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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.15
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

POLIOMYELITIS.
As to inquiries regarding South A/rican

Vaccine.
Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY asked the

Minister for Hrealth:
(1) Did he see an article in "The West

Australian" of the 29th July, 1954, headed
"Africa is Winning her Polio Fight!")

(2) DId he also note that the claim is
made that South Africa has the facilities
for producing the vaccine to combat Polio,
and fields of experimentation which other
countries have not got?

(3) In view of the great importance of
this discovery, would he state what action
has been taken by the Health Department
to try to obtain a supply of the vaccine.

(4) in view of the urgent need for up-
to-date information in regard to combating
poliomyelitis, does the Government con-
sider it advisable to send a medical officer
to South Africa in order to obtain the
latest information, and to observe the re-
sults obtained?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) The vaccine referred to is evidently

of the same type as the salk vaccine which
is undergoing extensive trials in the United
States at the present time. It is under-
stood that plans are being made by the
Federal Government to produce this vac-
cine on a large scale in Melbourne, if the
American trials are successful. The Health
Department has therefore not taken any
action in regard to the African vaccine.

(4) The Government appreciates the
urgent need for up-to-date information
and the hon. member's proposal will be
given consideration.

IRRIGATION.
As to Progress in Ben ger District.

Mr. MANNING asked the Minister for
Works:

(1) What construction work remains to
be done to complete the irrigation scheme
to the Benger district?

(2) When is it anticipated this scheme
will be completed?)

The MINISTER replied:
(1) The completion of irrigation works

in the Harvey extended area, which in-
cludes the Benger system. involves com-
pletion of enlargement of Benger main
drain, over a distance of three miles, and
the lining of 64 chains of irrigation
channels, together with pertinent struc-
tures and supplementary works.

(2) Completion of extension of Harvey
extended system depends upon the avail-
ability of loan funds.

JUSTICE,
As to Relaxing Penalties.

Hon. C. F. J. NORTH asked the Minister
for Justice:

When he contemplates the vast output
of legislation and regulations which have
deluged the people since the doctrine
"Ignorantia legis neminem excusat" was
first executed, will he give consideration
to relaxing penalties and the full rigour
of the law in cases where the plea of "I
did not know" is found to be genuine?

The MINISTER replied:,
The doctrine referred to is a necessary

one in the administration of the law but
it is primarily for the courts, rather than
for the Government, to relax penalties in
proper cases. Courts have the necessary
power: see Justices Act, Section 166, and
Criminal Code, Section 19.

WAGON TIMBER CONSTRUCTION CO.
As to Comment by Director of

Industrial Development.
H-on. D. BRAND asked the Minister for

industrial Development:
(1) Does any file belonging to his de-

partment contain any reference to the
formation of a company known as Wagon
Timber Construction Co.?

(2) Is there any record of comment
made by the Director of Industrial Devel-
opment in regard to the company's forma-
tion?.

The MINISTER replied:
(1) No. The only contact the Depart-

ment of Industrial Development had with
Wagon Timber Construction Co. concerned
the possible acquisition of a site for the
Company on Government land at Canning
Park, Maddtngton. Negotiations were
broken off by the company.

(2) No.
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STATE HOUSING COMMISSION.
As to Anpointment of Chairman.

Mr. WILD (without notice) asked the
Minister for Housing:

(1) Was an appointment made at
Executive Council today to fill the chair-
manship of the State Housing Com-
mission?

(2) If the answer is "Yes", who was
appointed?

(3) Is it to be a part-time appointment?
The MINISTER replied:
An announcement in respect of the

position of chairman of the State Hous-
ing Commission will be made shortly.

BILL-STATE HOUSING ACT
AMENDMENT.

Read a third time and transmitted
to the Council.

BILIL-RENTS AND TENANCIES EMER-
GENCY PROVISIONS ACT

AMENDMENT.
Coundtlls Amendments.

Schedule of 29 amendments made by
the Council now considered.

In Committee.
Mr. Moir in the Chair; the Minister for

Housing in charge of the Bill.
No. 1. Clause 4, page 2-After the

word "amended" in line 6 insert the fol-
lowing:-

"(a) by inserting after paragraph (d)
of Subsection (1) the following para-
graph:-

(da) premises which, whether for
the first time or otherwise, are after
the first day of August, one thousand
nine hundred and fifty-four leased for
a fixed term of not less than three
years; and

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Not-
withstanding the attitude of the Govern-
ment to the Bill when it was previously
before this Chamber in conceding many
points and making many concessions to
the Opposition, these amendments, if
agreed to, will make the measure scarcely
recognisable from the one that was first
introduced here. From the long list of
amendments made by another place it will
be seen that the conciliatory attitude of
the Government has found no response
whatsoever from the majority of the mem-
bers of the Legislative Council. On behalf
of the Government I say that this is a
most disappointing state of affairs and to
some extent it is a breach of faith.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: What rot!
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: It was

intimated to the Government that if it
was prepared to indulge in a fair measure

of compromise on the Bill there would
be a response from those of a different
political complexion. However, the lack
of that response will become increasingly
obvious as we deal with the amendments
that are before us. In certain cases amend-
ments that were moved by the Opposition
were substantially agreed to in their
original form without removing any of the
principles contained in them.

I understand, on good authority, that
Mr. Watson and another member in
another place were two of the Liberal
Party members who considered the Bill
and therefore the amendments that were
made in this Chamber have apparently
been thrust aside and contemptuously re-
jected by those in another place. There-
fore, they have not played true to their
colleagues. I can, perhaps, address my-
self to the amendments and to what has
taken place more appropriately on the
Bill to deal with the proposed change in
the franchise of the Legislative Council.
Suffice it to say at the moment that I am
disgusted with what has been done. Whilst
superficially the whole of the amendments
may seem to have conceded a minor point
here and there, in actual fact the supposed
concessions are not worth the paper they
are written on. That surely is a travesty
of the democratic system under which we
operate.

However, the Government is now forced
to deal with the position confronting it.
My colleagues on this side of the House
will find it necessary to be most fore-
bearing and tolerant because I am afraid
I will be forced to agree to amendments
that are not acceptable to the Govern-
ment and its supporters. Unfortunately,
however, the alternative is just a shade
worse than the acceptance of them. I want
to make it perfectly clear that although
I will be accepting a number of these
amendments, generally speaking, I will be
doing so with the greatest reluctance.

I hope that, for the second time, hav-
ing granted concessions because of the
minority point of view, the counterparts
of the members of the Opposition who are
in another place will be more appreciative
of this action. Surely the Government has
the right to govern without being molested
on every detail of every Bill especially when
the general purpose and the principles of
them were accepted by the people when
they returned the Government to office.
We are not given the opportunity to
govern, but the Government is answerable
to the people at the end of three years.

The amendment now before us proposes
to remove entirely from the scope of the
Act the premises which are subject to a
lease of three years or longer. From the
experience gained of legislation that has
been in force, there would appear to be
quite a number of landlords who have
taken advantage of the fact that they
could enter into contracts for periods
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greater than 12 months and thereby defeat
the purpose of the law by charging any
rental that they thougbt fit.

A Period of three years is probably an
improvement on that situation, but these
"get-rich-quick" people will not be slow
to take advantage of this longer period
because of the impossibility of obtaining
alternative accommodation, especially with
regard to business premises. All the land-
lord has to do is to submit a proposition
to the tenant and to say, "You are given
28 days' notice unless you sign this lease
for three years or longer." The hapless
tenant who has probably taken many years
to establish his business and is laced with
the Prospect of all his work going over-
board, has no alternative but to pass up
this blood money to the landlord. I say
"blood money" because business premises
will be completely removed from the Act
and therefore the sky is the limit.

It is going to be exceedingly difficult for
members to follow what is being done and
the discussions that will ensue on these
amendments unless they have taken the
precaution to provide themselves with a
copy of the Bill that was amended in Com-
mittee and not the copy that is in their
folders. I move-

That the amendment be agreed to.
Mr. WILD: The Minister has repeatedly

got on his feet and talked about somebody
else playing cricket, and about all he has
done and what the Government is going
to give. These amendments from the
Upper House are virtually exactly the
same in principle, with one exception, as
those the Opposition here would have had
incorporated in the Bill had it had the
numbers.

So it is no good the Minister saying that
this Bill went to the Upper House in a
spirit of compromise. It was not a com-
promise, but contained exactly what he
wanted. How many amendments, except
the small one moved by the member for
Nedlands. were accepted by the Govern-
ment? The only alteration I can see is
this one. We did not accept it here, but
another place, in its wisdom, has done
so. The Minister did say he would agree
to having a one-man court, but we did
not agree on this side.

The amendment moved by Mr. Simpson
In another place to make the period three
years, is the only difference between the
Bill as It has been returned to us and
what it would have been had we on this
side had our Way. The Minister has been
kicking this political football about these
poor evicted tenants a little too long, and
it is time he got his head out of the clouds
in the interests of the people he reckons
he represents.

We have heard about the hundreds of
people who are being thrown out. We
know that some have been evicted, and we
have read in the Paper of two or three
distressing cases. But three years ago.

when the McLarty-Watta Government was
trying to do something for evictees, we
had three times as many people coming
to Western Australia by way of migra-
tion, and the figures show that there were
more evictions in the two months follow-
ing the amendment of the legislation at
that time than there have been in the
four months since this measure was
amended in April last.

So it is no good talking to me about the
terrific number of people who are suf-
fering today in comparison with those for
whom we had to provide three years ago.
The Minister has not undertaken what he
could have done in the interests of these
people. We have heard about these "Wild"
houses and how bad they were. I noticed
that in the "Daily News" recently a lady
had a picture of herself which showed
her exultation at being able to shift into
one of those buildings that have been
criticised. She said that it was the hap-
piest day of her life because she was go-
ing into one of the flats put up by the Mc-
Larty-Watts Government.

I have looked through this list supplied
by the Minister; and I can assure members
that if the committee, which was in exist-
ence 11 to 18 months ago, had been re-
tained, a considerable number of people
whose names appear on the list would
not have been housed, but would have been
made to do something for themselves. This
list was supplied to me in answer to my
second question to the Minister, and he
would not give the names and addresses of
the people concerned. I cannot cavil about
that.' But here is the case of a family at
Fremantle, consisting of a man and his
wife and a son aged 23. It Is reasonable to
assume that, unless the man happens to
be an old-age pensioner, there will be
something in tbe nature of £25 to £30
per week coming into that house. Is that
family, which has probably lved under
decent circumstances and bad Its rent sub-
sidised for years by the other tenants, to
be given preference over an Individual who.
perhaps, has been living on a back veran-
dah or In a substandard house for seven
or eight years? I say, "No."

There is another case at Midland Junc-
tion. It is submitted that in this instance
£48 i2s. per week is coming into the
house. Should that man not do something
for himself? I could go on in this way.
The first list the Minister gave me con-
tains 25 names and, on the Information he
submitted, I could pick out seven people
who should have done something for them-
selves. I am sick and tired of the Minis-
ter getting up and saying there is no co-
operation. We on this side of the House
are just as alive as he is to the sufferings
of these people. If there is a man in the
lower Income-group who has little child-
ren, let him be housed by all means: but let
the Minister not get up and talk about the
people he is going to house and the
thousands of homes he is building. The
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Mmluster is not housing half the evictees
he alleges he Is Providing for. I want to
stress the emphatic protest of those on
thin side of the House against the bleat-
ing of the Minister about Whe terrible time
being experienced in regard to housing.
due to evictions. It Is time we got back
to normality. I support the amendment.

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN: The member for
Dale should have made some investiga-
tions and found out the facts about the
cases he mentioned. If he had made in-
quiries, he would have discovered that
the one relating to the man and his wife
and 23-year-old son was most distressing.
and that it was the doctors who secured
the man a house. But for that, he might
have been out on the street or under a pine
tree somewhere. I cannot swear to the
one mentioned being the case I have in
mind, but it sounds very much like it. I
venture to say there was not £25 per week
coming into that house; and if the hon.
member had made inquiries, I think he
would have said that this was a most
distressing case which merited assistance.

Mr. WILD: It is all very well for the
hon. member to talk like that. I am not
going to people's houses to find out these
things.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: Then why quote
the eases?

Mr. WILD: This is information that
was given to me by the Minister. What
else can I go by?

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: noes it mention
the income?

Mr. WILD: Yes; it says that the weekly
income is £8. Is that not ridiculous?

