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State Houslng Act Amendment, 2r.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 215
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

FREE DENTAL SERVICE. -

Ax to Indigent Persons und Pensioners
on Goldfields.

Mr. STYANTS {on notice) asked the
Minister representing the Minister for
Health :

(1) What were the facililies available,
until recently, at the Kalgoorlie Hospital to
give free dental service to indigent persons
and pensioners?

(2) Is it true that the dentists of the
Eastern Goldfields are unwilling to carry on
this work unless they reeeive the current
rates for it?

(3) Can anything be done to provide this
¢lass of person on the Goldfields with free
dental serviee on a basis comparable to that
operating in Perth?

The HONORARY MINISTER replied:

{1} Impressions were made by dentists
and the plates were made hy the Dental
Hospital in Perth.

(2) Yes.

(3) Negotiations are proceeding with the
Australian  Dental  Assoelation  (W.A.
Braneh).

CO-OPERATIVE BULK HANDLING,

LTD.
As to Tabling Papers re North Fremantle
Facilities.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN (on notice) asked
the Minister for Agriculture:

(1} In view of the promise given by him
in the T.egislative Assembly on 13th August

that he wounld make

available early for their firm's costs.
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perusal the papers concerning the arrange-
ments made between the State Government
and Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd. in
connection with the operation by the latter
of the Government’s Bulk Handling faeili-
ties at North Fremantle, why has he not
tabled the papers?

{2) Will he now table the papers?

The MINISTER replicd: '

{1) Because negotiations were not com-
pleted.

(2) Yes. 5

a

BILL—PUBLIC TRUSTEE ACT
AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. E. H H, HALL (Geraldton)
[220]: T secured the adjournment of this
debate, Mr. Speaker, in order-that T-might
bring to the notice of the House and of the
Attorney General a matter that I have in
mind. Perhaps when the Attorncy Genernl
replies he will be able to supply me with
information, which may also bring cnlight-
enment to other members. Do the charges
lnid down in the parvent Aet, under which
the Public Trustee operates, entitle him to
the same rate of payment as is charged by
outside solicitors for obtaining prohate?
My reason for asking this question is that
in 1935 an old friend of mine died, having
previously appointed me his executor, . He
was in a humble walk of life and, in faet,
was in receipt of the old age pension. When
he died his estate was worth £183.

1 thought it advisable to secure the ser-
viees of a lawyer, in order to obtain pro-
hate, and T consulted a reputable firm of
solieitors in the city. Their fees for admin-
istering that estate—there were twelve pay-
ments made—amounted to £30 13s. 94. 1T
was astounded at those charges and I went
to the Master of the Supreme Courf, with
the idea of having the costs taxed. I found
that T would bLe required to go through a
great deal of red tape. "When the money

. had been paid out the solicitors had an

amount of £8 7s. 3d. still in hand and,
although they had already helped themselves,
through their hill of costs, to £24 6s. 6d,,
they thought that the £8 7s. 3d. wns of no
vse to anybody, and they put it down to
I think it is time the
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Attorney General gave bis attention fo mat-
ters of this sort in order that there may be
some real supervision, even over reputable
firms of solicitors in the eity, who can charge
such a sum to administer an estate valued
at only £183.

MR, FOX (Sonth Fremantle) {2.22]: 1
have had eases, like the one referred to by
the member for (Geraldton, that were dealt
with at the Supreme Court. If the hon.
memher had gone to the prohate officers
at the eourt, they would have put the
e=tate through and simply levied the charges
ineidental to the Probate Court fees on the
property, which would have amounnted to
L ¢2 or €3, That would apply to all estates
of a value of under £300. Most memhers
representing  metropolitan  constitnencies
had quite a numhber of such eases to deal
with during the yesr. Many concern pen-
sioners ' who have left, possibly, a honse
that wenld not he worth so very much be-
fore bnilding cosfs rose-—possibly the ae-
tual eoxt of the dwellings has not visen a
ayeat deal-—and in vespeet of all such
estates up to €300, the authorities admin-
i~ter them free of eost from the standpoint
of lexal expenses and the only eharges levied
would he the court fees applieable in all in-
stanees,  In addition, there would he the
tiansfer foes incurred through the Land
Titles Office, but these would be very small.
Tt 1s not diffienlt to put such estates throngh
for probate if one goes to the officials of
the Supreme Court. T suggest to the At-
torney (ieneral that he might consider in-
ereasiny to £300 or £300 the wmaximum
amonnt of an estate that may be attended
to by the Supreme Court officials,

Hon. A. H, Panton: You will be stavving
the lawyers soon!

Mr. FOX: That would not mean a great
deal heeause the Pensions Department al-
lows a pensioner to own a house of a value
up ta £1,000. T do not think it would be
asking too much of the Government to per-
mit the Supreme Comrt officials to help cxe-
eutors to put such estates through free of
charge, apart from the court fees. Inci-
dentally, I desire to pay a tribute to the
officials of the Supreme Court for the
eourtesy they have always extended to me.
I have found them very helpful, and they
render assistanec in every possible way.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
R. MeDonald—West  Perth—in  reply)

[ASSEMBLY.]

[2.25]: I was very glad to hear from th
member for South Fremantle his acknow
ledgment of the assistance rendered hy th
officinls of the Supreme Court.

Hon. A. II. Panton: They have alway.
been of assistance, and are very good in
deed.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I shall I
glad to convey the hon. member’s acknow
ledement to the officials. 1 will conside
the sngzestion made hy him as to increas
ing the amount at which what are de
seribed as small estates may be administerec
throngh the Supreme Court. The Ministe:
tor Education, when sitting as member fm
Katanning, introdueed an amendment te
the Sopreme Court Aet upder which the
smaller estates might be dealt with Ty
country registrics. The object was to pro.
vilde further assistance to those in our re
moter areas lo have small estates wound
up with a minintum of expense.

With regard to the matter mentionl hy
the member for Geraldton and the charges
that were made, I would he very much
obliged to him if he would provide me with
a copy of the hHill. T will have it examined
and see whether anything can be done, I
understood from him that he made an in-
yuiry as to how the charges imposed by
the PPublie Trustee eompared with tho~e of
the private trustee companies. T have nnt
hefore me the detailed charges of the Pub-
liv Trustee, which are preseribed by regu-
Yation, The Act provides the maximnm
charges which that official ean make., TPri-
vate trustees base their actunl charees on
a sliding seale up to 2'% per cent, of the
corpus of an estate. From my recollee-
tion, the charges of the Publiec Trustee
are in line with those of the private trustee
companies. Tt would not like to say that
positively at the moment because T have
not looked at the reguiations under the
Publie Trustee Act for some time.

Hon. E. H, H. Hall: Is there any cheek
upon a private firm of solicitors?

The ATTORNEY GEXNERAL: With re-
speet to private firms that undertake the
administration of an estate, one check is
that mentioned by the hon. member him-
xelf, namely, the right of people to have
the bill of costs taxed. There is a further
check lhat provides, under the term~ of
the Administration Aect, that aceountx of
an executor must he filed with the court.
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They are examined by the Master or Deputy
Master and if he-observes any extortionate
charge, it would be within his power to
query the amount debited against the
vstate concerned.

Hon. E, H. H, Hall: That would b= done
in the instanc¢e I referred to.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It is not
done invariably, bhecause with respect to
the smaller estates it is regarded as pre-
ferable not to' put the accounts through the
court as the cost of -classification of
particulars regarding them and passing
the aceounts would represent more than the
cetates could justify, I shall be pleased to
examine the particalar account referred to
by the member for Geraldton and ascertain
what the position really is. As I mentioned
when I introeduced the Bill, it is a machin-
ery measure that had received the considera-
tion of my predecessor, the member for
Kanowna, when he was Minister for Justice.
1t ineludes a number—I think I eould say
it contains most of them—of the amend-
ments fo which he gave consideration and
I think would have received his approval
in due course,

One or two of the
lhe had under consideration have not
been included in the Bill at this june-
ture, including the question of whether the
staff of the Puble Trustee should be under
the Public Serviee Aet as they now are, or
should be taken away from the jurisdiction
of that Aect and be a separate staff body
under the Public Trustee and the Minister,
comparable with the case of the Rural and
Industries Bank. I gave some eonsideration
to the matter in view of the references
appenring on the file, but at this stage I do
not feel in a position to recommend to the
Honse one way or the other. There are
argnments both ways, but I will undertake

amendments that

to give the matter further consideration. In .

this Bill T confined myself to the amend-
ments which T thonght desirable in the ‘in-
terests of cheaper administration and
thereby lower charges for the people who
go to the Public Trustec.

1 should like to say that, although the
Public Trust Office has only recenily been
established, it has shown progress, and the
fiznres may be of interest to the House, In
1942-43 the assets controlled by the Public
Trust Office totalled £563,000 and in 1946-
47 that total had rvisen to £1,116,000 or an
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increase of more than 100 per cent. In
194243 the number of wills prepared by
the oflice was 321 and in 1946-47 the number
was 814 or nearly three times the total
of four years previously. The staff has’
increased from 24 in 1942-43 to 58 in
1946-47.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a‘second time.
In Committee.

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

BILL—-TRAFTIC ACT
AMENDMENT.
In Committee.
Mr.
for

Resumed from the previous day.
Perkins in the Chair; the Minister
Laocal Government in charge of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN : Progress was reported
after Clause 4 had been agreed to.

