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Of course he would not
have a chance of knowing what is the
situation because he is 2,500 miles away.
The State Minister for Housing went on
to say-

The State Housing Commission knew
that many Aborigines did not have
adequate housing but it had not yet
assembled detailed information.
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Many of these People were probably
not yet ready for urban housing be-
cause of their social and domestic
standards.

Money, land, materials and labour
would be needed to increase the effort
already being made In Aboriginal hous-
ing.

It was not easy to get land or vacant
houses in suitable areas and the work
force in the building industry was al-
ready strained.

In addition, it would not be fair to
Aborigines or the rest of the commun-
ity to put too many Aborigines Into
urban communities too soon without
scattering the individual properties.

So here we have the Minister for Housing
in Western Australia-a man who has a
wide knowledge of Aborigines inasmuch as
he has a huge number of them in his elec-
torate finding himself at loggerheads with
the Federal Minister for Aboriginal Aff airs.
That is a concrete example of what hap-
pens when such matters are adminstered
from 2,500 miles away.

Let us turn to another aspect in the mat-
ter of Aborigines. Many statements have
been made in respect of the incredible
situation which applies in the various
towns on the goldfields and in the north-
west as a result of social service pensions
being paid to Aborigines, only recently
the member for Kimberley had occasion to
raise this question.

He said that in some towns in the Kim-berley dozens of Aboriginal men were
squandering their social service cheques on
alcohol. The payment of these benefits to
the Aborigines was causing hardship in-
stead of alleviating it, because women and
children were being deprived of food and
other essentials and they had all suffered
at the hands of their drunken husbands.
Mr. Ridge went on to say that pastoralists;
had told him that there were countless
instances of able-bodied men refusing to
work because they considered the Govern-
ment was obliged to keep them. His state-
ment continued on and on along those
lines.

The member for Murchison, myself, and
other members of Parliameflt recently
visited the Murchison and at Laverton we
were told that last year several hundred
Aborigines had been convicted and most
of the offences resulted from the consumP-
tton of liquor. They had been squander-
ing their social service cheques on liquor
and yet the Commonwealth Government
continues to hand out money in this way.
It could do a dozen other things. It
could make credit available to the Abori-
gines at the stores to ensure that their
social service pensions were spent on food
and clothing for the benefit of the children
and the wives of the men concerned. How-
ever, the Commonwealth Government is

making no attempt to do this, and the
present situation which has been continu-
ing for same years is getting worse.

This is another result of what happens
when the Commonwealth minister for Abo-
riginal Affairs is 2,500 niles away in Can-
berra. He is not at Fitzroy Crossing, Lay-
erton, or Wiluna, and he does not see the
hundreds of Aborigines in their drunken
stupor squandering their social service
cheques. He does noat realise that those
cheques, handed to them on a Thursday
are completely squandered on liquor by
midday on Friday or Saturday.

Mr. Graham: How do you know that?

Mr. GRAYDEN; If he did realise the
position he would do something about re-
solving it.

Mr. Graham: He was up there a few
weeks ago.

Mr. GRAYDEN: His solution was to
prosecute the publican.

Mr. Graham: Among other things.

Mr. GRAYDEN: He was going to prose-
cute the publican. That was one way by
which he intended to solve the problem.
Another way by which he hoped to allevi-
ate the problem was to provide legal aid
to all Aborigines in Western Australia. The
opening part of an article on this subject
which was Published in The West Austra-
lian on the 11th January, 1973, reads as
follows--

Aborigines are to have free legal
representation in all Australian courts.

The Prime Minister, Mr. Whitlam,
said today that $850,000 would be pro-
vided for this during the next five
months.

So we are to provide $850,000 of the tax-
payers' money to ensure that all Aborigines
will have free legal representation in all
Australian courts. I have pointed out that
at Laverton alone several hundred Aborig-
ines were convicted last year, virtually all
as a consequence of charges of drunken-
ness,

Mr. Hartrey:. And they were all arrested.
They do not do that with the white man.