Mr. Johnson: It is below Whe basic wage.
Mr. WILD: Yes; that is why the in-

formation is wrong or misleading.
Mr. Johnson: Have You ever heard of

pensioners?
Mr. WILD: In half the cases quoted, the

income IS said to be less than the basic
wage, which proves that each case is not
being investigated on its merits, as was
done by the commnittee set up by the pre-
vious Government. That is where I
quarrel with the Minister; the committee
should have been retained. I say that we
should help those who need help, but that
a large number of those who have been
assisted were not deserving of help and
should have Paid the higher rents that
People have to pay for houses today.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Every
time the member for Dale has got on his
feet in connection with housing matters
he has revealed a woeful ignorance, and
one would be excused for believing that
he had never held the office of Minister
for Housing. He glibly Passes over things
he should know if he were in any way
at all in touch with the department,

Mr. Wild: Why do You not give me the
proper facts when I ask questio0ns?

The MINISTER FOE HOUSING: All
the Information asked for was given. As
a matter of fact, too much was given; be-
cause, when a client lodges an application
with the State Housing Commission,
surely to goodness his name and the
names of his family and the income should
not be made public! I made a mistake on
the first occasion, but I omitted the
names on the second. But every item of
information which was sought was given.
The hon. member says it is terrible that
the Housing Commission should find ac-
commodation for a family with an in-
come of £:46 12s. I would point out that
the responsible person in that household
is the husband and father.

If there are teenage members of the
family who are earning between £12 and
£15 per week, that, of course, has to be
included in the family income; but it
is not the income of that household. The
children pay £3 to £4 a week for board,
of which the probable profit to the family
is 10s. or 15s. A totally false impression
is given by grouping all the income. The
hon. member knows that, but he Is not
honest enough to admit it. What would
happen if a father whose son was getting
£12 a week insisted on the lot going into
the family pool? The son would pack
up and go somewhere else.

Mr. Wild: Are not necessitous fami-
lies entitled' to help?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Child-
ren are entitled to pay a reasonable
amount weekly for board. I would like
to know how many children would give
90 per cent. of their pay to their parents!
Furthermore, it would nort matter how
much the family income was, if -accom-
modation was not available, if landlords
would not agree to children occupying
their homes. In the family to which the
hon. member referred, there are two
children who are three years of age; an-
other. six Years: another, eight years;
another, 12 years; and another, 14 years.
How many landlords would take in such
a great number of children as that?

Mr. Wild: Mention the rest of
family, whose ages are 15, 17, 19,
24, and who are wage-earners!

the
and

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I have
already indicated the position with re-
gard to them. They are human beings
working in their own right, and their
pay envelopes belong to them. If it were
insisted that they give the whole of
their wages to their parents, they would
walk out.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: Who is suggest-
ing that they should?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: The
member for Dale is seeking to take this
Government or the Housing Commission
to task because of the gross income, and
he reveals lamentable ignorance of the
procedure and is unable to analyse the
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position alter figures are given to him.
He refers to an invalid woman pensioner
whose son lives with her, and he queries
the case.

The income of that woman is £9 10s.
per week, and her son is giving her more
than sufficient for board, and has also
been paying the rent. That was the
position before they were evicted; and
because of the circumstances of the case,
accommodation had to be provided. The
member for Dale is at liberty to go to
the Housing Commission and look at any
of these cases; but he seeks to grasp
half-truths, and endeavours to make poli-
tical capital out of them. As a man who
was Minister for Housing, he should be
ashamed of himself. He supported a
measure for six years to continue pro-
tection against eviction: but now he turns
round and pretends there is no need for
such protection. That reeks of insin-
cerity and hypocrisy.

Mr. Wild: Do not forget that the posi-
tion was eased over the six years.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: There
has been more easing of the position by
this Government than by the previous
Governmnent. We shall go through the
amendments presently and show what
sheer tommyrot the hon. member was
talking just now.

Mr. Wild: Don't talk balderdash!
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: it

will be seen that the amendments he
submitted have been defeated not by
this Government but by the hon. member's
colleagues in the Legislative Council.

Mr. Wild: It is a House of review.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: What
sort of tripe does he talk? He pretends
that I even criticised the Belmont fiats.
He cannot find a record anywhere of any
criticism of mine.

Mr. wild: I did not say that. I said
they had been criticised in this Chamber.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING:
Criticised by whom?

Mr. Wild: By the member for Canning.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: He has

criticised these terrible Wild chicken-
houses.

Hon. Dame Florence Cardell-Oliver:
Dog-boxes I

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: The
member for Subiaco has the apt descrip-
tion of them. I listened to the debate on
this and other amendments In the Legis-
lative Council, and there were Country
Party members there who thought that
eviction was the name of a racehorse.
They did not have the foggiest notion of
what the Bill was about. I witnessed Hon.
H. K. Watson, having to grab a man by
the shoulder and drag him across to the
other side of the Chamber. Members there
had not the foggiest conception of the

import of the Bill, but blindly followed
the leader who so badly advised them. So
we have this terrible hotchpotch, which
is niot worth two bob of anybody's money.
The member for Dale has tried to be
clever and say all sorts of snide things
that bear no relation to the facts, but he
realises, deep in his heart, that there is
an intense problem in connection with
evictions, and that evictions are being
made by the court today at a greater
rate than at any other time in the history
of the State.

Mr. Wild: That information is not cor-
rect.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: My
information is correct.

Mr. Wild: It is not correct. I suggest
you have a look at the position in 1951.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: When
did the court in Perth ever previously
evict the number that it evicted the week
before last?

Mr. Wild: You are correct there, but if
you average the figures over two or three
months, you will find there was not half
the number that there was in September,
1951.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: It is
no good anticipating what is going to
happen in two or three months, when we
have the problem with us today.

Mr. Wild: Did the Minister read yester-
day that in Fremantle there were five or
six evictions, and the week before there
were 14 or 15, which is an average of only
about eight.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: That
is at Fremantle. I suggest that the mem-
ber for Dale have some regard for the
Perth figures. There were 16.

Mr. Wild: In September, 1951, there
were 16, 17 and 18 for two or three months.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING:. Does
the hon. member know how many there
were the week before?

Mr. Wild: There were over 20.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: And

did the hon. member notice that, with re-
gard to the day when the court had a
record number in the history of Western
Australia, "The West Australian" made no
mention of there having been any evic-
lions? That Is applying the soft pedal
to the housing position at the moment.
That is part and parcel of the armoury
of the Opposition in connection with this
matter. For six years the Opposition
sought to provide protection, hut since
the present Government has come into
office, there has been a deliberate attempt
to embarrass the Administration, irrespec-
tive of the hardship and suffering being
endured by the people.

The Housing Commission is working
wonders at the moment because of the
increased number of houses, but it is doing
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that at the sacrifice of people who have
been living for five years and longer under
the most deplorable circumstances and
who, because of this action, are compelled
to remain in those conditions, notwith-
standing increases of family and strained
relationships. All of this has not neces-
sarily any direct relationship to the first
amendment, which I have already inti-
mated I am prepared to accept; but a
certain amount of latitude is permitted In
regard to the first amendment in surveying
the general circumstances, following which
we shall deal in detail with the 29 amend-
ments suggested by the Legislative Coun-
cil. Here, let me cut a little ground from
under the feet of the member for Dale
by informing him that I Will be accepting
more than 20 of them.

Mr. Wild: I am pleased to hear it.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: That

being the case. I am going to keep a very
strict tally of how many of the amend-
ments that are not acceptable to the Gov-
ernment will be accepted by Opposition
members in this Chamber and in the Leg-
islative Council.

Mr. PERKINS: I do not know that I
can ever recollect a similar exhibition to
what we have just had; and watching the
Premier's face, I do niot know that he is
particularly proud of his Minister for
Housing.

The Premier: You let the Premier speak
for himself.

Mr. PERKINS: I shall be interested If
he will.

The Premier: I will, if you are not care-
ful! You spread your poison in the bush,
not here!

Mr. PERKINS: I am prepared to say
whatever I have to say in this Chamber,
and if there is anything wrong with it,
I shall be very happy if the Premier will
put me right.

The Premier: Yes; well, You keep to the
truth.

Mr. PERKINS: The Premier cannot
have his Ministers throwing innuendoes
about this Chamber without some members
on this side-

The Premier: You look after yourself.
*Mr. PERKINS: -taking exception to

them. The Minister for Housing brands
all members who do not think the same
as he does as having bad motives. That
is what he has been doing.

Mr. Johnson: What about the people
who do not know what they are talking
about?

Mr. PERKINS: I suggest this particular
hon. member speak for himself, because
he probably knows more about that class
of member of Parliament than anyone
else.

Mr. Johnson: Mr. Chairman-
Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: Sit down!

Mr. Johnson: The Chairman is in charge
of the Chamber, not the silly old men
opposite.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr. Johnson: I take my orders from the

Chair, not the silly old things.
Mr. PERKINS: I do not want to make

the atmosphere any worse than it is at
the moment by making unduly Provocative
statements. The point is that many memn-
bers-I would say all on this side of the
House-are just as concerned about the
housing situation and the difficulties that
people are facing as are members on the
Government side.

The Minister for Works: We have not
seen much proof of it yet.

Mr. PERKINS: We are just as much
concerned.

The Premier: Theoretically you are.
Mr. PERKINS: We are suggesting other

remedies. Is it unreasonable that mem-
bers on the Government side of the House
might try to understand the point of view
of those who do not think exactly as they
do? The Minister for Housing comes out
and says that if anyone does not think
exactly the same as he does, that member
has nothing but bad motives.

The Minister for Housing: He did not say
that at all.

The Premier: Drivel!
Mr. PERKINS: That is how I under-

stood his remarks.
Hon. L. Thorn: What does "hypocrisy"

mean?
Mr. PERKINS: He used the word "in-

sincerity."
The Premier: He applied that to the

member for Dale only.
Hon. A. F. Watts: It did not sound like

it.
The Premier: Yes, it did.
Mr. PERKINS: Whether he applied it

to the member for Dale, or other members,
I am going to say something in defence
of the member for Dale. When all is said
and done, the member for Dale was the
Minister for Housing in a Ministry which
all of us on this side of the House sup-
ported. If certain action was taken, or
legislation introduced, I think all members
must take some share of the responsibility
for it. The point is this, that if the Pre-
mier wants to get this legislation through,
he might well get some Minister other
than the present Minister for Housing to
handle it. because certainly it could have
been much easier if the Minister for Hous-
ing had adopted a different attitude in
trying to understand what the Opposition
is attempting to do.

The point has been raised about families
that have a very high family income.
The quest-ion is whether something shold
be done for some of the families that are
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less able tv do something for themselves,
or whether It should be done for some of
those families that have a very high family
income. I Join issue with the Minister for
Housing when he Rays that the teenagers
have no responsibility for the housing of
their Parents. What are we coming to if
we take that attitude? I am fairly certain
that the Premier does not share that par-
ticular point of view.

The Premier: You express your own
views!

Mr. PERKINS: I will be interested to
hear the Premier say that teenagers and
those up to 21 and 22 years of age have
no responsibility for easing the difficulties
of their parents.

The Premier: The Minister did not say
that, either.

Mr. PERKINS: That is what I under-
stood him to say.

The Premier: Of course you did, because
you are thinking with your stomach.

Mr. PERKINS: That is not a very nice
interjection for the Premier to make.

The Premier: Why do not you stick to
the truth?

Mr. PERKINS: It is not worthy of him.
The Premier: It is not worthy of you

to get up and tell lies.
Mr. PERKINS: The Premier is not

making things very much better. I have
a great deal of respect for the Premier.
although I have disagreed with him on
many occasions, but I think we can dis-
agree without calling each other names.

The Premier: We can, if you stick to
the truth.

Mr. PERKINS: The point I got up to
make is that as far as discussing these
amendments in concerned. I hope the
Minister for Housing will look at them on
their merits and at least try to discuss
them in a reasonable manner rather than
throw epithets about the Chamber.

The Premier: That is what you have been
doing.

Mr. PERKINS: I strongly object to his
branding everyone who does not think as
he does as being insincere.

The Premier: He did niot do that.

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like to bring
a slight note of quietness into this debate.
There was a well-known reactionary gentle-
man in the United States called Bernard
Baruch, who was very elderly, and he made
one very famous statement which has been
repeated many times. It is this-.'Every
man is entitled to his opinion, but no man
is entitled to be wrong in his facts." That
applies to the member for Roe, the member
for Dale and all other members. It applies
to the member for Leederville, too. I was
impressed by the fact that the member for
Dale, in quoting the figures he received in

reply to a& question that he asked, over-
looked the point that every member of the
Chamber also got a copy of the answer.

He said that a man and wife in Pre-
mantle, with one son aged 23, were given
a house and undoubtedly must have hadi
an income of £25 to £30 a week. The
answer supplied to him shows an amount
of £9 los. He overlooked that, very con-
veniently, because it is to be presumed that
the hon. gentleman can read. Further down
the same schedule, dealing with a family
which has a family income of E46 12s., he
overlooked the point that the family in-
cluded 11 children, making a total of 13
persons in the one household.

Mr. Wild: There are six breadwinners
there, are there not?