Clause 5—Amendment of Seetion 22:

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENT: When replying to the second
reading dehate, I underfook that certain
matters raised by members, particularly by
the member for Northam, would receive
consideration. The first of them was the
matter dealt with in Clause 5 authorising
the Commissioner of Police to refuse to
grant an applieant a license for driving a
passenger vehicle without stating any
ground for the refusal, and the hon.
member took ¥he objection that it would be
impossible for a rejected applieant to
appeel to the resident magistrate if he
was unaware of the reasonm why his appli-
cation had been rejected. I saw some sub-
stanee in the point and propose to move
an amendment which is designed to over-
come the objection and which is in accord-
ance with my own views.

The proposal in the Bill is not a new
one in that I found on the file that, on the
23rd May, 1946, the member for Northam,
as Minister for Works, recommended to
Cabinet a series of amendments to the
Act, one of which was to give authority to
the Commissioner of Police to refuse a
passenger driver’s license to persons con-
sidered to be of bad repute or unfit to man-
age snch vehicles, and provision was made
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for an appeal to the magistrate against the,

deeision of the Commissioner. That is the
exact proposal in the Bill, so I think I may
be excused for failing to anticipate an ob-
jection by the hon. member in this regard,
although now he has made it, I am pre-
pared to amend the clause in a manner of
which I have aequainted him and to which
I think he agrees. I move an amendment—
That the proviso be struck out with a view
to inserting the following words in lien:—
Provided further that in the ease ot an
application to drive a passenger vehicle, but
subjeet to the right of appeal mentioned jn
Subsection (i) of this gertion, the Commis.
sioner of Police may, from time to time, by
notice in writing disclosing his reasons, re-
fuse to grant a driver’s license to the apphi-
cant, or suspend or cancel any such driver’s
license after its issue.

From inguiries I have made, I bhave ascer-
fained that it would be unheard of merely
to reject an applieation for a license without
giving the applicant an opportunity to be
heard by the Commissioner or inspector in
charge of traffiec.  In somewhat similav
cases the praectice has been, and would heve
been in this ease, for the applicant to have
the reasons explained to him orally and te
be given an opportunity to make any state-
ment, but it is more desirable that notice in
writing  diselosing  the  Commissioner's
reasons should be made available to the
applicant.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I can quite un-
derstand the Minister’s anxiety to find some
justifieation for the eclause as printed. I
can also imagine how carefully he scarched
cach page of cvery departfental file in the
hope of finding some slight shred of justifi-
vation for the clause. The portion of the
file which he quoted in iny opinion does not
justify the clause as it appears in the Bill.
The file mentions the words “any person of

bad repute,” but the elause does not vse the *

words “of bad repute” at all. Tt states that
the Commissioner of Police may, subject to
the right of appeal mentioned in Subseetion
5, refuse to grant a driver’s license to the
applieant, or may at any time suspend or
cancel any such driver’s license. The elause
therefore proposed to give to the Commis-
sioner of Police absolute right, on his own
initiative, to refuse a license to drive a pas-
senger bus without giving any grounds at all
and whether the person applying was of
good or had repute.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Had the previous Government taken |
this matter it would not have inserted such
clause giving the Commissioner of Poliec
wide a power, without affording the pers
refused a license a right of appeal to
ma'gistratc. The amendment greatly improx
the clause, but does not overcome all the o
jections to it which I raised at the secom
reading stage. It does not remove entire
the risk that an applicant refused a licen
by the Commissioner of Police might o
the job which was offered to him before
could take his appeal to the magistrate ai
have it decided.

The Minister for Local Goveroment: Y.
can find no solution for that.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWEKE: It would
difficult to overcome that disability unless
were possible to draft the amendment in su
a way as to provide that the appeal won
he heard imediately, or almost immediate]
following its ledgment. However, I do »
propose to pursue that point, as [ agree wi
the -Minister that there are many practic
difficulties in the way of drafling a pr
teetive amendment which would ensure th
such persons would not be subjected to ¢
risk of losing employment oflered to tha

Mr. Rodoreda: Are tramn drivers m
trolley-bus drivers ineluded in the elause?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I think nc
That is a point I want to raise when.t!
Committee is dealing with the sucecedit
clause. 1 support the amendment as in n
opinion it substantially improves the clous

Amendment {to strike out words} put ar
passed.

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOVER]
MENT: I now move an amendment—
That the following proviso be insertmd
liey of the proviso struck cut:—*'Drovidi
further that in the ease of an application
drive a passenger vehicle, but subjeet to ti

right of appeal mentioned in Suh.section (7

of this section, the Commissioner of Polii

muy from time to time, by notice in writix
disclgsing his reasons, refuse to granmt
driver’s Heense to the appliennt, or suspex

or eancel any such driver’'s livease after i

issue. '’

Mr. MARSHALL: T do not know wheth
the ditfienlty ean be overcome, hut I poir
out to the Commiftee that we are dealing wii
a partienlar scetion of drivers entirely diffe
ent from other vehicle drivers in any part «
the State. As our capital city becomes mor
congested from the point of view of cote
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transport, the probability is that we shall
have more omnibus drivers figuring in acei-
dents. I desive the Committee to note two
aspects. The driver of an omnibus is not
always conveniently eireumstanced to comply
with the traffic laws. Some omnibuses are
so constructed that if a driver wishes to stop
his bus at an intersection, he eannot comply
with the law because he cannot put his hand
out to indicate to oncoming traffic that he
proposes to stop. This action enn be taken
by drivers of motorears and drivers of
vehieles earrving goods. Therefore the driver
of an omnibus is somewhat handieapped. 1
cannot say whether there is any mechanism
on the omnibus which would give the driver
a chanee of indicating to those following him
that he intended to stop.
Hon, F. J. 8. Wise:
have that attachment.

Mr. MARSHALL: There may be some,
bul the point is there is no regulation com-
pelling omnibus owners to instal them. For
some Lime to eome, our omnibus drivers will
probably be severely handieapped. I know
of one ¢nse in which the driver distinetly
stated that he did his best to indicate what
he was going to do. He displayed as much
ol his hand as could be protruded, but the
oncoming driver was not aware of it and
crashed into the back of the bus. The driver
of the omnibus was fined. When an omni-
bus i5 so eonstrueted that the driver eannot
]mfislbl\ comply with the law, should he be
penalised?  When a bus is so conveniently
huilt that the driver ean indicate what he
is going to do, no one desites to proiect
him on his failing to give that indieation.

Another aspect of the matter is that omni-
hus drivers and motormen on the frams are
under an obligation to keep to schedule;
whereas drivers of other vehicles are not
in that position. Tf omnibus drivers or tram
motormen lose a few minutes in passing
over an intersection—and when passing
through the city they may be held up at
several suel intersections—they have to
miake up that time or be ealled upon to
explain why they arve late. They are likely
to be penalised for not keeping te schedule.
The Transport Board demands that the pri-
vately-owned bus shall run to schedule and
here we find the same objectionable feature.
If the driver fails to keep up to schedule
he is likely to find himself unemployed.

Mr. Yates: A reasonable time is allowed
in the schedule for that to be dgne.

Some English cars
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My. MARSHALL: If a driver makes up
the time and escapes being involved in an
accident he is all right; but if in his en-
deavour to make up lost time in order to
preserve his employment he figures in an
accident, he is all wrong. If that happens
two or three times the Commissioner of
Police may suggest that he is incompetent
and deny him the right to 2 livelihood as
an omnibus driver. That does not apply to
the taxis and privately-owned cars and
goods vehieles that traverse our roads. They
can lose a few montents and it does not mat-
ter very much. I hope the Commissioner of
Police will be particularly sympathetic in
the administration of this measure or many
worthy men will be denied the right of fol-
lowing an oeccupation in which they have
heen engaged all their working lives, simply
because they have been obliged to get up
speed to comply with one law and in the
process have fonnd themselves in the un-
fortunate position of having hroken another
law.

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOVERN
MENT: To hear the member for Murchison
onc would imagine that the Commissioner of
Police and his principal officers were ogres
or something of that kind, without any
howels of ecompassion or any idea of merey
or sweet veasonableness, I do not think any
member of this Chamber has any reason to
believe that those offieers will exercise a
power of this nature—subject, incidentally,
to a right of appeal to a resident magistrate,
in which ease they would have to disclose
the reasons why they exereised it—in a man-
ner caleulated to do the things the hon.
member indicated,

I would suggest there are a great many
powers in a great many Bills, some of which
were introdueed by the hon. member himself,
which, if cxercised by sadistie persons, would
result in the sort of thing he suggested;
but which, exercisad by reasonable men of
the type T believe are to be found in the
Police Foree of this State, are likely to he
exercised in a manner which is verv reason-
able and proper. But deprive them alto-
zether of this power, and when there is a
ense where the most awful cirenmstances
exist and where there has heen the most
chronje negligence, or perhaps something
even worse, they would not have the right
to prevent sueh a person from having a
license to drive a passenger vehicle. Al
members will realise that the membgr for
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Murchison is usnally extremely well-halanced
in his arguments. I would suggest to him
that we should have a trv at this. If in
the future there is a deliberate attempt un-
reasonably te keep a man from his occupa-
tion merely hecause he has committed some
minor misdemeanour in regard to the traf-
fir laws, I wonld be prepared to stand up
with the hon. member.

Mr. MARSHALL: I hope the Minister
will not beecome heated about the matter.
I said T could not see any possibility of
amending the amendment, but it seemed to
me that the Committee were regarding these
amendments from the point of view of the
driver of an ordinary vehicle, without rea-
lising that we foree omnibus drivers to do
certain things hy law. T do not take any
exception to the amendment, hut merely ask
that serious consideration be given the mat-
ter hefore these men are penalised. If a
case such as the Minister mentioned came
hefore the Commissioner of Police, he would
naturally take serious aetion, and I do not
think any member would ohject to that.
But there is every possibility in the prevail-
ing cireamstances for cerfain individuals to
be very seriously penalised—to the extent,
perhaps, of losing their means of livelihood.