Mr. ORAYDEN: They certainly would.
This means that in the future several
hundred Aborigines in that town alone are
going to obtain free legal aid. Will the
$850,000 to be Provided throughout Aus-
tralia be sufficient to give all Aborigines
free legal representation? But that is the
sort of thing which happens when the
Commonwealth Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs is situated 2.500 miles away in
Canberra. It is too ludicrous and farcical
for words! Yet, notwithstanding the situa-
tions that are arising at present we have
the Commonwealth Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs (Mr. Bryant) issuing warnings to
the States in regard to the Questions about
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which we are now discussing. The relevant
article which appeared in The West Aus-
tralan on the 22nd February, 1973, reads
as follows-

The Federal Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs, Mr. Bryant, made it obvious
today that the Government would not
allow any State to block moves to
achieve Aboriginal advancement.

He told 80 Aboriginal leaders at the
first meeting of the MIl-Aboriginal
Consultative Committee, that the
Commonwealth would use its consti-
tutional powers if necessary.

"If some people don't agree we will
take action all the same," he said.

"If we can persuade them, all the
better. This would apply to one or
two areas of State Government in Aus-
tralia."

He asked the consultative commit-
tee to consider whether the Federal
Government should take "immediate
steps" to take over the States' role
In Aboriginal affairs."

His statement continued on similar lines.
So the Minister asks the Aborigines if the
Federal Government should take immedi-
ate steps. Whom did the Commonwealth
minister for Aboriginal Affairs choose as
his representatives and in what way did
he choose them? Prom Western Australia
he chose two-Mr. Davis from the Aborig-
inal Advancement Council, and Mr. Ken
Winder. Mr. Davis himself has said that
that organisation has 25 financial memn-
bers; and, Incidentally, most of them are
from affiliated organizations.

Mr. T. D. Evans: What has this to do
with the amendment?

Mr. GRAYDEN: So Mr. Bryant has se-
lected two representatives from this State
to speak for all the Aborigines in Australia
who number 21,000-odd. These two men
have been chosen from the Aboriginal
Advancement Council consisting of 25
members.

Point of Order
Mr. BERTRAM: Mr. Speaker, on a point

of order, I submit that the member for
South Perth Is not speaking to the amend-
ment, and if we continue in this fashion
we will be here until the early hours of
tomorrow morning.

The SPEAKER: I think the honourable
member should confine his remarks to the
amendment.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr. ORAYDEN: I will, Mr. Speaker.
The amendment moved by the Leader of
the Opposition reads as follows-

But we regret to have to inform
Your Exceliency that we view with
concern the threats to the Constitu-

tional rights and the role of the State
of Western Australia under our
Federal system,

I am saying that the administration of the
Commonwealth Government has been such
that we in Western Australia can have no
confidence in the Federal Government and
we want to avoid any further moves
towards centralism.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has'five minutes left.

Mr. ORAYDEN: As a result of this
centralism we have the Commonwealth
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, situated
2,500 miles away in Canberra, selecting
Mr. Davis and Mr. Ken Winder as the
Aboriginal representatives of Western
Australia on the proposed consultative
committee. Mr. Winder has been convicted
of two serious offences of assault, One
offence was that of hitting a6 person on
the head with a bottle of wine, and an-
other of firing a bullet through a wind-
screen at an individual. Also, on many
occasions he has been involved in question-
able acts.

The SPEAKER: I think these remarks
are getting away from the amendment.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The other day an
Aboriginal youth was stabbed to death by
a young Aboriginal man from Kallark
Hostel. Mr. Winder was in charge of that
hostel and the death of that youth is the
responsibility of this Government. What I
am trying to point out is that the Com-
monwealth Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
does not know what is happening in West-
ern Australia otherwise he would not have
chosen these two men to represent the
Western Australian Aborigines on this
proposed consultative committee. In fact.
they do not represent the Western Austra-
lian Aborigines. They know nothing about
them. Despite this the Commonwealth
Minister has chosen them to be members
of the committee of which I have spoken.
I do not know who advised him when he
selected those two men.

Mr. Graham: No wonder Mr. Davis
thumped you.

Mr. ORAYDEN: A resident of the hostel
stabs another and the person in charge of
that hostel was Mr. Winder and, despite
his previous convictions, he is permitted
to remain there by this Government.

I support this motion in its entirety. If
it is passed it would help to prevent a
move towards centralism because there are
many things that can be administered in-
finitely better in Western Australia by the
State Government. We have a State with
an area of 1,000,000 square miles and we
are a long way from Canberra. It is abso-
lutely wrong for Canberra to take over the
constitutional rights of this State to the
extent that has recently been suggested.