Mr. JOHNSON: The total of £46 12s.
gives an average income of roughly £3 los.
a week. He overlooked that point. On that
occasion, he quoted the income because it
was high and left out the family, and on
the other he only spoke about the family
and not the income. If that is not in-
sincerity, no one knows anything about the
meaning of words, because he misapplied
his facts.

There are other points I wish to make
in passing. People are entitled to dis-
agree and to have other opinions, but
they should not say that they are accused
of being insincere because they disagree
when they have made no effort to get the
facts. For the last three weeks I have spent
the greater part of two Tuesday mornings
in the court which deals with evictions.
There was only one other member of Par-
liament present on either of those two
occasions, and he was a Labour member
from the other Chamber; neither the mem-
ber for Dale nor the member for Roe were
there. Yet they talk about evictions, with-
out any knowledge!

They were not there when the magis-
trate had to give an order because of the
way the Act stands. In the case I wish to
mention the man wanted possession on
a certain day because his daughter was
arriving from overseas. She, at the time
of the court hearing, was not even In this
country; she had not even commenced
naturalisation proceedings--but an order
had to be given. One particular person
wanted to evict People because he thought
he should have a higher rent. The magis-
trate had to grant an order because of the
way the Act stands. The members to whom
I have referred were not in the court on any
of those occasions and they were not there
when a couple of People said that under
no circumstances would they have Mr. So-
and-So as a tenant because they quarrelled
with him. The landlords did not say he
was a bad tenant; they Just wanted to
heave him out because they were vicious.

It is regrettable that these members
should talk through their pockets and form
opinions without any knowledge. The last
time I spoke on this subject I issued an
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open invitation to members on the other
side to Investigate the housing problem in
my area; but not one of them accepted. No
person who has not investigated the prob-
lem is entitled to criticise the Minister for
his statements which are based on the best.
information available. The last Person
to criticise that information should be the
member for Dale who, unfortunately, was at
one stage the Minister for Housing. During
the period he was a Minister he could have
sacked these officers if he thought them
inefficient because they are the same officers
who are supplying the information given
by the present Minister for Housing. The
member for Dale has shown himself in a
very poor light because he is criticising the
officers who served beneath him when he
was Minister for Housing.

Mr. Wfld: The hon, member was criticis-
Ing no one; he was criticising the policy
now being adopted.

Mr. JOHNSON: The hon. member
criticised information and said it was not
right.

Mr. Wild: Was it not given by the Minis-
ter?

Mr. JOHNSON: it was prepared by the
same officers as served under the member
for Dale when he was Minister.

Mvr. Wild: The Minister is responsible.
Mr. JOHNSON: The officers are still the

-same as those who served under the hon.
member and it ill. becomes him to criticise
the information supplied unless he can
produce evidence to show that the in-
formation is not correct, in which ease
action should be taken against the officers
concerned. I support the stand of the
Minister.

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

No. 2. Clause 6, Page 3-Delete the
words "three members, being" in line 12.

The MINISTER. FOR HOUSING: This
amendment deals with the establishment of
a fair rents court and it will be recalled
that I made an offer to the Opposition in
this Chamber that if they Were SO con-
cerned about there being two assessors to
represent the opposing parties who would
sit with the magistrate, I would be agree-
able to tihe reference to the two assessors
being struck out. My offer was not accepted
but the Legislative Council. In its wisdom,
has decided that a fair rents court could
be established without these assessors and
what we are now dealing with is something
that could have been agreed to some weeks
ago.

So long as there Is a special court for the
purpose of streamlining hearings and avoid-
ing the possibility of any delays, whether
the application is made by the lessor or the
lessee, that is all we require. Apparently
members of the Legislative Council saw
the advantage of that and have agreed with
the principle. I have no qualms whatever
in accepting the amendment and I move-

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question Put and passed; the, Council's
amendment agreed to.

No. 3. Clause 5, page 3-Delete the letter
"a" in brackets thus "(a)" in line 13.

No, 4. Clause 6, page 3-Delete the
words "as Chairman" in line 13.

No. 5. Clause 6, page 3-Delete para-
graph (b) as contained in lines 14 to 17.

No. 6. Clause 8, page 3-Delete para-
graph (c) as contained in lines 18 and 19.

No. '7. Clause 6, page 3-Delete Sub-
section (2) as contained in lines 22 to 25.

No. 8. Clause 6. page 3-Delete sub-
section (3) as contained in lines 26 and 27.

No. 9. Clause 6, page 3-Delete sub-
section (4) as contained in lines 28 to 31.

No. 10. Clause 6, page 3-Delete Sub-
section (5) as contained in lines 32 to 35.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Mr.
Chairman, may I deal with amendments
Nos. 3 to 10 as a group?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: It will

be seen that the Council's amendment
which we have Just accepted, and amend-
ments Nos. 3 to 10, all deal with the clause
which relates to the establishment of a fair
rents court. As amendment No. 2 has
been agreed to, I move-

That amendments Nos. 3 to 10 be
agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendments agreed to.

No. 11. Clause 6. page 4-After the word
"recommends" in line 20, add the follow-
ing subsection to stand as Subsection 10:-

(101 In the first month of each
quarter of every year during the con-
tinuance of this Act, the Metropolitan
Flair Rents Court shall report, in writ-
ing, to the Minister upon-

(a) the number of applications or
appeals received and deter-
mined by the Court during the
previous quarter;, and

(b) in respect to each such appli-
cation or appeal, the nature
and locality of the premises,
the amount of the rent ap-
pealed from, the amount of
the fair rent as determined by
the Court, and the net annual
return of such fair rent ex-
pressed as a percentage on the
capital value of the premises;
and

(c) such other information as the
Court may consider necessary
or desirable.

Such reports shall be laid before both
Houses of Parliament if Parliament is
sitting, and if not, then immediately
upon the reassembling of Parliament;
but the Minister may, if he thinks fit,
publIsh such reports forthwith upon hts
receiving them.
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The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I am
unable to satisfy myself as to the reason
or the purpose of this amendment. I trust
I am wrong in my surmise but I interpret
it as being something in the nature of an
insult to Ministers in the Government. I
was not present during the debate in an-
other place, but I have been informed that
there was extreme reluctance on the Part
of many members of the Legislative Coun-
cil to accept information which had been
obtained from official sources by the Chief
Secretary. When facts, particularly statis-
tics, are sought by members, irrespective
of the Political Party in power, those figures
are accepted in all good faith as being true
and correct because they are prepared by
officers from official sources.

If it is to become a principle that instead
of members asking f or information, either
by direct approach to the Minister or by
question in either House, the whole of our
legislation is to be cluttered up with a lot
of requirements concerning returns for
this, that and the other, what a position
we will be in. I do not think this is neces-
sary and if at any time a member requires
information in this regard, or any further
information, he is quite within his rights in
asking for it. As the amendment is not
essential I do not propose to accept it and
I move-

That the amendment be not agreed
to.

Mr. WILD: I cannot understand the
Minister because while I was not present
during the course of the debate in another
place, I understand that the Chief Secre-
tan' accepted this amendment. While I
am not criticising rent inspectors as indi-
viduals, we have seen reported in the Press.
and I have heard it said in another place,
that some of the inspectors have been look-
ing at rents of flats whereas they should
have been approaching people with shared
accommodation. In April last, Mr. Watson
cited a case and obtained information from
the Minister to the effect that no prosecu-
tions had been effected by these officers.

There have been some complaints that
the job for which they are specifically ap-
pointed has not been carried out In the
spirit and terms of the legislation. There-
fore the minds of members must be dis-
turbed and this Is only a way of providing
information-the very information we
want. It will tell us what these rent in-
spectors have found out. We were refused
a select committee and this is the type of
evidence that would have been forthcoming
had it been accepted. This means that
every three months a report will be tabled
and we will be able to find out exactly what
is going on. It will tell us if the scale
of rents is increasing, if landlords are try-
ing to charge more rent or if the position
is becoming easier. As the Chief Secretary
accepted it in another place, I must oppose
the Minister.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: In-
stead of the member for Dale casting a few
brickbats even' time he rises, I wish he
would have a look at the proposition. This
has nothing whatever to do with rent in-
spectors; it is to be a report on the activi-
ties of the fair rents court.

Mr. Wild: It embraces the whole thing,
does it not?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: No,
of the fair rents court.

Mr. Wild: It would be information.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Yes,

and nobody wants to deny information to
any member. I am quite agreeable that
this information and any other informa-
tion should be available to members, but
there Is an orderly and proper way to do
that. There need be no statutory provi-
sion, As I said before, an approach to the
Minister or a question in the House will
elicit this or any other information. As
long as members have the facility to ac-
quire such Information, that is all that
is necessary.

I do not want it to be thought for one
moment that the Government is afraid of
information getting out; on the contrary,
I think that if members of the Opposition
had more knowledge of the circumstances.
they would show a greater responsibility
in this matter. which is one on which the
Opposition can theorise but for which the
Government has to accept responsibility.
If what is proposed were the only means
by which information could be made
available, then I would have no objection;
but the information can be easily obtained
and as frequently as any member desires.
In my view, therefore, there is no need
for this provision. I do not like it be-
cause, in my opinion, it presupposes that
if a question is asked and the Minister
gives the information on the data collected
by his departmental officers, it cannot be
relied on. This is an inference which no
responsible member or Minister will toler-
ate.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: I think the
Minister is somewhat astray on this mat-
ter, because there is no reference to the
Minister at all in the amendment, This
simply provides that certain statistical in-
formation shall be collated by the court
and supplied to the Minister. In the nor-
mal way the Minister would lay the in-
formation on the Table of the House. There
are many other types of reports furnished
by Ministers under the provisions of differ-
ent Acts, and in every case it is customary
for the report to be laid on the Table
of the House., This provision is only to
ensure that certain important statistical
information shall be properly compiled
every three months. The other day the
Minister for Justice did not hesitate to
insert a similar provision in the Reprint-
ing of Regulations Bill because he thought
it important enough. This provided that
certain ministerial administrative action
shall be taken.
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There is no suggestion that the Minister
will not answer questions correctly. This
Provision is merely to ensure that the Min-
ister gets the correct information. When
I was Attorney General, questions on traf-
fic regulations and prosecutions were asked,
and in some cases I was Inf ormed by the
responsible departmental officer that it
would entail many hours of research and
the department could ill afford the time.
When I answered the question that way,
it was not accepted by the Opposition very
happily. The same circumstances could
apply here. The Minister might get up
and inform the House that the informa-
tion would entail long research and would
be too expensive to obtain. So the amend-
ment is suggested for inclusion in the Bill
to provide that this Information shall be
readily available.

Of course, I agree with the Minister that
he would not hestitate to supply this infor-
mation to any member or person requiring
it. I do not think there is any suggestion
that the Minister will not supply the in-
formation or figures, or that they will be
incorrect when given. No Minister inten-
tionally gives incorrect information, but
there are times--I have been placed in
such a position-where the information is
not available. I admit the matter is of an
administrative nature and perhaps could
be accomplished by ministerial direction.
Just as the Minister said that he wanted
to do this by ministerial direction, so this
provision should be inserted in the Bill.

Mr. McCULLOCH: I oppose the amend-
ment. The Hill made provision for a fair
rents court or something similar for coun-
try districts, but I notice that the amend-
ment makes no such provision. Since the
court has been whittled down from three
persons to one, I see no reason why it
should apply only to the metropolitan area.
I have a great objection to such a course.
I quote a letter which I received from the
Kalgoorlie Municipal Council written since
the Bill was before the House. That coun-
cil is certainly not made up of a body of
Labour supporters. It Is as follows:-

Rents and Tenancies Bill.
At a meeting of my council held last

evening, it was reported that the pro-
posed legislation to deal with the
abovenientioned subject made provi-
sion for a fair rents court in Perth, and
that no provision whatsoever was made
for country areas.

In the Bill certain Pro-visions were made,
but if we accept the amendment before
us, there will be a fair rents court in the
metropolitan area only.

Ron. A. IF. WATTS: I do not quite know
what the amendment we are discussing
has to do with the fair rents court in coun-
try districts, as mentioned by the last
speaker, so I shall deal with the matter
whilch the amnendment does affect. I am
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unable to understand the opposition of
the Minister to the inclusion of this pro-
vision in the Bill. I think I am right in
saying it was inserted in another place
after the Bill had been returned to that
Chamber consequent upon some error made
in dealing with the third reading, and
therefore there was a fair amount of pub-
licity. The Minister has not denied the
assertion of the member for Dale, which
was also in my mind, that this amendment
met with no opposition, but rather some
measure of agreement from the Chief
Secretary in another place. So it is all
the more difficult to appreciate the Minis-
ter's desire that the proposed new section
should be rejected.