Amendment (to insert words) put and
passed ; the elanse, as amended, agreed to.

Clanse 6—Amendment of Seetion 30:

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENT: I wish to move to strike out
the words “a subsection” whieh appear in
the second line with a view to jnserting the
word “subsections”. That js necessary be-
canse of a further amendment I wish to
move. Perhaps T had better inform the
Committee at this stage what the other
amendment is, It refers to a provision fur-
ther on in the Bill dealing with the convic-
tion of a driver of a vehicle in respect of
driving to the danger of the public and
negligent driving as contemplated by Sec-
tion 30 of the Aect. It was feared that if
such a person was an employee, the magis-
trate, unless so directed to do, would not
take into eonsideration the faet thnt he
might be liable, in effect, to a double
penalty. Therefore the amendment I pro-
pose to move later is to add a new subsce-
tion as follows—

¢4 (4) Where any person convieted of an

offence under this section is an employee, the
court in deciding what penalty, if any, it

[ASSEMBLY.]

should inflict upon sueh persen, shall take

into consideration any punishment proved to

have been already inflicted upon sueh persou
by his employer in relation to the cireum
stunces coustituting such offence.’’

The CHAIRMAN: Ovder! I point out
that the amendment to strike out the words
“a subsection™ with a view to inserting the
word “subsections” iz really consequential
on the Minister's further amendment. Tf
the Minister suceceds in getting his further
amendment, the alteration of (hose wards
will be vonsequential, whereas it the Minis-
ter does not succeed with his further
amendment, we will then have to alter the
wording hack te what it is now.

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENT: Tu those -eireumstances 1 will
not move the amendment.

Hon, J. B. SLEEMAN: I do not think
it is right that tranmars should come under
the heading of vehicle in this Bill,  The
driver of a tram should not be brought
under the supervision of the Commissioner
of Police, It secms to me that the Com-
missioner of Police ean deal with the regis-
tration of a tramear driver in the sume
way as he ean with others.

The Minister for Loeal Government: No,
it has nothing to do with it.

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN: Explain what
it is. .

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL (iOV-
ERNMENT: This amendment deals with
Seetion 30 of the Aet which provides thal
if any person drives a vehicle on & roud
recklessly or negligently, or at a speed or
in a manner whieh is dangerous to the
public, having regard to all the ecircum-
stancos of the case, including the nature,
condition, and use of the road and to the
amount of traffic which actually is at the
time, or which might reasonably be ex-
pected to be, on the road, that person shall
be guilty of an offence under this Act.
Therefore, this clause will apply only lo
the right to apprehend a person in charge
of such a vehicle as is included in the
clanse mentioned by the member for Fre-
mantle, if that person drives furiously, neg-
ligently, or to the danger of the public. Tt
will have nothing to do with the question
of license fees or licenses.

Mr. RODOREDA: Subsection (2} of
Section 30,provides that any member of the
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Police Foree may apprehend without wai-
rant the driver of any vehicle who com-
mits an offence under this section within
his view, if he refuses to give his name and
address, or if he does mnot produce his
liceuse on demand, or if the vchicle does
not bear the preseribed nomber plate. That
snbseelion refers to “any vehicle” and that
will include, it this measure is passed, a
tram  or  Arvelley-bui.  The elause will,
therefore, give the police power to appre-
hend, without wavrant, any tram or trolley-
bus driver. 1 do not know whether the
Minister bas given *considerafion to that
aspeet.

The MINISTER FOR TLOCAL GOV.
ERNMENT: I am advised that in this Act
there is no provision for the driver of such
vehicles to require a license or the vehicles
n uumber plate. There cannot he a demand
to produre something that is not required.
Therefore it is unnecessary to amend the
section because it will have applieation only
{o those persons who have to carry drivery
livenges or the vehieles which need number
plates,

Mr. RODOREDA: 1 do not know that
| am satisfied with that explanation. 1t
seenrs a slipshod way of drafting Bills, T
amn not at logperheads with the Minister's
intentions, but T do not think 2 policeman
shomld be entitled to apprehend a man for
not having a.license if the man is not re-
quirved to have one.

The MINXISTER FOR LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENT: 1 will have the matter looked
into and if I find the slightest rcason to
agree to the hon. member's suggestion T will
have an amendment moved in another place,

Hon. A. R, G. HAWKE: The Minister
might easily overcome this trouble by word-
ing the clause to deal with only Subseetion
(1) of Seetion 30. If that were done it
would QOmplete]y eut out any possibility of
diffienlty or confusion arising under Sub-
seetion {2). The Minister has told us that
Subsection (2) could not apply in the diree-
fion mentioned, and I am not able to see
that it can apply very well, anyway.

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENT: I am indebted to the member
for Northam, but to he quite truthful the
same iden had oceurred to me. The rea-
son T did not adopt it when replying to the
member for Roebourne was that T felt there

663

might be cireumstances in which it would
be necessary to apprehend a driver, not for
not having a license, or a number plate, but
becanse of negligent driving.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: You could not do
it, except under Bubsection (2).

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENT: That is why I suzgested I
would have the matter examined and an
additional amendmoent moved in another
place if it were necessary, That would be
better than simply excluding the provisions
of Subsection (2), which would ent out the
right of a police officer to apprehend if he
wisheq to.

Mr, Redoreda: You admit he can do so.

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOY-
ERNMENT: Under the elause the driver
of a tram could not be apprehended for not
having a license, or’for not having the pre-
geribed number plate, which I say does not
apply. We do not desire to make a joke of
the Police TForce. IF the police are given
duties to perform they must be given rights
under which to perform them. T think mem-
bers will ngree that in the greal majority
of cases the rights given are wisely aml pro-
perly used. I therefore do not think we
ghould strike ont Suhsection (2), as hax
heen suggested. I bave already undertaken
to have a suitable amendment moved if the
circumstances appear, on further inquiry,
to warrant it.

Mr. Rodoredn: I think we are both agreed
that amendment is reecssary.

Mr. FOX: T think {rnms should he re-
moved altogether from these provisions.
They run on fixed tracks, as do the trains.
Many of our streeis are narrow and people
are in the hahit of parking cars on the side
of the road slong tram routes. I think the
trams should be given preeedence in passing
parked ears. A motorist travelling in one
“direction may meet a tram going in the other
direction, and Doth vehicles may have to
pass a parked car. Which should give way?

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: The motorist is
forced to give way.

Mr. FOX: It happens dozens of times
every day and I think trams should be given
the right-of-way under those eireumstances.
T bave seen many such cases, where accidents
would have ocenrred had the fram drivers
not been eareful. T know there are careful
motorear “drivers, but there are also some that
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are very reckless, Perhaps we might also
include the vailways. What right has a rail-
way train to pass over a ¢rossing?

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: To get to the other
side.

Mr FOX: T hope that trams will he ex-
cluded from the provisions of the Bill.

Mr, STYAXTS: I favour the propesal to
bring the drivers of hoth trams and trolley-
buses under the. provisions of the Bill, as 1
have seen somp flagrant. hreaches of the safe-
driving regulations hy drivers of hoth these
classes of vehiele. ) do not want it to he
inferred that I think all the drivers come
within that eategory. The vast majority of
tram and trolley-bus drivers are carve-
ful and anxious to avoid placing the
driver of any other vebiele in a
hazardous  position,  but  there  are
a few that 1 think should be made to take
tull responsibility fov their actions. Troliey-
bus drivers frequently commit breaches of
safe-driving rules on our roads. Some of
them are in the hahit of blocking intersee-
tions, 1 helicve that in 25 per cent. of eases
on the Wembley run they overshoot the
interseelion and block the traffie. The cir-
cumstance paised by the member for South
Fremantle, as to who should give way, is
prohably responsible for some accidents at
present. [f tram drivers are brought under
the provisions of the .\ect, as proposed in
the Bill, they will know where they stand,
just as do the drivers of motor vehieles. -

I come now to the point raised by the
member for Murehison in relation te omni-
bus drivers. It applies also to tram and
trolley-bus drivers, TFrom where a tram
driver sits he cannot give a proper indica-
tion of his intention to stop, and that ap-
plies, in lesser degree, to the drivers of
trollev-buses. Without leaning right over
and either partly ar wholly lesing control
of his steering gear, a trolley-bus driver
cannot give the stop signal in the manner
preseribed hy the Police Department—that
is with the arm raised horizontally. He
may be able to put his arm partly out of
the window and give an indifferent signal
to turn, but he eannot give a proper indi-
cation of his intention to stop. If we
bring tram and trollev-bus drivers under
the Traflie Act it will be essential to make
rezu'ations under which to provide mechani-

eal menns of indicating the intention to

stop or ‘turn.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. MARSHALL: The amendment pro-
poses to hring under the supervision of the
police, for the first time, the drivers of
tram-motors, tramears and frolley-buses.
Buch authority is not given to the police
in the parent Act, but it is proposed to
give it hy means of the amendment moved
by the Minister for Local (Government. 1f
that provision hecomes law the drivers of

Ssuch vehiecles, will, for the first time, be
subjeet to the same provisions as apply to
all other vebicle drivers on the road.

The Minister for Loeal Government: Not
quite. It will apply only to Sections 30 and
A1 of the Traffic Aet, which have refer-
ence to negligent, dangerous and drunken
drivine, There is no intention to make them
subject to all the provisions of the Act.

Mr, MARSHALL: Can anyone define
the reckless deiving of a tram?

The Chief Secretary: Execessive speed.

Mr. MARSHALL: Apart from applying
the ¢urrent or cutting it off, the drivers
ean do little. and they are already hemmed
in hy regulations against reckless and neg-
liwent driving. There are regulations eon-
trolling every driver of n State-owned
vehiele, and  sueh drivers ave liable to
severe punishment. )

Mr. Craham: Who polices those regula-
tions?