88
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MR. BERTRAM (Mt Hawthorn) (11.30
p.m.]: I propose to speak for only a few
moments to tidy up a paint raised by the
member for Wembley when he spoke
earlier in the evening and purported to
be presenting a case in support of th6
amendment which we are now discussing.

As I recall it he argued that the Vie-
torian Government was, to a man, behind
the Minister for Housing (Mr. Dickie) in
his refusal to co-operate and enter into
o contract with the Federal Government
on the question of housing. Is argument
in this waz supported by the Leader of the
Opposition who said the Victorian Govern-
ment was behind Mr. Dickie to a man.

Mr. O'Neil*. It was announced as a Cabi-
net decision.

Sir Charles Court: That Is right.

Mr. BERTRAM: All I can do for the
assistance of the House is to relate the
facts which have emerged up to this stage
by referring members to The West Aus-
tralian of the 8th March. In it appears
a report under the heading in quite bold
print, "Victoria to Join house plan-John-
son". The report states-

The Victorian Premier, Mr. Hamer,
had overruled the State Minister for
Housing, Mr. Pickle, and decided to
participate in the Federal-State hous-
ing agreement, the House of Repre-
sentatives was told today.

The Federal Minister for Housing,
Mr. Johnson, said Mr. Hamer had
assured the Prime Minister, Mr. Whit-
lam, that Victoria was "now happy to
participate in the programme.",

Mr. Johnson said: "The Victorian
Government is happy to comply and
has come to appreciate the need for
the conditions proposed by the Federal
Government."

Sir Charles Court: You should get the
full facts of that matter before you take
the report literally.

Mr. BERTRAM: In the light of this It
transpires that the point I sought to make
by interjection was perfectly correct, and
what the member for Wembley said, backed
by the Leader of the Opposition, was com-
pletely wrong.

The only other matter I wish to men-
tion at this stage is that it would appear
the Federal Parliamentary Liberal Party
does not share the fear spoken of tonight
on the debate of this amendment, because
it is interesting to observe we have now
got to a stage where in the Federal Op-
position shadow Cabinet there is not one
Western Australian member, and not a
Western Australian voice. I would think
that is the type of situation with which
the members of the Opposition in this Par-
liament should be concerned.

Mr. O'Neil: What about Mr. Withers?
He Is the Leader of the Opposition In the
Senate.

Sir Charles Court: You should get your
facts checked.

Mr. BERTRAM: The position at the
moment is as I have indicated. Currently
in the Federal Opposition shadow Cabinet
there is niot one Western Australian mem-
ber.

Mr. O'Neil: What about the Leader of
the Senate?

Mr. BERTRAM: I am talking about the
House of Representatives.

Mr. O'Neil: If your aunt were built dif-
ferently she would be your uncle!

Mr. BERTRAM: Do members opposite
take notice of this report?

Mr. O'Neil: it is a report.
Sir Charles Court: You should get the

full background of this before you accept
it.

MR. RUSHTON (Dale) (11.34 pin.]:
This amendment to the motion which
should have the support of the whole House
can be broken into three Parts. In break-
ing it up I will indicate very clearly why we
should support it. The Premier has, indi-
cated that the intentions will be earried out
and he will accept the amendment with one
section being removed which relates to the
Government.

I will produce facts which show that
there Is a grave doubt that the s3tate Gov-
ernment intends doing what it has done In
the Past. The commissions which the
Commonwealth Government is setting up
are a clear indication of the Interference of
State rights. It intends to interfere in
certain issues which are mentioned such as
education, preschool education, health,
cities, transport, and urban and regional
development.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Which Government set
UP the Australian Universities Commis-
sion?

Mr. RUSHTON: This Federal, socialist
Government which Is dedicated to central-
ism Is making this threat. If we do not
believe this is a threat then let me draw
the attention of members to what will ap-
Pear in The West Australian of tomorrow
under the heading of, 'Aust. stresses the
right to nation alise." The report states--

Australia told the United Nations
Security Council yesterday that sover-
eignty over natural resources Included
the right to nationalise or expropriate
property owned by foreigners.