When the Committee stage of this nmeas-
ure was originally before this Chamber, I
voted for the fair rents court because, to
some degree, I believed that the Minister
was going to make it a magistrate only,
and that was a point of view acceptable to
me. Now we have the magistrate only
provided for in the measure and the Minis-
ter objects to that magistrate being pro-
vided with Information as to what is tak-
ing place in his court. In all the circum-
stances of the housing and eviction prob-
lem, I can conceive of no wiser proposal.

I venture to say that much of the con-
troversy which has taken place over this
measure and similar measures has arisen
because there has not been sufficient in-
formation available, not as to what the
Hill will do if it becomes law, not as to
the general situation perhaps, but as to
the actual circumstances of the individual
cases and the numbers of them. This
amendment proposes that the court shall
report to the Minister on the number of
applications or appeals received and deter-
wined by the court during the previous
quarter, in respect of each applicant or
appeal, the nature and locality of the
premises, the amount of rent appealed
from , the amount of the fair rent deter-
mined by the court, the net annual return
of such fair rent expressed as a percentage
of the capital value of the premises, and
such other information as the court may
consider necessary.

The amendment requires the Minister to
lay those reports on the Table of the House
as soon as it is assembled-the very thing
that I certainly have been anxious to know
more about in an endeavour to arrive at a
fair assessment of the rights and wrongs
of this matter. I deny completely the im-
plication which the Minister made use of
that this amendment was being put in
because somebody did not trust his figures
or those given by the department. I do
not believe that was intended for one
moment. Were I in his place, I would
not think such a thing. I am firmly of the
opinion that this type of information ought

913
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to be made available, let us say, straight
from the horse's mouth, to wit, the fair
rents court.

Another aspect occurs to me which
makes we want to support the pro-
posal, that is, that the fair rents court,
separately constituted and operating as it
will under its own Act of Parliament, is
something entirely new. The question is
bound to arise as to whether this step
is taken as a result of circumstances, or
whether it arises as a result of the Gov-
ernment party's determination to apply
that item of its policy to our legislation,
but that does not matter. The question
is bound to arise, "~For how long are we
going to have a fair rents court, if we
establish one now?" In my Opinion, a
fair estimate of the length of time that
such an institution should continue can
best be made in the light of the reports
and the information furnished by the fair
rents court itself.

The appointment of a magistrate to deal
with the matter is in the hands of the
Government. It can be safely assumed
that he will be a man in whom the Gov-
ernment reposes the greatest confidence.
Having done that, it can repose great con-
fidence in his reports to the House. So I
ask the Minister to reconsider his view on
this matter.

Hon. Dame FLORENCE CARDELI3-
OLIVER: In supporting the amendment,
I wish to deal with realities. I am sure
that the Minister will agree that what I
am about to say is perfectly true. On the
21st July. I asked a question of the Min-
ister for Housing as follows:-

Is he aware that an individual of
apparent authority, either under the
State Housing Commission, the builder.
architect, or some other persons con-
cerned in the construction of the
Subiaco fiats, has approached tenants
of all houses in the vicinity of the
flats in Bagot and Coghlan-rds asking
them to sell their homes and offering
attractive inducements?

Point of Order.
The Minister for Housing: On a point

of order, what relevancy has, the matter
now being introduced by the member for
Sublaco to the question of a return of
rentals to be submitted by a fair rents
court?

The Chairman: Is the hon. member
connecting her remarks with the question
before the Chair?

Hon. Dame Cardell-Oliver: Yes, de-
finitely.

Committee Resumed.

Hon. Dame FLORENCE CARDELL-
OLIVER: I wish to show that mistakes
may be made by anyone, consciously or un-
consciously, and that if we have the infor-

mation laid on the Table, we shall be able
to realise what has been done. The Min-
ister in answer to my question said-

Yes, in Coghlan-rd.; no, In Bagat-rd.
A few days afterwards "The Daily News"
published a letter from a womain who oc-
cupies the only house on that block in
Bagot-rd., and the report stated-

A woman living adjacent to the fiats
being built Lu Sublaco said today that
she had been approached by the State
Housing Commission and offered alter-
native accommodation.

I wish to show how easy it is to be
unable to answer a question correctly if
the person concerned has not the know-
ledge, and I am proving that the Minister
did not have the knowledge at the time.
I hesitated to bring this matter forward
earlier because I wished to forget it, but
when it was raised today, I thought it
well to mention it because, if we are able
to get a report tabled, It will be most
valuable.

The Minister for Housing: What was
the wrong information?

Hon. Dame FLORENCE CARDELL-
OLIVER: The wrong information was in
the Minister's reply to my question, "Yes,
in Coghlan-rd; no, in Eagot-rd," because
there is only one house in that block and
the woman had been to me four times.
I did not ask her to write the letter; I
knew nothing about it. The Minister said
that this thing had not been done, whereas
it had been done. If a report were tabled,
we could be satisfied.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I find it hard to
understand why the Minister opposes this
amendment. No high principle is involved;
it merely asks that the court shall supply
certain information. I find myself in agree-
ment with the sentiments expressed by the
Leader of the Country Party. I can under-
stand the Minister's regarding it as an in-
sult, but I believe he is unnecessarily con-
cerned in that respect.

The information would present a valu-
able and continuous picture of the situation
regarding rents, evictions, etc., and would
be a guide of great use to us. The Minis-
ter said the information could be supplied
by way of questions asked in the House,
but the amendment would facilitate the
presentation of the information and would
probably impose less hardship on the court
than if it had to extract information in
reply to questions-questions that might
be regarded by some member of the Gov-
ernment as having only a nuisance value.
The Minister, without jeopardising any
principle, might well accept the amend-
ment.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: The
member for Cottesloe fell into the same
error as did the Leader of the Country
Party by reading into the amendment that
Information would he included affecting
evictions.
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Eton. A. V. R. Abbott: As affecting rents.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I am

aware of that, but was pointing out that
those two members seemed to think they
would find out something about the vexed
question of housing and evictions. I have
conceded that there is no information to
which members are not entitled, and the
responsible Minister could give the in-
formation at any time.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: Would he have It
available at any time?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I
cannot see why not. The Government
has persisted In Its attitude because of the
terrible stretch of 28 days' notice to quit,
and not many people will run the risk of
taking their cases to court. They are not
doing so. I am unaware of the figures,
but I believe that scarcely any cases at all
are going to) the court.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: You are accepting
that position, are you?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Un-
fortunately, the Government can do noth-
ing else owing to the attitude of the Legis-
lative Council. At the whim or caprice
of the landlord, 28 days' notice could be
given and no reason given, and if a ten-
ant went to the court, he would simply be
asking f or trouble.

I listened intently to the Leader of the
Country Party and to a great extent agree
with what he said. He told us that mem-
bers required some really concrete informa-
tion so that they could properly assess the
position on this vexed question. I only
wish members would make some attempt
to ascertain the position. The facts anid
figures-not figments of imagination--sup-
plied by responsible officers of the depart-
ment have been submitted, and have been
pooh-poohed by members of the Opposi-
tion. They have not accepted the invita-
tion to discuss the matter with the magis-
trate of the Perth court, who deals with
a majority of the eviction cases, or with
any responsible officer of the Housing
Commission, particularly the eviction
officer, in order to familiarise themselves
with the real position.

Mr. Hutehinson: But why deny us this
Information?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I do
not wish to deny members any informa-
tion. I only wish the hon. member and
others knew something of this problem. if
they did, their attitude would be totally
different. Certain members opposite with
whom I have discussed the question have
shown that they have not the foggiest
notion of what it is all about. One of those
members has not averaged one ease in
every two years during the time he has
occupied a seat in this Chamber. Yet at
the same time members representing the
Fremantle, North Perth, West Perth and
Leederville constituencies-the closer and

older suburbs--are dealing with hundreds
of eases, and I would be prepared to wager
that at any given moment they have 50
to 100 cases on their hands.

Yet some members who are so far re-
moved from the problem will not take
advantage of the opportunities extended to
them to acquaint themselves with the
facts. When Parliament was sitting the
Information could be given regularly every
week in reply to questions, and when Par-
liament was not sitting, the Chief Sec-
retary or Minister for Justice would be pre-
pared to supply information at frequent
intervals. I agree -with one thing the
member for Cottesice said, that apart from
the implied insult-and that is the basis
of the matter-

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: I think you are
wrong.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I am
certain I am right.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I am

aware that certain statutes contain man-
datory provisions for the tabling of re-
ports, I do not want to be difficult in the
matter; I want to make some progress. On
numerous occasions I have accepted, as I
am doing this afternoon, something that
does not appeal to me, and probably does
not appeal to the Government either, in
the hope of making some progress and in
the hope that there will be some recipro-
city from Opposition members both here
and in the Legislative Council.

Mr. Hutchinson: No principle is in-
volved In this amendment.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: No
vital principal is involved and, in order
to make some progress I will allow the
amendment to go. I have not discussed
the matter with the Chief Secretary be-
clause it did not occur to me that that
would be necessary. However, I will
allow it to pass in order to make some
Progress and to indicate once again the
bona tides of the Government to adopt an
approach of give and take. Up to date it
has been all give on our part and the Op-
position has been responding by doing all
tne taking. However, I will withdraw my
opposition and will not press that this
amendment be not agreed to.

Question put anid negatived; the Coun-
cil' s amendment agreed to.

Sitting suspended from 3.46 to 4.8 pa.

No. 12. Clause 8-Delete:

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I
should explain that with this amendment
aind the succeeding one there is not much
difference between the principle and the
intent. To somle extent it is merely a
question of rewriting the amendment into
different sec~tfis of tho Act Other than
in those where they now appear. The
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intention behind the discussion in an-
other Place was to have the provisions re-
lating to rents embodied, as far as pos-
sible, in one section and those in respect
to the recovery of premises in another.
In amendment No. 26 it will be seen that,
to a. great extent, what is being deleted
by this amendment is to be rewritten tin-
der the later amendment. For that rea-
son, I offer no objection to it. I move-

That the amendment be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's

amendment agreed to.
No. 13. Clause 9-Delete:
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Al-

though this amendment deals with a dif-
ferent matter, broadly speaking the rea-
sons I have just outlined apply here. I
move-

That the amendment be agreed to.
Question put and passed: the Council's

amendment agreed to.
No. 14. Clause 10. page 5-After the

word "fifty-four" in line 16 insert the fol-
lowing words and brackets:-" (and be-
fore the thirty-first day of August, one
thousand nine hundred and fifty-five)"

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: In
respect of this and the two following
amendments, I must admit that I have
given them a great deal of attention. I
have referred them to learned counsel.
the office boy and everyone else, and to
date the most satisfactory explanation
has come from the office boy, but I1
would not dare to use his words in this
Committee. if Opposition members can
give me any idea of what the amendment
means, I might be able to give considera-
tion to it. I am not prepared to accept
something which, to me. is merely a
meaningless jumble of words, particularly
if we take into account the three amend-
ments together, which all affect the same
clause. For that reason, and at this stage.
I1 move-

That the amendment be not agreed
to.

Mr. COURT: The object of the amend-
mnent made by the Legislative Council
in respect of Clause 10, page 5, to insert
after the word "notice" the words set out
in the notice paper seems clear enough
to me.

The Minister for Housing: We are on
amendment No. 14, not No. 15.

Mr. COURT: I am sorry, but what I
am trying to convey still applies. The
object is to provide that this proviso shall
not operate after the 31st August, 1955.
I can see the reason why that was In-
serted by the Legislative Council. I have
not discussed the point with the mover
in another place, but it seems to me that
the intention was to limit the application
of this proviso to that date. Therefore,
I would like the Minister to consider it
in that light.

The Minister for Housing: If we ac-
cept that explanation, for the time being,
let the hon. member link this amendment
with the two that follow and he can then
tell us if he can make sense out of it.

Mr. COURT: I must confess that there
seems to be some drafting error in the
other two amendments.

The Minister for Works: Is it a draft-
ing error or confusion of thought by those
in another place?

Mr. COURT: I do not think it is con-
fusion of thought. It may be that the
words have got into the wrong place. How-
ever. I can see what the Minister means
now.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment not agreed to.

No. 15. Clause 10, page 5-After the
word "notice" in line 19, insert the fol-
lowing words:-"or the first day of August,
one thousand nine hundred and fifty-
four (whichever is the later) ."

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I
consider that this is consequential upon
the previous amendment. I move-

That the amendment be not agreed
to.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment not agreed to.

No. 16. Clause 10, page 5-Insert be-
fore the word "and" in line 25 the fol-
lowing words-" For the purposes of this
proviso a notice to quit which has been
issued and subsequently withdrawn shall
be deemed never to have been issued."

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: As this
amendment relates to the preceding two,
I move-

That the amendment be not agreed
to.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: Again, I wonder why
the Minister proposes to disagree with this
amendment. He has not submitted any
reason except that it appears to be conse-
quential on amendments N'os. 14 and 15.
However, it does not appear that way to
me at all.