Mr. MARSHALIL: There is an army of
insnectors, who constantly supervise the
drivers. Members must have noticed the
inspeetors in  every suburh where Stato-
owned transport operates,

Mr. Fox: They check tickets,

3Mr., MARSHALL: They check every-
thing!

Hon. A. H. Panton: Esperially gold
passes.

Mr. MARSHALL: Even withbut the

amendment indicated, T believe that tram.
drivers and those in charge of trolley-buses
exercise every eare with regard to giving
way to vechicles approaching on the right
hand.

Mr. Styants: That has not been my esx-
perienee.

Mr. MARSHALL: T am not disputing
the authentic statement made by the mem-
ber for Kalgoorlie, and T agree that in tha
suburhs a few drivers may offend; but ad
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a rule tramdrivers are particularly eareful
in their observance of the traffic laws, The
point T wish to emphasise is that drivers
of State-owned transport should not be sub-
jeet to dwo sets of punishment, one by their
employer and the other under this Aet.

The Minister for [Loenl Government: I
am secking fo remedy that by an amend-
ment,

Mr. MARSHALL: T admit that. thq
amendment the Minister proposes to move
will afford some relief heeause the magis-
trate is to fake into consideration any
punishment that may be imposed by an em-
ployer. We cannot take exception to that,
But I do not fecl satisfied with any proposal
that may have the effect of subjecting em-
ployees in charge of State-owned transport
facilities, to two sets of laws imposing
penalties.  We must remember that trams
in partieular are static in that they cannct
be moved to any extent in order to avoid
an aceideat. Flow many accidents have been
caused hy negligent or rveckless driving of
tramears? There would be very few. The
reason for that is principally that the
drivers of other vehicles are mighty careful
about eoming inte contact with a tramear,
Owing to the difference in weight, a tram-
car usually wins! It is not fair to ask ond
set of emplovees to be subjeet to two laws
and others to be responsible under only one
Jaw. '

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOV.
ERNMIINT: For my part T would sconcy
have all concerned under the purview of the
Traffic Act than that no penalty should be

imposed by an employer. The proper way
" for such matters to he dealt with is under
one law—the Traffic Aet. The amendment
I suggest seems to be the best in the im-
mediate circumstanees. 1 am quite prepared
to subscribe to the idea that one law should,
appfy to everyone. I heve never been ahle
to appreciate why Crown instrumentalities
should be cxempt from a law that applies
to the pecple gencrally. The tendeney,
particularly at the present time, is to hold
that the King is ro better than his subject
and that what the subject has to submit
to, the King himself shonld be prepared
to observe. That is the underlying reason
that trams, trolley-buses and other forms
of State-owned transport are brought under
this legislution, and a magistrate will he

(HIN)

permitted, 1 hope, to take into consideration
any penalty that may be imposed by an
employer. T am firmly convinced that thd
course pronesed will solve the problem that
the member for Murchison has in mind.
Were it not so, 1 would not suggest the
course b am taking.

AMr. Rodoreda: What is a tram-motor!?

The MIKISTER FOR LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENT: The vehicle used for repair-
ing {he overhead lines. I move an nmend-
ment—

That o new subsection be added nas Ffol-
lows:—
f4{4) Wheve any person convictell of an
offence under this seetion is an employee, the
court in deciding what penalty, if any it
ghould inflict wpon such person, shali tak:
into consideration any punishment proved to
* have been already inflieted upon sueh persin
iy his c¢mployer in relation to the cirewm-
gtanees constituting such offeuce.?’

Hon. A, R. G. HAWKE: The amenl-
ment has o great deal of merit, but if it iy
acecpted, I propose to move a further amend-
ment that T believe will completely overeomd
the difficulty. The Minister’s proposal will
ensure fair treatment of an aceused person
by a magistrate where the employer has
inflicted punishment hefore the ease is de-
cided. However, it will prevent a person
g0 charged und convicted from receiving
fuir treatment if the employer postponed
the infliction of punishment upon his em-
plovee until the court has made its decision
and imposed its penalty. Tt may very well
he in practive that most employers would
prefer to await judgment of the court be-
fore imposing any penalty. If an employed
is charged with an offence, an employer
may reasonably say to himself, “I will waio
until thiz case is decided by the magistrate.
If the magistrate finds my employee guilty
of committing an offence and punishes him,
I will be justified in believing my employea
guilty of negligently or dangerously driving
and I shall infliet upon him whatever
punishmeni I think should be imposed by
me as an employer on an employee.”

I move—

That the amendment be amended by adding
the following words:—*“and no such persoen
ghall be punished by his employer in connee-
tion with such offence aubsequent to sueh
couviction.'’

Then if the magistrate convieted an em-
ployce of an offence and punished him by



(66

fine or in some other way, the employer
coulil not subsequently also punish the man
for the same offence.

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOVERXN-
MENT: I know what the hon. member has
in mind, but I am nfraid that his amend-
ment poes too far. If we could confine this
tn a double pecuniary penalty, I should not
mind, or if we could eonfine it to a first
oftenee, it might be all right. It does not at
the moment include c¢harges of (runken
driving and, if it did, the objeetion would be
ail the stronger. But there must come a time,
supposing a man Had been convieted of
neglizent or dangerous driving on more than
one oeeasion, when it wounld bhe impracticable
{for his emplayer or for the Minister in
charge of the Tramway Department to up-
hold the further employment of that man,
beeanse he would appear to he one who could
not be relied upon to drive in reasonable
sifety. The amendmept on the amendment
would place it heyond the power of any-
one —I must presume that punishment would
inchrde suspension or dismissal—ne matter
how bad the cireumnstances or how frequent
the offence, to suspend or dismiss the man.

ITon. A. R. . Hawke: That could he
done before the prosecution.

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOVERN-
MENT: And the court eculd take it into
consideration. A man might be 2 menaee to
the community but, under the hon. mem-
ber's amendment, it would be impossihle for
the employer to dispense with the man’s
services, however undesivabile from the point
of view of safety of the publie hjs driving
might be. 1 hope the hon. memher will not
press his amendment, If o reasonable al-
ternative ean be arrived at, I am prepared
to have it moved in another place.

Hon. A. R, G, HAWKE: T admit the diffi-
culty mentioned by the Minister. Neverthe-
less, there is some neced to ensure that the
employee shall not have a double punishment
imposed upon him where his offence is not
sueh as to warrant double punishment. When
an employee does something really drastic
for which there is no excuse, or commits a
serious offence on more than one oeccasion,
the employer should have some remedy and
be ahle to decide whether he will continue
that employee in his servicee. Would the
Minister consider the development of an
amendment, before another place deals with
the Bill in Committee, that would operate
the same principle as is contained in his
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own amendment so that it would apply to
the employer regarding any punishment he
might deeide to impose subsequent to the
court conviction? T want to make it obliga-

tory upon an emplover who, suljsequent

to a court convietion, decided to impose addi-
tional punishment, to take into considera-
tion the punishment already inflicted by the
court,

The Minister for Loeal Government: 1 will
do s0 and will offer another suggestion in
a moment.

Hon. A. k. (i. ITAWKE: I take it this
will apply to other than Government em-
ployees.

The Minister for Local Government: It
will have geperal application.

Hon, A, R. G. HAWKE: I am anxious
to ensnre that employees shall not unfairly
bave inflicted upon them a penalty by the
court and a further penalty by their em-
ployers for the same offence.

Mr. FOX: When an offence is committed
by the driver of a tram, the cmployer
nsually deals with it summarily and infliets
punishment right away, before the tralfic
authorities have an opportunity to bring him
before the court.

The Minister for Local Government: But
the point made by the member for Northam
was that the employer might hold up action
deliberately.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: Not deliberately,
hut awaiting the decision of the eourt.

Mr. POX: A driver who commits an offence
is usually dealt with summartly, and is
usually not permitted to drive a tram, or is
relegated to some lbther position or dis-
missed. The amendment by the member for
Northam would be an indication to those
controlling tramway employees to deal with
such offences immediately; otherwise they
should nmot be in a position to inflict a
penalty after the court hans already done so.

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOV-
FRNMENT: I suggest to the member for
Northam that, in all the eircumstances, he
withdraw his amendment on the amend-
ment. The whole difficulty can be over-
come by the addition of a few words to
the asmendment now hefore the Committee,
if after the word “inflicted” in the third
line from the bottom there be inserted
these words, ‘‘or which lawfully can be in-
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flicted.” The hon., member will doubtless
agree that that eovers the ground.

Hon. A R. G, HAWKE: I really am not
keen on the Minister’s later suggestion.
My main objeetion is that a magistrate
might say to a driver, ‘I am going to fine
vou only £1, because, although you have
not yel been saeked, de-rated or fined hy
vour employer, he has the legal power to
do any one of these things.'” That seems
to me to he a direet invitation by the
court to the emplover to inflict some addi-
tional pnnishment on the worker.

The Minister for Loeal Government: You
have a suspieious mind,

lon. A. R, (5. HAWEKE: T would rather
deseribe it myself as praetical. I quickly
foresee the danger that might avise if this
latest amendment of the Minister were ne-
eepted, although 1 appreeiate very much
the motive which moved him to snggest it
and the ohjective which he was seeking to
attain. I therefore hope the Minister will
do what he suggested earlier, give further
consideration to the whole matter with a
view to drafting an amendment which will
fairly meet all the eirenmstaneces.

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENT: Of course, I cannot move my
suggested amendment unless the member
for Northam withdraws his amendment on
the amendment. Consequently, T am agree-
able to the second eourse.