What will the Minister for Development,
the Premier, and the Minister for mines
do? How will they operate? The people
are fearful of what will take place and
what the Commonwealth Government will
do.
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Mr. may: Wait till You read the headlines place in January and which he did not
tomorrow.

Mr. RUSHTON: What will be the answer
of the Premier? No doubt the Minister for
Mines will get up and tell us what is hap-
pening.

Mr. May: There is no chance of that
when you are speaking.

Mr. RUSHTON: These are threats not
only to Western Australia but to Australia.
To the people of Western Australia the in-
tentions of the Federal Government, as
indicated by the newspaper report I have
read, are of extreme importance and pose
an extreme danger to both the State and
Australia. What hypocrisy it Is for some
people to say that Western Australia is not
under a threat, Of course it is.

The newspaper report which I have just
mentioned will appear tomorrow, and it
proves without doubt that a threat to Aust-
ralia and Western Australia exists. There-
fore it is now opportune for members of the
Government to think again when they vote
on the amendment before us. There is a
threat to Western Australia and they would
do well to resist it. They should state
publicly that they are resisting it, and by
doing so they will give Western Australia
a chance in the future.

I turn to the second part of the amend-
ment dealing with the failure of the State
Government to protest against the intru-
sion on State rights by the Commonwealth.
In this regard the comments of the mem-
ber for Boulder-Dundas and of the Premier
were interesting. I will make a short
quotation to show how off the ball was the
member for Boulder-Dundas.

I understood the Premier to say that his
Government would defend the rights of
Western Australia, and it had done so in
the past, therefore we could remove a sec-
tion of the amendment relating to the fail-
ure of the State Government to protect the
State. However, when one refers to a re-
port which appeared in The West Austra-
lian of the 24th January under the heading
of, "Natives: Talk of Federal Control" one
finds the following-

The Federal Government may take
over the management of all Aboriginal
affairs from the States.

The Prime Minister, Mr. Whitlam,
said in Canberra yesterday that such a
move would be a great improvement-
hut he had not yet discussed it with the
Minister for Aboriginal Aff airs, Mr.
Bryant.

Mr. Whitlam said: "I don't want
there to be any suggestion that this
is a matter of State sovereignty. That
is garbage."

That is what the Prime Minister thinks of
State rights which is what we are discuss-
ig tonight. I accepted the Premier's com-

ments and statements as factual until I
realised that this was something that took

defend. On that occasion the Premier made
no comment about where we stood, but
Just let this arrogant statement by the
Prime Minister stand indicating what he
will do to Western Australia and to every
other State of Australia. The Premier made
no comment and that is what we are up
against and it is the reason for this motion.
It would do this House well at this time
to support the motion.

Mr. Fletcher: It is not a motion. It is an
amendment.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You would not know
the difference.

Mr. Fletcher: It is an amendment, not a
motion.

Mr. RUSHTON: That is fair enough.
That is the most accurate thing stated by
the other side tonight. What I have read
is a diabolical attack on the rights of West-
ern Australians and it is time-

Mr. T. D. Evans: It Is time!
Mr. RUSHTON: -the Premier lived up

to what he said earlier. I took what he said
at its face value, but any reasonable think-
Ing person reading these articles would
have grave doubts as to whether we could
accept what we have been told; that is,
that the Western Australian Tonkin Gov-
ement-the Labor Government-will, in
fact, defend our rights.

When we refer to the remarks of the
Deputy Prime Minister we realise that the
Premier, his Cabinet members, and his
supporters in the back bench will not have
any power whatever to resist the intrusion
by the Prime Minister and the Federal
Government because they will be told at
their conferences what to do. This policy
Mr. Barnard supports according to the
following article which appeared in The
West Australian of the 26th February this
year-

Mr. Barnard said that he and the
Prime Minister, Mr. Whitlam, would
have to abide by the decisions of the
Party as a whole, even if they did not
agree with some of them.

This is what we will be saddled with. They
do not have the right to make their own
decisions.

Mr. T. D. Evans: John Gorton had to
abide by certain decisions with which he
did not agree.