The Minister for Housing: They are
related to each other.

Hon. A. IF. WATTS: There may be some
relationship, but it is not that of a near
relative, if I may put it that way. I think
this Is a very reasonable proposal and one
that I would have thought would have
found favour with the Minister.

The Minister for Housing: If you can
find some reason in it, It might.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: The words proposed
to be inserted are-

For the purposes of this proviso a
notice to quit which has been issued
and subsequently withdrawn shall be
deemed never to have been Issued.
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In other words, the notice is completely
obliterated. That is a desirable proposi-
tion. If the landlord issues a notice to quit
and subsequently withdraws it. is there not
some risk that it may still be deemed to
be in existence? I think the Legislative
Council decided with wisdom in this In-
stance, that it should be deemed never to
have existed, and it then makes it quite
clear that if the landlord wants to do
anything further he has to start de novo.
I1 admit that I have some sympathy with
other members, apart from the Minister,
in regard to these amendments, because of
the Act and the Bill having been amended.
This makes it rather difficult to follow.
However, it seems to me that there is a
purpose in the amendment, and I think
it is a wise one.

Mr. COURT: I agree with the views of
the member for Stirling because this pro-
vision was contained in the original
amendment of the member for Dale.
Through some error he placed it at the
end of the wrong amendment.

The Minister for Housing: The Oppo-
sition wanted it somewhere but did not
know where to put it.

Mr. COURT: He explained how the
accident occurred. Originally he intended
to move this in the proviso. There was
a very good reason for it inasmuch as if
this amendment was not added to the pro-
viso a state of affairs would be created
whereby reasonableness could not prevail.
If we agree to the amendment the Minis-
ter will appreciate, on reading it. that a
notice to quit can be withdrawn completely,
and arrangements can be made that are
satisfactory to both landlord and tenant.
For that reason I support the amendment.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I do
not know if this is vital. There has been
no clear explanation of what it means or
what purpose it will serve, whether good
or otherwise.

The Minister for Works: It is for the
good of the landlord. There is no doubt
about that.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I have
a feeling that way although I am not by
any means clear as to the effect. The
proviso In the Bill sets out that where a
lessor gives notice to quit, then from that
date the rent shall not exceed that which
was lawfully chargeable in April, 1954,
unless varied by the court. The landlord
could at any time withdraw his notice-
there is no bar against that except, of
course, if it is regarded as never having
been issued-and then the rent would not
be related to the rent as at April of this
year. The landlord could then charge what
he liked.

The Minister for Works: That is it.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Hav-

ing received notice to quit and finding
out that he is not going to get very far
because the landlord cannot increase the
rent without the sanction of the court,

while at the same time having the daylight
scared out of him at the prespect of being
put out in the street-in all these circum-
stances. I am wondering whether the ten-
ant will not of his own accord agree to pay
an extra £2 a week if the landlord with-
draws the notice to quit. The landlord
cannot accept the offer, because he is
bound by statute. So the position is to
be overcome by adding the phrase, "The
notice to quit is regarded as never having
been issued," and the landlord will be in
order in accepting the extra payment.

Mr. Court: With the other provision,
the tenant is still protected. He can still
get the court to assess the fair rent if he
is not satisfied.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: If the
setting up of a special court is agreed to,
it will be days after the application is
lodged that the determination will be
made. From the point of view of the ten-
ant, the longer it takes the more protec-
tion he gets. We proposed that he should
have protection for three months, but the
Opposition would not agree.

Mr. Court: Should we not have machin-
ery whereby the parties can come to agree-
ment? If the provision is as it is, there
will be no machinery enabling the parties
to come to an agreement.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: That
is wrong, because under the present law
there is nothing to stop the lessor and
lessee agreeing to the rent this month and
the month after.

Mr. Court: Not if this proviso goes into
the Act.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Yes.
if the parties negotiate before the lessor
gives notice to quit.

Mr. Court: Say they do not?
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Then

it clearly demonstrates that the landlord
has nothing against the tenant. He has
given notice to show how powerful he is
under the social set-up, because, according
to what has been advanced, he is pre-
pared to retract so long as he gets the
extra money. But he was not prepared
to ask for the extra money before.

Mr. Court: This proviso is going to pro-
tect the tenant and will give him a chance
to negotiate.

Mr. Johnson: Give him a chance to be
blackmailed!

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: There
can be no negotiation when the landlord
is looking into the eye of the tenant and
saying, "I want you to pay £2 a week extra,
otherwise You know what the law ls--28
days' notice to quit." What position is the
tenant in to negotiate? As I see it. the
landlord has the right to give notice; he
has the right to negotiate or demand an
increased rental, but this seeks to allow
him to do several things, which if he can-
not get them one way he can get thepm an-
other, and yet he can be whitewashed!
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This
proviso will enable the landlord to go along
to the tenant and attempt to get an in-
crease in rent. If the tenant does not
agree, the landlord can serve notice. As
this stands, having served notice after the
1st August, he cannot get more rent than
was lawfully charged on the 28th April,
unless he goes to the court. Having used
a big stick over the tenant and given notice.
if we agree to this amendment of the Leg-
islative Council, the landlord can approach
the tenant saying, "You are in for it. You
have got to get out. Whilst I may not
charge the new tenant more rent than
you are paying, if you want to stay here
and you agree to the increased rent which
I demand, then I shall withdraw the
notice."

If he withdraws the notice, he Is then
entitled to get more rent than he was
charging on the 28th April. So the land-
lord has achieved his purpose. I cannot
agree to this proposal, which merely gives
the landlord the opportunity of winning
both ways. If the landlord issues a notice
against his tenant, because by so doing he
will get an increased rental, this provision
will enable him to get the increase. We
were originally told that the Idea of this
suggestion was to prevent landlords from
evicting tenants in order to get increased
rent. If that is the idea, there is no justi-
fication for this proviso.

It is obvious to me that this is Intended
to strengthen the position of the landlord
because, when he is endeavouring to reach
agreement with his tenant in the first in-
stance and the tenant is reluctant to Pay
the increase, the landlord will then be in
a position to threaten to evict. If the ten-
ant believes that the landlord does not in-
tend to go ahead, but the landlord then
issues the eviction notice, the tenant knows
that under the law he can be evicted.

That being the case, the landlord will
be in a much stronger position to bargain.
He can say to his tenant, "Do you want to
go out and see a new tenant coming into
this place at the same rental You are
paying, or are You agreeable to some in-
crease? If You agree to an increase, I shall
withdraw the notice." If the tenant were
inclined to hold out In the first instance,
he will, after looking around and finding
lbe has nowhere else to go, return to the
landlord and say, "I do not like paying
this increased rent, but I have nowhere
else to go, so I will have to agree." The
landlord then withdraws the notice and
he is in the clear. Are we going to aid
and abet him in that? I am not. That
is the real reason for this suggestion.

Mr. HU)TCHINSON: I think there is
quite a lot of truth in what the Minister
says, but I feel he has instanced only cases
that are directed along the one line. There
is very often a great degree of Incompati-
bility between landlord and tenant. The
Minister suggested at first that if a land-
lord desired to Increase the rent and the

tenant would not agree, then the landlord
would serve a notice to quit which, in
effect, would be a form of blackmail be-
cause the tenant would come along later
and say, "I will agre." At the outset,
there is likely to be a degree of incom-
patibility. It is generally agreed that that
does exist in these relationships. It is
possible that the landlord might desire to
have the tenant removed for the one rea-
son that he cannot get on with him.

The Minister for Works: If he does not
want the tenant removed, he will withdraw
his notice of eviction.

Mr. HUTCHINSON; When this hap-
pens, the tenant-and it is quite likely
that he is a bad one-will change his atti-
tude, and so this amendment provides an
avenue where they can come to some
mutual agreement. I feel that the fact
of incompatibility being overcome by
mutual agreement should be taken into
consideratoin in the reasoning outlined by
the Minister. No doubt there is much truth
in what he says, but I submit that there
is a great degree of truth in what I say
about incompatibility.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: I must confess that
I am slightly bewildered by the various
arguments. At first sight this struck me as
being desirable from the point of view
of the tenant. It is intended to prevent
the Issue of a notice to quit being used
as a means, by way of duress, to obtain
an increased rental unless the fair rents
court decides that a fair rental is justified.
The Minister for Works interprets the
amendment as Indicating an Intention to
enable the landlord to issue a notice to
quit, and then withdraw It so that in
effect, as it has never been issued, the
landlord goes back to where he was and
the tenant is put under duress with re-
spect to rent. I must confess that I can-
not see that that is what is Intended.
If I did believe that, then my views would
coincide with those of the Minister.

With regard to an amendment of this
nature, we are in a very unfortunate posi-
tion. I think that both I and the Minister
for Works hold, Perfectly honestly, the
views we have expressed. In times past
we have been obliged to refer to the arbi-
tration of some more eminent legal
authority than exists in this Chamber. I
believe that the Committee, because of the
conflicting points of view that have been
put forward, should not be asked to deal
with this amendment without such advice
being obtained.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I think
the member for Stirling overlooked the
fact that another place also intended that
amendment No. 15 should be made. If
the hon. member looks at amendment No.
15 he will see that it provides for the issu-
ing of notice to quit after the 1st August.
I refer members to how the clause would
read if this amendment were inserted.
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We have already dealt with amendment
No. 14, and I suggest that we have to take
amendments Nos. 15 and 16 together in
Order to get the intention of another place.
I think they are complementary.

Mr. Court: You have to take amend-
ments Nos. 14. 15 and 16. Then it makes
sense.

The MINISTER MVR WORKS: I do not
object to that. Originally it was intended.
as a bar to Possible eviction, that there
should be sonmc deterrent against the land-
lord who wanted to evict his tenant in
order to get an increased rent. Despite
what is said about unsatisfactory tenants,
most landlords prefer the tenant they know
to the tenant they do not know if they
can get the rent they want. However, as
the rent is the important thing to them,
they will, if they think they can get more
rent, serve a notice to quit on the existing
tenant.

It was intended to put a deterrent on
landlords by saying to them, "You can-
not get an increase of rent in that manner
because we will Provide that If You issue
a notice to quit against your tenant, when
You Put a new tenant in, You cannot get
more rent than You were receiving on the
28th April, without the consent of the
court." That is an excellent Idea, but if
the suggestion is made that because a
notice to quit after having been issued is
withdrawn, it is to be regarded as never
having been issued, then we create
this situation: We allow the landlord,
who wants to get an increased rent, but
who wants to retain his tenant, to go to his
tenant and threaten him that if he does
not agree to the increase, he will put him
out.

If the tenant says, "No, I do not think
that is a fair rent," the landlord issues
a notice to quit. The tenant finding it
difficult to get alternative accommodation,
then goes to the landlord and says, "I
would not agree to the increased rent, and
I still think it is too high, but you have got
me in a cleft stick so I will pay It." Then
the landlord withdraws the notice, which
will be considered as not having been is-
sued, and the rent becomes that which he
Is able to get. He has attained his objec-
tive, which is the very thing we want to
prevent.

Surely we are not going to agree to that
suggestion, because if we do, then we were
not sincere when we Put forward the
original idea that we wanted to deter land-
lords from evicting tenants simply to get
increased rent. This will facilitate It. It
will enable the landlord to go to the extent
of issuing a notice to quit, to prove to his
tenant that he is in earnest. The tenant
then has 28 days in which to find some-
where else to live, and when he finds he
cannot get other accommodation, he goes
back to the landlord and says. "I will have
to stop here If you will let mee. I will agree
to thei rent You aske'd if You withdraw the

notice." Some landlords would then say.
"I have put it up since, and I want another
£1 a week."

The tenant would have to agree to pay
it, and the notice to quit would be with-
drawn and the landlord would then be
perfectly in the clear. That is a wonderful
scheme! Surely we are not going to fall
for that one, and put more power in the
hands of the landlord to force the rent up.
Under the original proviso he is in the
position that he must make up his mind
whether he prefers to have his existing
tenant-who is a good one-at the exist-
ing rent, or kick himn out and take a chance
with a new tenant at a higher rent. That
will not always be easy of decision. But,
it we put this proviso in, we make it simple
for the landlord because it will give him
extra bargaining power with his existing
tenant.

It is not easy for an evicted tenant to
find alternative accommodation and many
tenants, who would be prepared to buck
their landlords in the first instance and
have a go will, after trotting round the
streets for 20 odd days without success, be
obliged to admit that they are beaten and
they will have to go to the landlords and
say, "We will pay the increased rent if you
will allow us to stop here." Thus the
landlords gain their point. If a landlord
is a. decent sort of fellow and really only
wants his tenant to behave himself and is
not concerned about an increase in rent,
he can withdraw the notice to quit at any
time.