My, STYANTS: Should the Minister de-
eide to give further consideration to the
amendment, I hope he will hear in mind the
prevention of a Government employee being
punished twiece for the same offence, as
that is against the ethics of British justice.
He ought to be placed in exactly the same
position as a driver in the employment of,
say, an nmnibus company. If such a driver
offends against the traffic laws, he is
charged nnd tried in the courts of the State,
and, if found guilly, punished. Having
been so punished, he would not then be sub-
jeet to further punishment by his employer,
except that he might be dismissed, but that
micht easily be the fate of the driver of a
tramear or a trolley-bus.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I prefer not to
withdraw my amendment., If it be earried,
as I hope it will, the Minister can arrange
for it to he put into better shape in an-
other place. I would like my amendment
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to go into the Bill at this stage so that the
point will certainly be considered when the
Bill is before another place,

The Minister for Loe¢al Government: It
will he considered, whether the amendient
is there or not, although I hope it will not
be.

Amendment on amendment put and nega-
tived.

Mr. RODOREDA: I hope the Coramittee
realises thut if we agree to the amendment
we shall be altering the law which has
existed ever since the Traflic Acet was
passed in relation te employees of private
concerns. The amendment involves a new
principle allogether. The Committee 1s
mainly eoncerned with the protection of
employees of State undertakings; that
segms to have been the basis of the debale.
We know that employees of State trans-

port coneerns are liable to penalties
which may De inflicted by their em-
ployer, They may be fined or dis-
missed. Their position s quite differ-

ent from that of drivers in private con-
cerns, who of course can make their own
terms and eonditions of employment so far
as penalties are eoncerned. No doubt, from
the time of the passing of the Traffic Act
penalties have been inflicted by private em-
plorers in addition to penalties inflicted by
the eourt for traffie offences. While T do
not wish to suggest any amendment, to the
Minister, I hope he realises what he is
doing in this econnection and that Le will
give consideration to this aspect.

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENT: There is no doubt that al-
ready the courts have been in the habit of
taking into consideration things of this kind,
but in view of the proposed changes it
seemed to me that there should be a direc-
tion in the Aect that they shall take notice
and then there will be no question of their
having to do so, That is why the amend-
ment is moved to apply to all employees,
both of Government and of private concerns.
It may be that therc arc Tegulations in the
“Government Gazette” which provide for
Government employees and for penalties to
be administered by the employer.  There
may be provisions in awards in some cases
which provide for penalties being inflicted
on employees in private concerns. In other
instanees again it may be purely 2 matter
of arrangement, Whatever the case may
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be, if this tomes into foree the magistrate,
in regard to all employees, will have to take
into consideration the fact that there is or
may be nnother penally, ascertan its ex-
lent, and make his judgment aceordingly.

Amendment put and passed; the clanse,
as amended, agreed to.

T—Amendment of Seetion 31:
Hon, A. R. G. HAWKE: Thisg clause

Clause

proposes to amend Section 31 which deals -

with the drunken driving of motor vehicles
atid sels out the penallies thal may be im-
posed and also the penalties which must be
imposed, I take it that the only penalty
that conld be inflicted upon a tram driver
or a trélley-bus driver convicted of an off-
enve under Seetion 31 would be a penalty
of €50 or imprisonment with or without
hard labour for three mounths. The other
pennlties in the seetion refer to the canecl-
lation of the driving license of the ronvicted
person. TF my helief is eorvect, irom and
trolley-bus drivers will not hold a Traffie
Act driving lieense. The Minister indicates
that that is so. Therefore they will not he
subject to the eancellation of the driver's
license penelty in this section.

The MTINISTER FOR LOUCAL (i0QV-
ERNMENT: The point has refercnee to
one raised by the membor for Rochourne
which T promised him I would go into. My

advive is that as no license s issued the -

provisions as to licenses would not apply-
But T have no desire to he uncertain about
it, .

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: There is an
important point involved; beeaunse, if npon
eonviction for drunken driving n tram or
irolley-bug driver is to be prevented from
eontinning to drive his vehicle for a period,
the employer—in this ease the Commissioner
of Railways or the head of the Trhmway
Nepartment—might easily deeide that the
court, by taking away the right of the
driver to drive a tram or trolley-bus, has
made it impossible for his employment to
he continued in the department and auto-
matieally that person loses hiz employment.
Under the Government Railways Aet of
1904, employees of the Tramway Depart-
ment, after they have had a eertain period
of continnous service, have the right of
appesl against any punishment inflieted on
them by the employer under the headings
of the imposition of a fine, the de-rating
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by the employer of the employee, and
dismissal.

If by bringing drivers of trolley-buses and
trans under Section 31 of the Traffic Act
we are going to give the court the power
to ta};{e away from them, following a con-
vietion for drunken driving, the right to
drive, it is very important that employees of
the department should know whether they
would have the right of appeal if the depart-
ment punished them by a moaetary fine or
by de-rating them or by dismissing them
from lhe scrvice. T think it vould be argued
that if the court took away the right of a
driver to drive his tram or trolley-bus, the
court would in effect and automatically take
away the man’s employment, beeause the
department could logically argue that the
reason for which the person was employed
had then disappeared; that he was no longer
allowed by the law of the land to drive the
vehicle and consequently that his ewploy-
ment was at an end.

I trust that the Minister will go very care-
fully info the makter and see that proper
protection is afflorded:- by way of appesl
under the Government Railways Act if the
court will, in the event of this Bill being
passed, have the power to take away the
right to drive from a trolley-bus or a tram
driver. My own opinion 19 that the court
will not have that right under this Bill
because, as I understond the mecasure, no
trolley-bus or tram driver will hold a license
ubnder the Traffic Act to drive his vehicle.
He will hold that right from his employer
by virtue of his position in the department,
unless it is subsequently contended, by in-
terpretation of this Bill when it hecomes
part of the Act, that it is then obligatory
upon ecach tram driver or trolley-bus driver
to take out a driving license under the traffic
laws. T assure the Minister that the men
concerned regard this as extremely impor-
tant. They do not want any sympathy
shown or any consideration given to any
tram or trolley-bus driver who drives a
vehicle while in a drunken condition; but
they are anxious that the right of appeal
under the Government Railways Act, in the
event of dismissal developing out of a court
conviction, shall stil be available to them.

The MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENT : My opinion is the same as that
of the member for Northam. As it was in-
tended, as the member for Roebourne will

[
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remember, that this aspeet of ‘the ‘matter
should be examined, I see no reason why it
should not be examined before the ' Bill
leaves this place. L suggest, therefore, that
the member for Northam ask that progress
be reported.

Progress reported.

BILL—PUBLIC SERVICE ACT
AMENDMENT.

In Commiltee.

Resumed from the previous day. Mr.
Perkins in the Chair; the Attorney General
in charge of the Bill.

The CITAIRMAN: Progress was report-
ed after Clause 1 had been agreed to,

Clause 2—Amendment of Seetion 63,

Hon. A. ITL. PANTON : T dealt fairly fully
with the question of temporary employees
when speaking on the second reading. This
is an important matter to members on this
side of the Chamber, generally. The ques-
ticn of temporary and casual employees has
been a bugbear to the worker for years. If
he fears auything it is temporary employ-
ment. For that reason the Arbitration Court
has always provided an in¢reased rate for
temporary cmployees, and the term hasg
come into use in the Public Service, and
temporary assistance is referred to in Sec-
tion 36. The interpretation of “officer” in
the Act is as follows:—

Menns and includes all persons employed in

uny eapacity in those brancles of the publiv
service to which this Aet applies.
There is no definition of temporary em-
ployee, Taking Section 36 in conjunetion
with the definition one would imagine that
there is only one sort of officer. The Bill
sceks fo introduce a temporary employee
other than that provided for in Seetion 36,
and the Bill does not seek to amend Seetion
36. We will have an anomalous position.
Seetion 36 provides that a temporary em-
ployee shall cease his employment after
eighteen months or two years, but now we
find this Bill provides that a temporary em-
ployee who gerves for a period of ten years
shall have long-gervice leave, I do not want
to dea!l with that aspect because the At-
tornev General ean overcome it by amend-
ing Seetion 36. I am concerned sbout the
differentiation between the permanent officer
and the temporary employee.

(26]
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Last night the Atforney Genersl said he
was surprised to find so many officers leav-
ing his department and going to the Federal
arena. One can bardly blame State officers
for doing that. In the first place the Federal
salaries are greater, and sceondly it is ob-
vious from the way the Commonwealth is
absorbing State deparfments that the place
for a young man is in the Commonwealth
this

service, In “The West Australian”
morning the following paragraph ap-
peared :—

PUBLIC SERVICE CLERES.
Temporary Workers to get Higher Pay.

Claims for higher rates of pay for temporary
elerks employed by the Commonwealth tiovern-
ment had been approved by the Commonwealth
Public Service Arbitrater, the sceretary of the
West  Australian  branch of the Federated
Clerks’ Union of Australia (Mr. W. R. Sawyer)
said yesterday. The new rates were retrospec-
tive to May 8.

The lowest salary range had been increased
by £8 per annum for the minimum of the range
and by £42 per annum for the maximuom of
the tange, Mr. Bawyer said. Previously, an-
nual jncrements had been at the rate of £12
per annum, but the new scale. provided for
iverements at £24 per annum. The minimum
salary in this range was now £6/14/11 a weck
and the maximum £8/2/6 n weck.

The higher salary ranges would be inereased
by over £50 per annum.