Mr. RlUSHTON: This is clear for any-
one to see. That interjection confirms that
tear. We will be told by the Federal Labor
Government-the Federal socialist Gov-
ernment, the Federal senseless Govern-
mnent-

Mr. T. D. Evans: Try again.
Mr. RUSHTON: -that this is what we

must do, We will be performing like mon-
keys before we know where we are.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are now.
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Mr. RUSHTON: We will be doing what
we are told. The Premier tonight told us
he would defend the rights of Western
Australia, but in January he did not do
this. I think it has been acknowledged to-
night that the amendment before us Is
one that all members, all true Western
Australians. and all People who believe in
the rights of Western Australia should sup-
port.

In conclusion I would say that I accepted
the credibility of the Premier's statement
until I read other statements and I am
indicating here that if we carry this
amendment tonight we will be supporting
the Premier's submission. It would indicate
that this House believes in what the Prem-
ier said which was that the rights of West-
ern Australia should be defended. If the
Government refuses to accept this amend-
ment this will indicate that the Premier's
statement will not be adhered to.

I think we can judge the Government on
how it votes on this amendment. If it re-
jects the amendment it will be saying that
it does not have any Power to resist the
Federal Government. It has made state-
mnents but the rejection of this amendment
would be a clear indication that those
statements were meaningless. We believe
that Western Australia is entitled to better
treatment than that.

MR. T. D. EVANS (Kalgoorlie-Minister
for Education) [11.45 P.m.]: Having lis-
tened to the last speaker I am reminded
that when some People hear an echo they
think they originated the sound.

The Premier tonight indicated that on
the 22nd February I attended a meeting
in Canberra and I feel I should put the
record correct.

Mr. O'Neil: The 25th, was it not?
Mr. T. D2. EVANS: The 22nd I believe.
Mr. O'Neil: You had better get the date

right first.
Mr. T. D2. EVANS: I should mention that

prior to the Budget session of the last
Parliament in 1971 at the invitation of
the then Commonwealth Government, the
Minister for Mines and I attended a meet-
ing in Canberra on offshore sovereignty.
Mr. Bowen Was the Minister for Foreign
Affairs in that Government. At that par-
ticular meeting which I attended along
with the Ministers from each of the other
States, including the Labor-governed State
of South Australia, the stand adopted by
the State of Western Australia on the ques-
tion of offshore sovereignty was very
clearly enunciated and that policy has not
been changed one iota since that time.
rnerefore, as the Leader of the Opposition
has either alleged or has been prepared to
concede, it was consistent that I should
again go to Canberra before the opening
of the Federal Parliament with a view to
indicating to Senator Murphy and to the

Federal Minister for Minerals and Energy
-and I saw them both-the view of this
State on this very vital question.

The amendment before us alleges that
the State has failed to protest to the Comn-
monwealth, If a protest is required, and
that it has failed to inform the public.
Whilst there is no need to answer these
allegations because they are unfounded, I
feel it is necessary to mention that the
Policy enunciated by the State of Western
Australia at that meeting in Canberra to
which I have referred was clearly one indi-
cating the State's willingness where neces-
sary and where deemed desirable by the
State to co-operate with the Common-
wealth in any joint exercise of co-operative
federalism. In maintaining that policy it
would seem to me that common courtesy
would require at least time for the Com-
monwealth to become aware of and to
study the -submissions made by the States.
Therefore on the 22nd February that policy
was again clearly enunciated to the pres-
ent Commonwealth Government as it was
enunciated to the former one.

Sir Charles Court: It did not get you
very far.

Mr. T. D. EVANS: Again to demonstrate
the consistent line adopted by this Govern-
ment I would indicate-and this is common
knowledge now-that late in 1971 the
Premier received a letter from Sir Henry
Bolte, and I recall the Premier showing
me the letter here. The then Premier of
Victoria desired this State to indicate
whether It would participate-and, if so,
on what basis-in the Proposed constitu-
tional convention. This State showed a
ready willingness to participate, and that
attitude has not been changed one iota.
We are prepared to go to the negotiating
table in an exercise of Joint co-operative
federalism between the Commonwealth
and the States. In other words, If we do
not adopt that attitude the whole exer-
cise is ineffectual.

Sir Charles Court: But your offer was
rejected.

Mr. T. D2. EVANS: So I indicate that
our Present determination to pursue this
course has not lessened to any extent or
in any element at all. Allow me to give
another illustration known to me.

Mr. O'Connor: Does the Attorney-
General intend to support this amend-
ment?