But it is the rental angle that interests
another place; its members are concerned
about the fact that once a notice to quit
is issued, he landlord's rent is pegged as
at the 28th April, unless the court decides
otherwise. Another place wants the land-
lord to have this extra bargaining Power so
that he can wield the big stick over the
tenant and force him into accepting an
increase in rent, then be allowed to with-
draw the notice to quit and enjoy this in-
creased rent without reference to the court.
I will not agree to that proposition.

Mr. COURT: If one accepted the ap-
proach of the Minister for Works on the
assumption that there is likely to be only
one set of circumstances, namely, that
which he has instanced, one would have to
agree with the proposition he put forward.

The Minister for Works: Yes, but the
whole amendment is aimed at that; that
is the thought behind the original pro-
vision.

Mr. COURT: in my opinion, the cir-
cumstances aimed at by this particular
amendment are not the circumstances the
Minister has represented.

The Minister for Works: We were told
differently. We were told that it was to
be a deterrent to the landlord against

eiting a tenant for the purpose of get-
ting an increased rental.
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Mr. COURT: I1 am referring to the par-
ticular addendum that is to be added to
the proviso as printed in the Bill.

Hon. A. F. Watts: It is not the amend-
ment in the Eml; we agree with the Minis-
ter there.

The Minister for Works: Surely the
amendment is relevant to the provision in
the Bill.

Hon. A. F. Watts: It does not create the
effect you indicated.

The Minister for Works: I think it is
thought of along the same lines.

Mr. COURT: This is intended to be
machinery to Permit reasonableness to pre-
vail between landlord and tenant. If the
Minister for Works would propose some-
thing constructive-

The Minister for Works: What justifi-
cation have you for saying that?

Mr. COURT: -to protect the tenant, I
would agree with him. But this is in-
tended to see that when the landlord and
the tenant get together and agree on what
is a fair and reasonable thing, they can
lawfully enter into an arrangement to pay
and receive the agreed rent. If we do not
put in some such proviso, they cannot enter
into that arrangement without going to the
court.

The Minister for Works: They can do
that before the landlord issues the notice
to quit.

Mr. COURT: These circumstances could
prevail: A tenant, wrongly, and probably
with bad advice, thinks that his rent should
not be increased and says to his landlord,
"No." The landlord then serves a notice
to quit and he is immediately stopped from
putting the rent up beyond that charged
at the 28th April.

The Minister for Works: Unless he goes
to the court.

Mr. COURT: Yes.
The Minister for Works: What is wrong

with that?
Mr. COURT: The tenant gets better ad-

vice and says to the landlord, "I should
have arced to that increase. I1 am sorry,
I was wrong: I was misinformed and ill-
advised, but I will be happy to accept it
now," The landlord has to say, "No, I am
sorry, I cannot accept the new rent because
it would be an illegal rent until I go to the
court and have my rent determined."

Mr. Johnson: Would that worry any
landlord that you know?

Mr. COURT:, Of course, the hon. memn-
ber has only a one-track mind as far as
landlords are concerned.

Mr. Oldfleld: One-track as far as any-
thing is concerned.

Mr. COURT: Therefore I think It is a
necessary provision to have in the meas-
ure so that mutual agreement can be ar-
rived at. If the Minister can suggest some

way of tidying up the amendment and re-
moving the evil he thinks exists, I would
be pleased to support him. But I think
we should have the machinery to allow
a commonsense agreement between the
landlord and tenant. My view is that this
amendment was intended for that purpose
and not for the malicious purpose sug-
gested by the Minister for Works. I sup-
port the Council's amendment.

Mr. JOHNSON: It appears that the
commonsense amendment which is re-
quired to meet the situation, as set out by
the member for Nedlands, is the rejection
of the Council's proposal. I think every-
body agrees that the circumstances set out
by the Minister for Works could occur if the
amendment were carried. It may not hap-
pen in a, large number of cases, but it could
happen in some cases, and we are here to
legislate to prevent bad actions taking
place. We should do our best to prevent
the court, once in ten thousand years, from
being used as a means of blackmailing
people. The Minister for Works pointed
out a set of circumstances that could con-
ceivably occur and which are quite pos-
sible, in my opinion, because I have had
some experience with bad landlords.

Mr. Hutchinson: What about the case
outlined by the member for Nedlands?

Mr. JOHNSON: That case struck me as
being most unreal.

Mr. Court: It was not; it could be the
normal ease.

Mr. JOHNSON: First of all, he visualised
the landlord giving notice to the tenant
on aL matter of rent; the tenant going
round and finding out what rents were
being paid and then crawling back to the
landlord and saying, in effect, "I know
that the court will give an increase of
only 5s. or 10s. but as I realise, after the
court award, you will give me 28 days'
notice, I will give you the £ 3 l0s. or £5
you are wanting." In other words, the
hon. member is visualising a slightly more
refined form of blackmail and possibly
calling it business pressure. The situation
he revealed is, in effect, identical with
that mentioned by the minister for works.

Mr. Court: It is not.
Mr. JOHNSON: Both Houses have

agreed to the principle of a fair rents
court and it can be assumed that there
will be a fairly rapid interval between an
application to the court and the hearing-
probably only a few days or at the most
three or four weeks. Because of that the
whole series of events pictured both
by the minister for Works and the mem-
ber for Nedlands would have to take place,
at the outside, within three or four weeks.
Any landlord who is not prepared to ac-
cept an illegal rent, because the matter
has to be heard by the court, and who is
out for an increase for one or two weeks,
is crying for very little. But our prim-
ary consideration is to prevent the pro-
cesses of the law being used for the
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purpose of blackmail. Therefore I ap-
peal to all reasonable members to join
with us in refusing to accept this amend-
ment. That is all that is needed, and I
trust that it will be defeated.

Ron. A. F. WATTS: The Minister for
Works chose to review the matter in the
light of the phraseology which Is in
amendments Nos. 14 and 15 and after
adding it to the proviso in the Bill and
to the amendment now before the Chair,
proceeded to elaborate a theory to which
he had previously given expression. Of
course, I am bound to approach the mat-
ter from another angle. My point of
vicw is that amendments Nos. 14 and 15
not having been accepted by the Commit-
tee, and nobody having offered any op-
position to that proposal to reject, this
amendment can be considered only by
itself. I am still inclined to subscribe to
the point of view expressed by the mem-
ber for Nedlands.

As the Minister for Works has gone to
some trouble to refer to amendments Nos.
14 and 15, and to incorporate them for
the purpose of his discussion in the pro-
viso before the Committee, I would like
to look at them, too. If they were in-
serted in this proviso, it would read-

Provided that where after the thir-
tieth day of April, 1954, and before
the thirty-first day of August, 1955,
a lessor gives a lessee notice to quit
or terminate the tenancy of any
premises, the rent of such premises
on and after the date of such notice
or the first day of August. 1954, which-
ever is the later, shall not, except
by a determination of the inspector
or the court, as the case may be,
exceed the amount of rent lawfully
chargeable on the 28th day of April,
1954.

it should be apparent that the effect of
the proviso would be that the restriction
on the landlord would terminate on the
31st August. That may be regarded as
objectionable in the light of the fact that
if the Binl is passed, it will continue to be
operative until the end of December, 1955.
Therefore, apparently, nobody offered any
opposition to the Minister's suggestion that
this Committee should reject the amend-
ment. It does not affect the issue in re-
gard to the proviso being added to, as is
mentioned in amendment No. 16, with
which we are now dealing. I cannot see
that has anything to do with it, either.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: of course not.

Rion. A. F. WATTS: That is what I say.
Adding those words would deal only with
the issuing of the notice and the rent
which would have been lawfully charge-
able in certain circumstances up to the
31st August. but it would not affect the
issuing of a notice and the withdrawing of
1b.

The Minister for Works: I think it shows
the intention.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: It shows no inten-
tion at all. I repeat, because I have con-
vinced myself respecting the whole ease,
or a substantial part of the case presented
by the Minister for Works, I would cer-
tainly support the Minister for Housing
on this question and leave the matter of
determination to some other stage of the
proceedings. I cannot follow the argument
put forward.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: I agree with the
Leader of the Country Party that the early
amendments have no relation to the pro-
viso.

The Minister for Works: If they have no
relation, they should have been ruled out.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: The additional
amendment to the proviso meant that
the rent whatever it was, if it had been
agreed on, was Quite lawful up to the 1st
August. All this amendment does Is to en-
able the status quo to be restored.

The Minister for Works: Does it?
Hon. A. V. R. AB3BOTT: That is all it

means.
The Premier: When?
Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: At any time

before the expiration of the notice.
The Premier: That Is the point.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: The Act pro-
vides that notice to be given shall be 28
days, or such longer period as may exist
by agreement. If the tenant is entitled
to six months' notice, he must get it, and
not the 28 days. Mfter the expiration of
the notice, then, of course, it could not
be withdrawn, because it would be defunct.
At any time before the notice expired, it
could be withdrawn. I should have thought
that would have been favourable to the
tenant. Assuming notice had been given
but the tenant would not agree to a
higher rental, and the landlord, after fur-
ther consideration, said, "Maybe I was
wrong. I withdraw the notice," would the
tenant and the landlord not be in exactly
the same position as before? How could the
tenant be worse off ?

The Premier: It would depend on the
reason causing the landlord to withdraw
the notice.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: Assuming the
landlord hopes to get a higher rental from
the tenant, the latter cannot be bound by
anything he does unless the notice is with-
drawn, because the Act says so. It is no
use the tenant agreeing to an increased
rental because he is not bound by it.
So all this does is to enable the status
quo to be re-established.

Mr. Johnson: it cannot be re-estab-
lished, once notice has been issued. The
previous arrangement has been disturbed.
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Hon. A. V. &t ABBOTT: This says it
shall be re-established. What the Minis-
ter for Works said was this: The experi-
cute of the tenant during the period he
was under notice might have affected his
Position. It might Induce him to give way
to the landlord when previously he did not.'

The Minister for Works: You admit that
possibility?

Hon. A. V. Rt. ABBOTT: Yes. I admit
he might be affected, but we must look at
the other side.

The Minister for Works: What is the
other side?

Hon. A. V. Rt. ABBOTT: It is this: Uf he
does not agree, he is in exactly the same
position.

The Minister for Works: But the land-
lord is not. His rent is pegged.

Ron. A. V. R. ABBOTT: No.
The Minister for Works: Yes, and that

is the worry.
Hon. A. V. ft. ABBOTT: Uf the notice

is withdrawn and the landlord approaches
the tenant, saying, "What about it now?"
and the tenant refuses, the rent is still
pegged.

The Minister for Works: As things stand,
but not under the proviso.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: Do not forget
the tenant is then in a Position to refuse
or to agree to an increase. I think this
is somewhat in the tenant's favour. If
the notice is not withdrawn, the tenant
goes.

The Minister for Housing: You are
wrong because the landlord can withdraw
his notice at any time.

Hon. A. V. ft. ABBOTT: I agree, but if
the notice is given and not withdrawn, the
tenant must give up his accommodation.

The Minister for Works: Only if the
landlord pushes him out.

Hon. A. V. ft. ABBOTT: Of course he
pushes him out.

The Minister for Works: He need not
do so if he does not want to. He can with-
draw his action.

Hon. A. V. It. ABBOTT: I agree, but he
is likely to push the tenant out if he has
gone to the extent of giving notice, and
the conditions are not altered. Does that
do the tenant any good?

The Minister for Works: It does not do
any good to the landlord either, because
he gets no extra rent.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: Are we helping
the tenant by turning him out when he
does not want to go?

The Minister for Works: That Is what
we are trying to prevent, but the Legis-
lative Council will not allow us to do so.

Hon. A. V. ft. ABBOTT: What the pro-
vision does is to prevent a tenant from re-
considering his position, once he has dis-

agreed with the amount asked for by the
landlord, and the landlord has given
notice.

The Premier: No.
Hon. A. V. Rt. ABBOTT: Because the

tenant eannot give any reconsideration to
It once the notice is given.

The Minister for Works: Why cannot
both parties take the matter to court?

Hon. A. V. ft. ABBOTT: The tenant can
take it to court.

The Minister for Works: If the landlord
wants to agree, why not agree to take the
matter to court.

Hon. A. V. Rt. ABBOTT: If he does take
it to court, that will not prevent the tenant
from being evicted.

The Minister for Works: Yes, it will.
Hon, A. V. U. ABBOTT: It would not.

it would only prevent him from being
evicted if the rent was 80 per cent., or some
such figure.

The Minister for Works: The tenant can
say to his landlord, "I will agree to this
increase if the court determines it is fair.
You withdraw your notice and I shall take
the case to the court." What Is there to
stop that being done?

Hon. A. V. H. ABBOTT: For this reason:
Uf the landlord has given notice, there are
two courses open to him; firstly, let the
place to someone else-

The Minister for Works: At the existing
rental?