The Attorney Genera] said that the ten
years' provision would he an induecment for
temporary employees to remain in the State
service, If rates for temporary employees
are rising in the Federa]l service then our
temporary hands will not he coaxed into re-
maining in the State service simply beenuse
they ean pget long-service leave at the end
of ten years, which is a long time. If any
inducement is to be made it should be hy
giving long-service leave at the end of seven
years. With that objeet in view, I move
an amendmenir—

That in lines 5 to 10 of Subsection (1) of
proposed new Scetion 63 the words “‘in =2
permanent eapacity, or ten years of con-
tinuons’ service in a temporary capacity, o-
cight and onc-half years of continucus ser-
viee, of which not less than cighteen months
shall have been served in a temporary ecap-
acity and the balanee in a permanent
eapacity '’ be struck out.

In view of the definition of officer I think
I am safe in saving that if the amendment is
carried every officcr will be entitled to Jong-
service leave at the end of seven years. The
Attorney General said there were about 700
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temporary employees in the service at the
moment. I do not know their ages or the
time they have served, but I am very keen
to have this amendment tested by the At-
torney General because it iz important to
the Labour movement. This has been a life-
time argument with us, Although the Civil
Service Associafion agreed to this Bill, it
obviously does not know the effect it may
have in the future on any argument the
Labour movement may desire fo put up in
the Arbitration Court for a different section
of the community altogether. I am anxious
that Parliament should not do anything to
affect these arguments. There is a tendency
in the Arbitration Court, and other courts,
too, to say, “Parliament has decided in this,”
and they do mot feel justified at times in
going heyond what Parliament has decided.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Government is desirous of being sym-
pathetic to the viewpoint of the temporary
officer or employee as well as that of the
permmanent officer of the Puoblie Service, 1In
bringing dowit this Bill the Government
fecls that- it is gizing a practical demon-
stration of appreeiation of the standpoint
of the temporary officer, as this is the frst
time he has heen recognised by legislation
a5 being entitled to any long-service leave
at all, T think it may be said that this
legislation will be a landmark in the cm-
ployment of temporary officers in the Pub-
lie Service, and, as the member for Leeder-

ville said, it will give a lead to the Arbitra.

tion Court—a lead which T think will he ac-
ceptable to the trade union movement.

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise called attention to the
state of the Committee,

Bells rung and a quorum formed.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Government hag brought down this Bill in
order to give temporary officers n place in
the Public Service law, in the matter of long-
service leave. The position of the tempor-
ary staff has been of this nature for many
years, I am informed that even well be-
fore the war the temporary staff of the
Public Serviee had reached large dimen-
stong, and during the war it was increased
for obvious reasons. If must continue in
being for some time, until conditions re-
turn to normal. By means of the Bill tem-
porary staffs are to be provided, as a right,
with long-service leave after they have
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served, in the first place, for & period o
ten years, if for all that time they are tem
porary, or eight and a half years if the
commence as temporarics and then join th
perinanent service.

I wish it to be realised that if a tem
porary servant continges after his firs
period of long-service leave, he will the
get long-service leave, upder proposed nev
Subscetion (2), every seven years, in th
same way as would 2 permanent publi
servant, I am informed that there an
seven hundred temporary public servants
but my information does not enahle me t
say how long the majority of them will b
retained in the servier, or what thei
dverage salary would be. It was supgeste
by the member for Leederville that if tem
porary public servanis reeceive their firs
long-service leave after a shorter perin
than is prescribed by the Bill, it woul
mean an added charge on the Treasury
but the amount of that eharge I am not it
a pasition to know. T tried to get int
touch with the Puhlic Serviee Commis
sioner or his deputy? but found that the

"are hoth travelling in the country and wil

not be back until the heginning of nex
week, 1 feel that I should obtain from thep
some idea of the extra imposition on th
publie charges likely to be ecaused hy th
amendment, ani then eonsult the Treasure
on that point,

I am prepared to consult the Public Ser
vice Commissioner and the Treasurer on th
point raised by the member for Leederville
to wee whether it can be regardeg as prac
ticable and desivable in the eireumstances
If he will assist me by withdrawing tl
amendment, after the farther amendmen
that he proposes to move—which I wiil b
grateful to accept—is earried, I will mow
that the report of the Committee he mad
an Ovder of the Day for the next sitting o
the House, Then, if the member fo
Leederville wishes, the Bill may be re-com
mitted for discussion on the aspeets he ha
mentioned as to the period to qualify
temporary publie servant to obtain long
service leave for the firstime. It may b
that the amendment is not in order, hut
do not wish to raise that point.

Hon. F. J. 8, Wise: It is quite in order
Hon. A. IL. Panton: We are sure of thaf
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I have
not examined that aspeet and do not wish
to refer to it. I desire to deal with the
amendment on its merits. If the member
for Leederville will agree to its standing
over I will examine the position as soon as
the Publie Servire Commissioner yeturns to
Perth.

Hon, A. H. PANTON: I will be glad to
assist the Attorney General. I am sure he
appreeiates my position, as I have fought
for this principle for 45 years and do not
wish to let it be passed over now. 1 am
prepared to withdraw the amendment in
view of the assurance given hy the At-
torney General,

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Hon. A. H. PANTON: Desling with Sub-
clause (3) which refers to the period when
leave has to be taken, the custom has been
that where an accumulation of long-serviee
leave is desired by an officer, the permission
of the Governor-in-Council, on the recom-
mendations of the Public Service- Commis-
sioner, has to be obtained for any period up
to six months, bnt the proviso to the sub-
clause will permit an aceumulation of long
serviece leave entitlement up to a maximum
of 12 months. In the first place, I object
to the accumulation of leave to that maxi-
mum period, becanse it ents the ground away
from the only logical argument in favour of
long-service leave, ‘that of recuperation. I
have several amendments to move in order
to effect what I have in mind, and the first
will apply afier the word “may” in the
cighth line of the subeclanse.

Mr. Rodoredn: I wish to deal with matter
referred to earlier in the sobclause.

Hon. A. H. PANTON: Then I will defer
my further remarks till later on.

Mr. RODOREDA : The subclause sets out
that every officer shall {ake his long-serviee
leave hetween such dates as the Commis-
sioner, after obtaining & report from the
permanent head, may direct or approve, but
it must be within seven years next after the
officer becomes entitled to his leave. Will
the Attorney General inform the Committee
why seven years was the period fixed? I
can see no reason why in the usual course
of events, apart from reasons due to the
reeent war, arrangements could not be made
for an offieer to take his leave within much
less than seven years. I think the general

671

desire of everyone, including the Public Ser-
viece Commissioner, is that leave shall be
taken as nearly as possible when it becomes
due. To suggest that the Publie Service
Commissioner can defer leave for seven
years or for some sush period, seems to be
making a farce of the matter. The period
should be considerably lessened., The Act
does not provide any power for the accomn-
lation of long-service leave.

Hon. A. H. Panton: No, but the custom
has grown up.

Mr. RODOREDA : Yes, and the perman-
ent heads and sub-heads of departments bave
taken it as a eoncession to themselves and
made a welter of it. I want the Publie
Serviee Commissioner to see that officers.
take the leave due to them as soon as pos-
sible. To allow the Public Service Commis-
sioner to defer an officer’s leave for seven
years seems so farcieal that I think an ex-
plm}ation is due to the Committee.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The whole
idea of .the Bill is to achieve what the mem-
ber for Roebourtie says should he done,

namely, to require officers to take their leave
when it becomes due, gqualified by the con-
ditions thabt obtain today as the result of
the recent war. TUntil the war period, pub-
lic servants did take their leave when it
became duoe, although they could aecumulate
it up to six months,

Mr. Rodoreda: I doubt that.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: In conse«
“quence of difficulties that arose after the
outbreak of hostilities, a number of publie
servants, especially the senior and older -
ones, could not take their leave when it
was due on account of the large proportion
of younger men who left to join one or other
of the Armed Forces. The Bill is therefore
designed with two objects. One is to ensure
that leave is taken when it is due and,
secondly, to profeet the interests of those
who have not been able fo take their leave
in the past and may not be able fo take it
for some time to come.

Mr. Rodoreda: But we are legislating for
the futorel!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The Bill
provides that officers shall take their leave
within seven yenrs of hecoming entitled to
it unless they get speeial dispepsation for
an accumulation. I believe there are publie
servants who may have six years service to-
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wards their next leave or are on the eve
of their seecond period of leave becoming
due and, if they are to take it within seven
vears, they might be forced to go straight
away.

Mr. Rodoreda: It is only five years since
the war affected us here.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There are
still senior officers—the pumber would not
exceed 50—who should take the long-service
leave that has acerued to them as soon as
possible, but it would be difficult to dispense
with the services of 30 or 40 senior officers
at the one time. It is not intended that
men shall be deprived for seven years of the
opportunity to fake leave, but in view of
the fact that certain officers at®present have
alrendy gone far towards, or even beyond,
the seven-vear period, it is essential that
there shall be some diseretionary power pro-
vided to retsin them, otherwise they would
he sent off on their long-service leave, and
the position in the Public Serviee would
then be extremely diffieult. I appreciate
that there are aspects such as that indieated
by the member for Roebourne, but the whole
idea is that the Public Service Commissioner
shall be in a position to wipe off the leave
at the carlieat possible moment. It is most
undesirable, not only from the point of view
of public servants, but of administration
that there should be any great accumulation
of leave to be wiped off at some future
period. If the provision is left in the sub-
clause, it will safeguard the interests of
those who have already served many years
towards their long-serviee entitlement, and
will do no harm. I assume that the member
for Leederville has further representations
to make. .