Mr. T. D2. EVANS: I will state the case
of an approach made by my colleague, the
Minister for Agriculture (Mr. H. 12. Evans)
who, likewise, went to Canberra to see the
appropriate Minister (Senator Wriedt) re-
garding the effect of the dollar revaluation
in Western Australia and seeking clarity as
to what the Commonwealth Proposed to
do in terms of compensation for selected
primary industries. The content of that
report was handed to the Senator and has
been made public in Western Australia.
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Mr. O'Connor: What result did we get? QUESTIONS (21): ON NOTICE
Mr. T. 1). EVANS. If we come back to

the exercise about which we have heard
so much from the members of the Oppo-
sition, as I have ixjdicated, the policy
adopted by this Government is that when
it is necessary to enter into a Joint Com-
monwealth-State participation on the basis
of co-operative federalism then we should
try to build bridges between the Australian
people and the various Australian Govern-
ments. I cannot see that an amendment
such as the one we have before us will
achieve that aim at all.

I would indicate that our devotion to
preserve State rights is unyielding. So. too.
is our hope of success in joining with the
Commonwealth on this basis when It may
be necessary for the benefit of the State.
Anyone who wants to protest on either of
those counts will find us earnest in both
issues. I view the present amendment as
nugatory and unnecessary and, therefore.
I oppose it.

Amendment Put and a division taken
with the following result-

Mr. flalkie
Sir Charles Court
Mr. Coyne
Dr. Dadour
Mr. Gayfer
Mr. Graydon
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. A. A. Lewis
Mr. E. H. Md. Lewvis
Mr. W. A. Meaning
Mr. MoPhaulin

Mr. Entenisa
Mr. Bertram
Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brady
Mr. Brown
Mr. Byce
Mr. Burks
Mr. Cook
Mr. Davies
Mr. H. D. Evans
Mr. T. D. Evans
Mr. Fletcher

Ayes
Sir David Brand
Mr. Hunciman

Aye8-22
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

1.

2.

Mensaros
Naider
O'Connor
O'Neil
Ridge
Rushbton
Stephens
Thompson
R. L. Young
W. a. Young
1. W. Manning

(Telle)

1088-23
Mr. Graham
Mr. Hartrey
Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Jones
Mr. May
Mr. Mcrver
Mr. Moiler
Mr. Taylor
Mr. A. ft. Tonkin
Mr. J. T. Tonkin
Mr. Harnnan

(Teller)
Pairs

Noes
Mr. Laphama
Mr. Sewell

Amendment thus negatived.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.

Nalder.
Howse adjourned at 11.58 P.M.

KVgi0Ifutt1 Gnunrit
Wednesday, the 21st March, 1973

The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C. Diver)
took the Chair at 4.30 P.M., and read
prayers.

FLOODING PREVENTION
Carnarvan

The Hon. G. W. BERRY, to the Leader
of the House:

Referring to the proposed levee
bank to tie into Brown's Range
to Protect Carnarvon from flood-
ing-
(a) has the route been finalised;
(b) if not, when Is it anticipated

it will be?
The Hon. J. DO0LAN replied:

(a) No.
(ba) August, 1973.

ROAD TRANSPORT
North-West: Costs

The Hon. CLIVE GRMITHS. to the
Leader of the House:
(1) Has the permit fee for carting

general freight by road from
Perth to the North West of this
State recently been increased?

(2) If so.-
(a) when was the necessity of an

increase first discussed by the
Transport Commission;

(b) when was the decision first
reached that the fees would
be increased;

(c) what date was the increase
Put into effect;

(d) were transport operators who
have been carting to the
North West advised of the
pending Increase;

(e) when were these operators
advised of the actual increase;

(D what was the method used to
notify operators of the in-
crease;

(g) what Is the increase in fees
per ton from Perth to the
following towns-
(1) Dampier;

(11) Port Hedland;
dlil) Goldsworthy:
Qiv) Shay Gap;
(v) Broome;
(vi) Derby; and
(vii) Wyndham?

The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:
(1) The reduction in fees introduced

on 1st January. 1972. was with-
drawn on 12th February, 1973, and
fees reverted to the Previous level.

(2) (a) The position has been under
review for several months.

(b) 30th January, 1973.
(c) 12th February 1973.