H-on. A. V. R. ABBOTT: Yes; and,
secondly, he can evict the tenant and then
apply to the court for a fair rental. If
the court thinks the rent is reasonable,
the tenant goes, although he might be will-
ing to pay more.

The Minister for Works: What is to stop
the landlord from giving the tenant the
premises back?

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: Nothing. Can
anyone suggest that a tenant would go back
under those circumstances?

The Minister for Works: He might be
pleased to if he had no other accommoda-
tion.

Hon. A. V. ft. ABBOTT: Does the Min-
ister think the landlord would be pleased?

The Minister for Works: He might pre-
fer him to a new tenant.

Hon. A. V. ft. ABBOTT: I think that is
extremely unlikely. If the landlord is put
to such irritation, worry and expense, and
the court holds the increase was reasonable,
can we imagine the landlord saying, "Of
course, you can stay on." I do not think
the landlord would withdraw the notice
under those circumstances. Although there
is something in the argument of the Min-
ister for Works, taken by and large, It Is
better to give a tenant the chance to
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negotiate rather than to make it more diffi-
cult for him. That Is what is being done:
the position of the tenant Is being Made
almost hopeless. The moment the tenant
disagreed with the rent, there would be no
hope of negotiating.

The Minister for Works: Of course
there would be.

lion. A. V. R. ABBOTT- No, because the
rent could not be increased without the
leave of the court. A landlord could be
Put to considerable expense and irritation
for nothing in the event of the rent stipu-
lated by him being held to be reasonable,
but he would have to pay the fees.

The Minister for Works: How much
would they amount to?

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: About seven or
eight guineas. We should permit the
tenant a chance to retain his accommoda-
tion. If the status quo were restored, the
tenant could say, "I will stay here and
a fresh notice will have to be given." If
the landlord withdrew the notice, would
it not be regarded as a sign of weakness?

The Minister for Works: Could not he
issue another notice?

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: Of course, but
would the tenant then be in any worse posi-
tion? He would be in a much stronger
position. He would conclude that the land-
lord had been bluffing and would say, "I
will stick here and not pay any more
rent."

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: A
peculiar point is that the proviso is simi-
lar to that which was Inserted at the in-
stance of the Opposition when the Bill
was dealt with In this Chamber.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: Do you not con-
sider that it shows there was a weakness
and that this has been pointed out by the
House of review?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: On
the contrary, I recall that, following the
special session in April, the Opposition re-
garded it as a trump card and was telling
the world that, but for the obstinacy of
representatives of the Government at the
conference, there could have been a much
improved state of affairs, and that if notice
to quit were given the rent would be im-
mediately pegged until otherwise deter-
mined by the court.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: This has been
inserted for the protection of the tenant.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: To
say such a thing does not make it so.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: It is logical,
though.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: The
logical set-up is that the landlord will en-
deavour to get additional rent. If the
tenant does not concede his demands, he
will be given 28 days' notice to quit. If

the tenant experiences difficulty In secur-
Ing other accommnodation, he will probably
approach the landlord and Indicate his
willingness to pay the additional rent.

Mon. A. V. R. Abbott: Would that be
wrong?

The MINISTER FOR HOUiBUNG: There
is not necessarily any merit In increasing
the rent, which Is due to the difficult condi-
tions existing,

Hon. A. V. Rt. Abbott: Is that any worse
than in the first instance?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: It
means that the proviso Inserted here does
not mean a thing. The landlord could
stand over his tenant and say, "You Ameet
my demands or out you go." All that the
Opposition sought to achieve by pegging
the rent when notice had been given is
being undone by this proviso, which
amounts to putting something in and tak-
ing It out again. I might have had some
doubt on the point earlier pending a little
further clarification, but I now have no
doubt as to the effect, and the Committee
would be most ill-advised to agree to the
proposition.

The MiNSTER FOR WORKS: I am
conscious of the fact that much time has
been spent on this matter, and I am re-
luctant to occupy further time.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: It Is a very im-
portant matter.

The MINISTER, FOR WORKS: A vital
principle is Involved, and a vote should not
be taken until the intention is fully under-
stood. I absolutely refuse to believe that
the Leader of the Country Party cannot see
the nigger in the woodpile. I have been
too long In Parliament with him and have
far too great an appreciation of his ability
to conclude that he cannot see the point.
The original intention of the proviso which
is now in the Bill, when first sug-
gested in this Chamber, evoked a state-
ment from me that I thought I saw some
merit in it, as it was aimed at being a
deterrent to a landlord who wanted to
get rid of a tenant for the sole reason of
obtaining an increased rent.

It was proposed to say, "You have noth-
ing to gain if you put your tenant out
because we shall prevent you from getting
an increased rent from a new tenant unless
You first obtain a determination of the
court." That would be a very definite
deterrent to landlords. It would not
hinder those who wanted to get rid of
tenants for other reasons, but it would
cause any landlord to consider his position
very carefully- He would reason,"If I get
rid of the tenant, I cannot obtain an in-
creased rent without going to the
court, that is, unless I1 get an increase
under the lap." A majority who might
be inclined to give notice would be de-
terred by the proviso from so doing. But
make the amendment that is now sug-
gested, and they need not be worried at all.
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What would stop them before would be
the knowledge that once they Issued the
notice to quit, they would peg their rents
until they went to court. That would be
the effect of the proviso. This is a lot
different. The landlord would know that
at any time he could try his tenant out
without pegging the rent.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: Yes, and the ten-
ant could try him out, too.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No.
Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: Yes, he could.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is

all loaded the landlord's way. We wish
to stop the landlord from trying to coerce
his tenant.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: It outs both ways.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
whole intention of this provision is to deter
landlords from evicting tenants solely for
the purpose of getting an increased rent.
So we can Imagine that a landlord who
had a good tenant would hesitate before
he would evict his tenant and take a
chance with a new one. He would know
that his objective would be frustrated be-
cause this provision would peg his rent;
and it was our objective that landlords
should not take that step because they
could not see much future in it. But if
we make this amendment, the way is wide
open. The landlord could then go to his
tenant and, in an endeavour to get a sub-
stantial increase in rent, could say, "If
you do not agree, I will put you out," hav-
ing at the back of his mind all the time
that after issuing the notice he would let
the tenant try to find alternative accom-
modation. That is precisely what this
amendment will allow. It will permit the
landlord to use the threat of eviction to
get increased rent.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: No.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Of

course it will. Previously he could not do
it because as soon as he issued the notice
of eviction he pegged his rent. There is
the difference.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: Subject to the
court.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 'Under
the original provision, the landlord who
wanted an increase in rent could not go
to the length of issuing an eviction notice
without pegging his rent and making it
difficult to get the increase. It is pretty
obviouis that someone has gone to someone
else and said, "This is no good to land-
lords who want more rent. It is all very
well for you to say that you want to pro-
tect tenants, but what about us? We want
increased rents and you have made it
impossible for us to get them, so water
this down a bit. Make it appear that
you want to help the tenants, but slip this
in and so protect us." IL ask the member
for Stirling to indicate to me how it is
possible to see more merit in this from

the tenant's angle than from the land-
lord's angle. Even if we admit that the
amendment might facilitate a satisfactory
agreement between tenant and landlord.
and allow the tenant to remain in the
house-I think there is some possibility of
that, and it could occur in a few cases--
the weight in this proposal is on the land-
lord's side.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: It does allow the
tenant to try to get his rent reduced.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It allows
of that in the original negotiations be-
tween the landlord and the tenant. When
the landlord wants an increase in rent, he
can say to the tenant, "I am determined
to get an increase. You are a good tenant,
and if you lie to pay this increased rent,
you can stay in the house." There is
plenty of opportunity to bargain before
the landlord goes to the extent of issuing
an eviction notice.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: Not at all.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Of course

there is.
Hon. A. V. R, Abbott: Yes, but this

gives the tenant a wider opportunity be-
cause he can bargain afterwards.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Having
failed to get his tenant to agree to the
increase, the landlord says, "Out you go,"
and he issues the eviction notice which has
the effect of pegging his rent which, of
course, he would not like. The landlord
looks to some way of avoiding that, and
this is it. There is nothing simpler than
this for the landlord who does not like to
think that if he evicts his ten-ant the rent
is pegged. This lets him out. He can
threaten his tenant and say, "I am in
earnest, and even though you have been
in my place for 20 years and have been
a good tenant, I am going to put you out."

When the tenant still does not agree
to the increased rent, the landlord Issues
the notice. Then the tenant has three or
four weeks in which to find other accom-
modation. He goes to all sorts of places,
and then, as the day draws closer to the
time when he is going to be evicted,
because of the tears of his wife and his
worries on account of his family, he says,
"There is only one thing for it. I will
have to agree to this exorbitant rent," and
lhe goes to the landlord and says, "it looks
as if you have got me. I will have to
agree." Then the landlord withdraws the
notice to quit, and is in the clear.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon. mem-
ber's time has expired.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Having listened to
the arguments of the Minister for Housing
and the Minister for Works and having
given the question further consideration.
I think the weight of argument lies with
the Qovernment in regard to this amend-
ment. However. I think there is a case in
relation to the manner in which the notice
to quit is served. An argument could arise
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between the landlord and tenant and the
landlord could carry out his threat, but
after due deliberation they might reach
an agreement, there being regrets on both
sides. The points raised by the Govern-
ment, however, outweigh all that and there
is still recourse to the court, so I feel we
should agree with the Minister for Hous-
ing in regard to this amendment.

Mr. COURT: In view of the arguments
advanced by the Minister for Works I
would like an opportunity to examine the
effect of amendments N~os. 14 and 15 in
relation to No. 16, as the position is more
involved than I originally thought It was.
The matter is too important to be treated
lightly and I take It the Government de-
sires that the measure should be returned
to another Place with the maximum de-
gree of unanimity. It would help ma-
terially in the consideration of this and
subsequent amendments if the Minister
could indicate his attitude towards the
remaining amendments on the notice
paper. It is difficult to dissociate one
part of this measure from another. One
phase of the Bill is protection against
extortionate rent and the other is protec-
tion against eviction.

The Minister for Housing: What amend-
ment are you referring to?

Mr. COURT: I1 think No. 26 will be the
most important as therein lies the other leg
of what we are trying to achieve.

The Minister f or Housing: I am prepared
to accept No. 26 with three small amend-
ments that do not alter the principles con-
tained in it.

Mr. COURT: That helps materially, but
the alterations sought might appear small
to the Minister and large to us.

The Minister for Housing:. I think the
.hon. member will be able to agree readily
with all of them.

Mr. COURT: In the light of that inifor-
mation I ask the Minister to give us more
time to consider this amendment.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I can-
not make this out, as the exact verbiage
of the amendment now before the Com-
mittee appears on a notice paper dated the
30th June, since when five weeks and one
day have elapsed. Presumably some con-
sideration Was given it by the big four
-of the Liberal Party who drafted these
amendments, and therefore its full impact
is well known to them. Because of the
-confusion caused by the Council's amend-
-ments Nos. 14 and 15, 11 was initially in
some doubt as to what No. 16 was about,
but the debate since then has left no doubt
in my mind, and I venture to suggest that
the member for Nedlands, can see the force
of the argument advanced from this side
and now definitely desires counsel with at
least one member of another place, to see
how to extricate himself from the situa-
tion.

Mr. Court: That is not so.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: It is
as plain as a pikestaff that this further
amendment almost completely nullifies
what is sought to be done at the instigation
of the Opposition parties and is now in-
cluded in the Bill in Clause 10. obviously
the Government cannot agree to that pro-
position. The principles involved in it are
now so well appreciated on both sides of
the Committee that I think we could take
a vote on the issue without further delay.

Hon. A. V, R. Abbott: Would the Minis-
ter indicate his attitude on amendment
No. 27.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I will
oppose it when we reach it, and I expect
the whole-hearted support of the mem-
bers of the Opposition because it seeks to
delete their own provision,

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: The amendment
now before us is to some extent an adminis-
trative one. I agree with the Minister for
Works that the argument between tenant
and landlord after notice Is given could be
settled by application to the court. If they
agreed to a fair rent after notice was given,
no doubt the court would confirm it unless
it was ridiculous. The deterrent after
notice still applies even if it is withdrawn
because the whole argument has regard to
rent that would be less than 80 per cent.
of what the court would allow. If the rent
is less than 80 per cent. the tenant cannot
be evicted for 12 months If he applies to
the court. So at least he gets 12 months'
protection.

The Minister for Housing: The Council
has wiped that out.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: I am arguing
on the Bill as it stood and it does not look
as though it will be wiped out because of
the Minister's attitude. It would simplify
matters if this amendment were agreed to
because It gives the tenant that protection.