Mr. RODOREDA: T am glad to have the
Attorney General’s assuranee that it is the
intention of the Government and of the Pub-
lic Service Commissioner to compel publie
servants, as far as possible, to take their
leave within a reasonable period of its be-
comine dne and not to allow aceumulations.
The Minister gaid that he thought most civil
wervants took their leave when it hecame
due. T agree with that statement, and that
is why I want the Public Service Commis-
sioner to see that the permanent heads and
sub-heads take their leave when it becomes
due just as the officers in the lower grades
are required to do. I ask members if they
know of any permanent head who has re-
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tired within the last 10 or 15 years and has
not had at least 12 months’ long-serviee
leave due to him, To tell me that those
officers could not be spared is to suggest
something we all know is not a fagt. The
reason for that practice is that when such
officers retire with 12 months' long-serviee
leave due to them, they draw their pay for
that period at the rate of their then salary
and not on the basis of what they received
when the leave was accumulated.

Some of those officess have leave in re-
speet of 28 years’ service duc to them and
their salaries 21 years ago would have been
considerably less than they would be re-
ceiving on their retirement, From the point
of view of saving revenue to the State,
these officers should he compelled to take
their leave when due. The Taxation Depart-
ment treats payment in respect of long-ser-
vice leave ag a retiring allowance, but by
no stretch of imagination ean it be ealled
s retiving allowance. The heads of the
Taxation Department also take advantape
of this ruling and pay taxation on only
five per cent. of the amount instead of on
the salaries that would have heen taxable
had the leave been taken when due. T hope
the Government will insist that, wherever
possible, all officers take their leave as it
falls due, particularly permanent heads of
departments.

One Government official has nearly , two
years' leave due to himl and he will take
that at a salary of about £1,500 per year.
e also had annual leave deliberately ac-
curmulated, and there is no provision for
annual leave to be accumulnted beyond six
weeks or the equivalent of three years’ ser-
viee. This, however, Iu.ls been done by offi-

- eers in a position to wangle it, hut the ordi-

nary employee cannot do that- If the ordi-
nary emplovee does not take his leave when
dne, he forfeits it.

No provision has been made in the elause
for extra leave to be given to officers north
of the 26th parallel. T suggest that, if
three months’ leave is a fair thing for an
officer stationed in Perth, those stationed in
the North are entitled to greater constdera-
tion. I hope the Attorney General will al-
low some extra leave to those officers, at
the discretion of the Commissioner, if he
likes,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I will
look into the last snggestion made by the
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member for Roebourne beeause it is well
worthy of consideration. I ask the hon.
member, however, not to look so savagely
at me. I have been in office for five months
and the hor. member was an important part
of the Government for many years.

Mr. Rodoreda: Thanks for the “impori-
ant” part,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: In the
five months, I have done my best. Here is
a Bill to give public servants the Jegal
right to long-service leave for the first time
and to include temporary employees, and it
enﬂ:avours to meet injustices that have oc-
cutred during the war years when many
officers could not take their leave, Thus we
are making a reasonable atfempt to meet
the diffeulty, As to the reference to
senior officers, I understand that up to the
commencement of the war, all officers—there
may be exceptions—did take their long-
service leave when it became due. The senior
officers who postponed their long-service
leave during the war years and since from
a sense of duty to the State should not be
criticised for having refrained, becanse they
were acutely conscious of the responsibilities
they had to disekarge. It hag been a mat-
ter, I believe, not of their trying to profiteer,
but of their remaining in time of stress and
since to discharge duties in respect of which
the State seriously needed them.

- Mr. RODOREDA: While permanent
heads might not do this sort of thing de-
liberately—in some cases I doubt it—ordin-
ary employees who were at the war and
were given the annual leave that had ac-
crued during their absence were paid at six
different rates—rates pertaining to the years
when the leave hecame due. That is not done
in the ecase of permanent heads, and the
other employees should be treated on a like
basis. It is somewhat difficult to find out
these oeccurrences, but they are happening
to the detriment of the ordinary employees.
Whether done deliberately or not, it is to
the financial benefit of those officers wha
are ahle to wangle their leave in the way
mentioned. I point this ouf merely as a
friendly warning to the Attorney General.

Hon, A. H. PANTON: I am not blaming
the Attorney General for the fact of long-
service leave having aceumulated becanse,
having been a Minister, I know something
of what has been happening. In 1942 de-
partments were so depleted of male officers
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that it was found necessary to suspend long-
service leave, and the suspension continued
until 12 months after the close of the war.
A number of those officers might have ex-
ceeded the six months' period due to them,
und the fact of their having continued for
another five years has put the Government
in the present position. I am not complain-
ing abont that. I am satisfied that it is
dangerous to allow an accumulstion of long-
service leave for 12 months, whieh repre-
gents 28 years of service, I have several
amendments to propose to Subelause (3).
The first is to insert after the word “may”
in line eight the letter “(a)”; to delete the
word “twelve” in line 10 with a view to ip-
serfing the word “six,” and to add to the
subeclause the following paragraph:—

(b) In the ease of any officer who at the
commencement of this amending Aet has
accumulated at least six months’ long serviee
leave, approve the accumulation of his long
service leave entitlement (inelusive of the
long serviee leave already nccumulated) up
to g maximum of twelve months thereof.

I have been assured by the Crown Law De-
partment that this will not only tie up the
six months’ aceumulation, but will ,also do
what the Attorney General desires, namely,
make provision for 12 months’ accumulation
for all those officers who, owing to the sus-
pension of long-service leave, now find them-
selves with nine months or a little more due
to them. That provides for the lag in re-
spect of all those who now have
over six months’ long-service leave due
to them. Onece the lag is picked up,
the measuye will apply only to those
servants who have leave due at the
beginning ‘‘of this amending Act.’’ T am.
not quite sure—the Attorney General eould
probably correct me—whether it is neces-
sary to say ‘‘amending Aect.”’ However,
that is a matter which ean be considered
later. 1 move an amendment—

That in line 8 of Subsection (3) of pro-
pesed new Section 63 after the word ‘‘may ™'
the letter and brackets * {a)’’ be inserted,

The ATTORINEY GENERAL: It might
he convenient at this stage if T said that
I propose to agree fto the amendment of
the member for Leederville. I agree with
this qualification, whiech I am sure he will
accept, that I will have the amendment
examined—if in the meantime the Commit-
tee is agreeable to it—by the Publie Ser-
vice Commissioner in order to make quite
eertain thar, inadvertently on the part of
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the member for Leederville and myself, it
will not render an injustice fo any officer.
I consider the amendment should bhe aceept-
ahle to the Commiitee; T had myself pre-
pared an amendment somewhat on the same
lines. I consider the Bill is sufficient to
cover what is needed, bhut the member for
Leederville desires to have it more exaet.
Should the amendment require any slight
rearrangement it can be dealt with next
week.

Mr, HEGNEY: T have listened closely to
the diseussion this afternoon. I have also
elosely considered the Attorney Genmeral’s
speech when introducing the measure. I
do not know the viewpoint of other mem-
bers on what I am ahout to say, but I raise
my formal objection to the introduction of
lengthy amendments without notice =and
to the eonversation hetween the Attorney
Cieneral and the mgmber for Leederville.
T do not know the terms of the amendment
and T doubt whether other members do. Tn
my opinion, members should he supplied
with copies of amendments if they are not
placed on the notiee paper, so that they
may h#ve the opportunity to study their
contents. I am not prepared to vote on an
amendment unless I know what T am voting

“for. T wish te say, however, that T have
every reason to believe that the member
for Leederville wounld ensure that a vital
principle of Labour would be safeguarded.

Hon. A. H. Panton: That is what T am
trying {o do.

Mr. HEGNEY: T believe that. In view
of what the Minister has outlined, I point
out that the amendment cuts right across a
prineiple of the trade nnion movement, No
Government worker shounld be allowed to
accumulate long-service leave for a period
of 28 years. I well recollect when, acting
on behalf of a union, I raised the question
of annual leave and pointed out that
workers could not be expected to continue
working indefinitely without a period of
rest. Civil servants have enjoyed the privi-
lege of long-service leave for many years;
but it is only within the last 20 years that
railway servants and other Government ser-
vants were granted that privilege. The
principle underlying the granting of long-
service leave is that after a certain period
of yenrs a worker shall be entitled to three
months’ leave in order to recuperate.
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Asg long as I am a member of Parliament
I will never agree to any proposal which
would give a worker, no matter how im-
portant he may be, the right to accumulate
his leave over a period of 28 years. The
Attorney (iencral made the point that men
holding important positions in the Govern-
ment service could not be spared at the
same time. Without casting any slur on
the permanent heads or sub-heads, I ask, if
any of these were stricken with influenza
tomorrow, would the Public Service close
down while they were away? Too mueb im-
portance is placed on this aspect. 1 have
a recollection of a protest being made, at
a time when Labour was in Opposition,
against the retention in employment of an
officer over 63 years of age. when wages
men were definitely retired on attaining
that age. It was said that the man_in ques-
tion was occupying an important position
and could not be spared. That was a slur
on the men coming on in the Service.

Hon. A. H. PANTON: I bow my head in
shame. As a matter of faet, T had the im-
pression that the Attorney General intended

‘to draft amendments and that we weye in

agreement. Then I found out that he was
not, and at the last moment I had to go
this morning to the department and have
amendments drafted by the proper authori-
ties. However, this Bill has been on the
notice paper for some days. The Attorney
General introduced it last week and I se-
cured the adjournment and spoke on the
second reading. Any protest the hon. mem-
ber wanted to make eonld have been made
during that period right up to the time
when the Bill went into Committee. How-
ever, I apologise to the hon. member and to
the Committee generally.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A. H. PANTON: T move an amend-
ment— ’
That in line 10 of Subseetion (3) the word
““twelve’’ be struck out and the word “‘six’’
ingerted in lieu.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A. H. PANTON: I nfove—

That a new paragraph be added as fol-
lows:—

{(b) In the casc of any officer who at the
commencement of this amending Act has
accumulated at least six months’ long ser-
viee leave, approve the accumulation of hia
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long service leave entitlement (inclusive of
the leng service leave already accumulated)
up to a maximum of twelve months thereof.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. RODOREDA: Do I understand the
Attorney General to have stated that he will
re-commit this clause in relation to the ques-
tion that the member for Leederville raised
earlier in the debate in regard to temporary
cmployees?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T said I
would disenss the question of the qualifying
period for temporary officers and, if the
membher for Leederville desired me to do so
after our discussion, I would re-commit the
clause for consideration of that aspect.