The Minister for Works: This amend-
ment is dynamite.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: Just a moment!
What the tenant and the landlord are
arguing about is what is a fair rent. If
the amount of the rent determined is less
than 80 per cent. of the amount of rent
being charged, the tenant cannot be dis-
placed for 12 months. But if the rent is
a reasonable one, the tenant goes. So
the tenant, at any time up to the award
of the court, has the right to say whether
the rent is fair or not. If the tenant
knows that he does not have to carry this
to court he can say "No" and the land-
lord gives the notice to quit.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: I want to mention
only two matters and the first is in re-
sponse to the last remarks of the Minister
for Works. Two or three times during the
course of the debate I have expressed the
opinion that this was a matter about which
I was very uncertain and at one stage I
suggested that some outside opinion should
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be obtained In order to guide us, primarily
because I thought the matter was of reat
importance. If the point of view held by.
the Minister for Works is the correct one
it would make the measure quite different
from what I believe was intended. But I
am not able to say that his point of view
is the correct one.

There was substance. I believe, in the
point of view expressed by the member for
Mt. Lawley but I must confess that it is
possible, given the right circumstances,
that the point of view expressed by the
Minister for Works would be correct. So
we are placed in a somewhat difficult posi-
tion and, in my view, the issue has not
been made any easier by the recent
announcement, in answer to the member
for Mt. Lawley, of the Minister for Hous-
ing that he proposes to reject the Legis-
lative Council amendment to delete Clause
19 from the Bill.

If that clause is not to be deleted, it
looks as though the tenant who has had
a notice to quit and intends to obtain
the protection of the proviso to Section
13 of the Act-which is in Clause 10 of
the Bill and which we have been discuss-
ing-will not be in a very good position,
because, having had a notice to quit issued,
I have reason to fear that he will not be
able to apply to the court because of the
provisions of Clause 19. To enable him
to apply to the court the notice to quit
should be out of existence, as members
will see if they read Clause 19. From
that it appears that he cannot make an
application if a notice to quit is in exist-
ence.

So I am rather the more confused in-
stead of the less as I proceed with this
interesting matter. But in conclusion I
would like to state that rarely have I
heard a matter of importance such as this
debated in such a way with no apparent
rancour. Secondly, in view of the doubts
which exist and which I think should be
cleared up, I do not propose to continue
to oppose the Minister's motion in this
matter.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment not agreed to.

No. 17. Clause 10. page 5-Insert after
paragraph (a) a paragraph to stand as
paragraph (b) as follows:-

(b) by adding after the word "section"
being the last word in paragraph
(a) of Subsection (2) the words
"For the purposes of this para-
graph, the expression 'part of pre-
mises which part is leased separ-
ately for residential purposes,'
does not include a self-contained
flat which is completely closed off
and which includes both cooking
and bathing facilities."

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: This
amendment seeks to exclude fiats, of which
there is a definition here inserted, from

the authority of the rent inspector who.
since the 1st January, has been empowered
of his own motion to enter premises for the
purpose of making rent determinations.
I am not enthusiastic about this becaue
experience has shown that tenants are not
very happy about making application to
the court, more especially under present
circumstances, because the lessor knows
perfectly well that it was the lessee who
made the approach. If flats were retained
under the jurisdiction of the rent in-
spector the inspection could be made of his
own motion and not because of any
approach by one of the tenants. There-
fore there would be less tendency
for the lessor to take revenge upon the
unforturnte lessee. I ame disposed to ac-
cept this amendment because overall it
will not make a great deal of difference,
as the degree of protection for tenants
in respect of rentals is so slight that to
change from one authority to another
is perhaps not so vital in view of all the
circumstances. I move-

That the amendment be agreed toD.
Question put and passed; the Council's

amendment agreed to.
No. 18. Clause 10, page 5-Delete para-

graph (b) in lines 28 and 27 and sub-
stitute the following-

(b) by deleting the words 'exceed-
ing twelve months" in the sec-
ond last line of Subsection (3)
and substituting the words "of
two years or more."

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: By
an earlier amendment, premises subject
to a lease of three years or longer were
entirely removed from the Act. In this
amendment it is proposed-anid I under-
stand it was accepted by the Chief Sec-
retary-that with leases in excess of two
years, the right to approach the court
for a determination of the rental, after
that lease has been signed, shall be waived.
Imove-

That the amendment be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's

amendment agreed to.
Nc, 19. Clause 13-Delete.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: This

amendment follows the same pattern as
those discussed earlier, by which the Leg-
islative Council seeks to embody certain
provisions in the one section, instead of
under a number. This has the effect of
removing the definition of "Court" from
one section of the Act and placing it in
another. I move-

That the amendment be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's

amendment agreed to.
No. 20.
No. 2 1.
No. 22.
No. 23.

Clause 14-Delete.
Clause 16-Delete.
Clause 16-Delete.
Clause 17-Delete.
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The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: These
amendments seek to remove from the Act.
as we knew it prior to the 1st May this
year, those special provisions relating to
a person who sought to obtain possession
of premises for his own use or for his
near relatives, and, if certain requirements
were fulfilled, the possession would be
automatic. Further, the section. which
refers to what one might term "bad ten-
ants." under which the court could auto-
matically grant a notice to quit if the
case went against the tenant, is also af-
fected.

When the measure was last before the
Chamber, I indicated the attitude of the
Government and the fairness of the pro-
visions in the Bill. It seems, however,
that the Legislative Council is adamant
that, in all cases, whether there be rea-
sons or niot, the owner of Premises should
have the right to indiscriminate eviction
after giving 28 days' notice to the tenant.
All I can do it to protest against the un-
fairness of the amendment. I fear, how-
ever, that there is no alternative but for
the Government to accept the proposals
submitted by the Legislative Council.

Throughout all the discussions on the
Bill, the Government has not tried to
hitch its wagon to some sort of ideal
or philosophy, but has been doing its
best, as far as is necessary, to protect
families from the bleak possibility of evic-
tion, where, in fact, such eviction would
serve no useful purpose to the landlord.
To give the landlord the right to evict
people who are good tenants and who look
after the place and pay their rent regu-
ladly, although he does not require the
premises for himself or any member of
his family, is criminal, because by so
doing he will dislocate the whole life
of a family completely, merely because
of a whim or fancy on his part.

In the eyes of some people, human
rights count for nought, but the sacred
rights of property are paramount, and
that seems to be the attitude of the major-
ity in another place. In view of all that
has been said and recorded in parliament-
ary debates, the members of the Legislative
Council must surely be aware of the posi-
tion and they must be adopting an adam-
ant point of view only because they are ob-
stinate and wish to adhere to a. principle
or policy, rather than consider the needs of
the situation. If that is their viewpoint,
there will be Precious little in this legisla-
tion as amended, but in the eyes of the

g overnment, no matter how poor and
jaltry the completed measure might be, it
is considered that it is better to accept
that, rather than to allow the present in-
tolerable position to continue and develop
still further. I move-

That amendments Nos. 20 to 23 be
agreed to.

Before resuming my seat, I express again
the sincere hope that as the Government,
with the greatest reluctance, Is giving
away so much, surely in the name of all
that is reasonable, we are entitled to ex-
pect that the Legislative Council will leave
at last a few of the remaining clauses in
the Bill which the Government regards
as absolutely essential to bolster up, to
some extent, what will be, when all is con-
cluded, a very weak measure indeed.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: Whereas I am
supporting the amendment, I cannot let
an oration like that which we have just lis-
tened to pass without some comment. If
the Minister does not approve, let him dis-
agree with the amendment.

Hon. .J. B. Sleeman: Let him go into
it.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: That is the
proper thing to do, not to make an at-
tack on the Legislative Council and de-
clare that because of the weakness of this
House we cannot resist the amendment.
His remarks were most objectionable.

The Minister for Housing: Is that not
the position?

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: There are such
things as conferences. I do not think the
Legislative Council is so unreasonable.

The Premier: We will discuss that on
the Constitution Acts Amendment Bill.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: If this House
is to be turned into a debating society
for an attack on the Upper House at every
stage of the proceedings, it is very poor
conduct. After all, it is charged with a re-
sponsibility just as the Minister has a re-
sponsibility. The Minister is not always
right, nor is the Government, the Opposi-
tion, or the Legislative Council. But they
have the right to express their views and
not be chided in language used by the Min-
ister, "miserable this and miserable that".

The Premier: I think members of the
Legislative Council are anxious to know our
views on their amendment.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: I feel that I
cannot let those words go unchallenged.

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN: I cannot agree
with the statement of the Minister. He
said it was criminal and all he could do
was to protest. That is a policy of despair.
The member for Mt. Lawley said this mat-
ter could be fixed up in a conference. it
will not be fixed up in a conference if I
have any say. We should tell the Legis-
lative Council in good Australian language
that there will be no conference. I trust
even now that the Minister, after having
made a speech on behalf of the poor suf-
fering people about to be evicted, will not
agree to the amendments. it is a policy
of despair and all we can do is protest!
What is the good of that? We should dis-
agree and fight themn to Lhe very last.



(ASSEMBLY.]

The b[INISTER FOR HOUSING; I do
not suggest for one moment that the Legis-
lative Council is criminal. I think a ter-
rible thing has been done by putting for-
ward these amendments. Neither the Gov-
ernment nor I like them a bit, but, being
practical1 we realise that unless we follow
this course, however distasteful, the whole
Bill would go by the board. There is
nothing wrong in pointing out to members
opposite and their supporters and to the
Public generally where the Government
stands.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: I can understand
the Minister at heart not wishing to accept
the amendments, but, if he holds the view
that he has just expressed, in the manner
it was expressed and as strongly as he did.
there is one obvious course open, which
does not involve a conference at this stage.
That is to take the course suggested by
the member for Fremantle and move that
the amendment be disagreed with. The
Government has the numbers, and the Bill
would then go back to another place where
the amendments could be insisted on or
not. If the amendments are not insisted
on, the Minister will have his way. If the
amendments are insisted on, then if the
Minister wants to take the course he now
suggests, he will have the opportunity of
doing so.

It seems to me that he is spending a
good deal of his time in vilifying the Legis-
lative Council on this subject before the
measure has been returned to it. We all
know perfectly well there can be no sug-
gestion of a conference unless the Legis-
lative Council insists on the amendments.
If there is another occasion when the
necessity arises, we can take the course he
now proposes. To say all the things he
said of the Legislative Council in one
breath, and in the next to give neither the
Legislative Council nor himself the addi-
tional opportunity which Is afforded by the
Standing Orders of both Houses to further
discuss this matter, seems to me to be an
extraordinary attitude.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING; I must
say something on that. The member for
Stirling is not quite as naive as he would
make us believe. I have discussed these
amendments at some length, with the ex-
ception of one, with the Chief Secretary,
who has a pretty goad idea of the attitude
of the Legislative Council. The proposi-
tions embodied in these amendments have
been before the Legislative Council about
seven or eight times. In the name of all
that is reasonable, surely one can appre-
ciate that the Legislative Council is
adamant, and that, no matter what the
circumstances may be, unless there is an
agreement to the contrary, the 28 days'
notice shall be given and shall, with minor
exceptions, he automatic!I This is a matter
of being realistic in our approach. I am
proposing to accept the amendments, not
because I like them, but because of the
alternative, which is to lose the whole
measure.

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

Ayes .... .... .- .. 24

Majority for .. 13

Ayes.
Mr. Abbott
Mr. Ackland
Mr. Brand
Dame F. CardeUl-Oliver
Mr. Court
Mr. Graham
Mr. Hawke
Mr. W. Hegney
Mr. Hoar
Mr, Hutchinson
Mr. Kelly
Mr. Lawrence

Mr. Manning
Sir Ross MeLarty
Mr. NIMMO
Mr. North
Mr. Norton
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Oldfleld
Mr. Owen
Mr. Perkins
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Yates
Mr. May

(Teller.;
Noes.

Mr. Andrew Mr. Johnson
Mr. Brady Mr. Mocnhloch
Mr. Doney Mr. Sleeflal
Mr. Heal Mr. watts
Mr. Hill Mr. Rhatigan
Mr. Jamieson (Teller.)
Question thus passed; the Council's

amendments agreed to.
No. 24. Clause 18, page 8-Delete the

words "Sections twenty A and" In line 27
and substitute the word "Section".

No. 25. Clause 18, page 8-Delete the
word "are" in line 28 and substitute ilhe
word "i"

The MINISTER F OR HOUSING:
Amendment No. 24 will have the effect of
leaving Section 20A in the Act and rewrit-
ing Section 20B as appearing in amend-
ment 'No. 26. Amendment No. 25 is con-
sequential to correct the grammar. I
move-

That amendments Nos. 24 and 25 be
agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council'
amendments agreed to.

Progress reported.

B1ILL-rUBLIC WORKS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Returned from the Council without
amendment.

House adjourned at 6.15 p.m.