Mr. Rodoreda: Thaf aspect only?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That as™
peet and also, if any question arose, the
other amendment, too. But I do not anti-
cipate the other amendment will require any
further consideration.

Mr, RODOREDA: Could the Attorney
Ceneral explain the meaning of Subseetion
(5) relating to lump sum payments in lieu
of long-service leave entitlements and for
pro rata long-service entitlements to offi-
cers?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: In relation
to lump sam payments in respect of pro
rata leave, it is desired in respect of the
several plasses of pfficers- to indicate by
regulation to what extent that principle will
be earried out. I am not sure that by the
practice and intended practice of the de-
partment a lump sum payment will be made
in every ease. The department may desire
to say, after having consnlfed all interested
people, that lump sum payments will be paid
in respect of certain periods of service but-
not necessarily all periods.

Mr. RODOREDA: I have a faint glim-
mefing of the meaning now. Farther on
in the clause there is a proviso. I fail to
see why the concession in that provisoe
should be given. It means, I take it, that
/if a man bas accumulated from siX to twelve
months’ leave through some special provi-
sion, he shall, upon retirement be paid the
full twelve months acerued at the salary
obtaining when he retived. I failyto see why
these officials should not bhe paid for each
three months of their leave at the salary ob-
taining when that leave fell due.

675

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
applies not only to higher paid servants, but
also to lower paid servants. At the time
of his retirement a man may not have been
receiving a high salary and it may be reason-
able to allow bim the benefit of the rate of
salary he was receiving at that time. Par-
tieularly would it be desirable in the event
of the man’s death that the higher amount
should be paid to his widow. This may look
zenerous, hut I think it is not unreasonable.
I sce no justifieation for trying to eut down,
but T will make inquiries inte the matter.

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: Some officers who
earned salaries of £300 and £400 a year took
their leave when they were getting £1,000 a
year.

Mr. RODOREDA: I can understand this
coneession heing made in the event of an
officer dying, but I fail to see why it should
be available to those who retire, beeause
they work things so that ‘they can acecumu-
late the full leave at the higher salary.
Whilst it may in a few eases react unfavour-
ably to the lower paid men, it Teacts un-
favourably sgainst all men who are com-
pelled to tuke their leave when it is due.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The whole
object of the Bill is to prevent what the hon.
member has just mentioned. That is, it is to
make prople take their leave as it becomes
due. If that is done, apy profiteering by
the additional period will be minimised or
eliminated,

Clanse, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 3, Title—agréed to.

Bill reported with amendments.

BILL—STATE HOUSING ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the previous day.

MR. GRAEAM (East Perth) [5.3]: I
have no objection to the provisions in the
Bill, although I do not knew why the in-
erease in the allowable amount of the cost
of a house should he raised to £1,500. In
other- words, I do not know why there
should be a figure specified at all. Whilst
there is & shortage of houses, obviously the
type to be huilt will be limited by the hous-
ing authority, and when the shortage is
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overcome it will not be necessary to im-
pose any limitations at all; houses will
then be built in aceordance with the wishes
of the applicants. However, 1 agree that
because there is a limit specified at the
present time, and because of the trend to-
wards inereased costs, this move is neces-
sary if homes are to be provided.

In regard to the additional personnel of
the Commission—and at this stage there is
only the proposal for the appointment of
a woman—I offer no objection, but at the
same time I am at a loss to understand what
good purpose will be served by such an ap-
pointment. It will be recalled that last
vear when this measure was debated and a
move was made, emanating from the Legis-
lative Council, for the appoiniment of a
woman, the position was amply explained
by the then Premier and this Chamber ac-
cepted his statement tkat the work of the
Housing Commission was largely adminis-
trative and, accordingly, a woman, as such,
did not have a partiecular point of view.
Provision had already been made for g
woman to do drafting, designing and archi-
teectural work for the Commission. I feel
that the proposal for the appointment of
a woman is a political move.

The I’remier: Are they political in Vie-
torin and New South Wales?

Mr. Marshall: Are those eommissions
better than ours because of that fact?

The Premier: T think so, yes.

Mr. GRAHAM: I will give my reasons
in due course. The Opposition was divided
on the matter 12 months ago, and it was
then not sufficiently important to warrant
anyone even speaking on it in Committee,
let alone making any move. Accordingly it
could not have been very vital. But I am
making the statement, and I am certain the
Premier will agree with me, although he
might not say so, that this is a political
gesture to eurry favour with the women
and their orgarisations. I have no objec-
tion to the appointment of a woman be-
eause, whilst T am dubious as to the amount
of good she will do, T do not believe any
harm will be occasioned thereby. In con-
neetion with the composition of the Com-
mission, 1 question very much whether it
is in the interests of the general programme
of house-building and the allocation of
homes that there should be a representative
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of the building contractors. I say that be-
cause—and I have not met the person who
oceupies that position, and know nothing
of him—there must be a tendeney, when a
person is actively associated with the ad-
ministration of the Commission, and is at
the same time tendering for or performing
contracts for if, for a certain amount of
suspicion to be raised, to say the least.
Such a person would have a definite ad-
vantage over others who might seek to con
traet for houses. I make these observations
as a prelude to some remarks appertaining
to the Housing Commission, as a depart-
ment, and the housing situation, generally.

I propose to eontinue from the introdume-
ticn made by the member for Swan when,
he informed the House that he was by no
means satisfied that the work being under-
taken in the way of building, at the pre-
sent moment, was all warranted. Dauring
the course of the Address-in-reply debate
I made a suggestion that two members of
Parliament, one from each side of the
House, should be appointed as ex officio
members of the Housing Commission in
order that they might have some authority
to make investigations and inspections, and
to have access to files and documents. So
far as I am awave, nothing has been done
about that suggestion. As I said, we, the
elected representatives of the people, as-
sume, whether we like it or not, the re-
spensibilities of the position. It is we who
are eriticised, and it is to us that the people
come with their complaints and requests.
But, by and large, a member of Parlinment
—or at any rate this has been my experi-
ence—is practically powerless to do anything
for & case, no matter how deserving it
might he.

I will now make some statements that
may be regarded as indisereet, I make
them deliberately, being fully conscious of
my responsibility as a member of Parlia-
ment, and fully aware of the implications
of what I am about to say. Tn essence my
remarks will be a definite eriticism of the
administration of the State Housing Com-
mission. I am not aware of how closely
members of that Commission 1investigate
applications, or how many of their de-
cisions—and to what extent—are hased on
informatich placed before them. I feel sure
that all is not well with the general comn-
duet and administration of the Com-
mission.
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The Premier: For how long have you had
that feeling?

Mr. GRAHAM: For a considerable time,
but more particularly over the last three
months or so. I wish now to say that my
remarks are not to be construed &s in any
way making inferences or charges against
either the present Government or its pre-
decessor. I realise full well that a Minis-
ter, in the nature of things, is unable to
serutinise in detail all the docnments eon-
cerned in the allocation of building per-
mits and houses for rental purposes. I
doubt whether, except in isolated cases, the
Minister has oceasion even to sight the papers
dealing with such matters. Before giving
a number of instances of certrin action
having been taken or decisions being given
—I know not whether by the Housing Com-
mission or by officers of that organisation
—that were grossly unfair to many deserv-
ing people who have been prejodiced in
favour of persons not entitled to homes—

The Chief Secretary: You were asked to
supply that information, and refused.

Mr. GRAHAM: T was requested by in-
terjeetion, and subsequently by letter from
the then acting Minister for Housing, to
state details of the cases I had in mind
when I made a general statement.  This
afternoon I will quote ecases, but without
mentioning the names of the parties con-
cerned except in one instance. T make that
exeeplion because of the manner in which
the information came tu me. When I en-
joy the hospitality of any eitizen, and dur-
ing the course of conversation hecome pos-
sessed of eertain faets I refuse—as 1 in-
formed the acting Minister for Housing
at the time—to place myself in the posi-
tion of a dctective, a pimp or a policeman,
to carry tales to constituted authority. I
hope that what Y say will be sufficient to
cause the Government to have the fullest
inquiries made in order to see what has been
done—wrongly to my mind—and perhaps
to make recommendations as to the future.
If there were members of Parliament ap-
pointed to play the role of watchdog, that
would have a salufory effect on the staff of
the Commission. 1 would not mention the
cases I have in mind were I not entirely
satisfied as to the integrity of those who
supplied me with the information. I will
mention, in the first instance, certain officers
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of the State Housing Commission, One
such officer today occupies, on a rental batis,
either the best or one of the best houses
eonstrueted by the Commission in  South
Perth,

The Premiier: When did he ocenpy it?

Mr. GRAHAM: I alm unable to say,
exactly. I understand that his application
was in respeet of himself, his wife, his
motber and father—who were to live with
him—and his sister-in-law and her hus-
band. The mother and father were living
in and managing & hotel in the metropolitan
area, and could have continued living there.
The sister-in-law was &lso living in that
hotel, yet, in order to secure allocation of
this tenancy home, the story was plaeed
before the Commission or certain of -its
officers, and the house was granted to the
person I have mentioned. One of the best
houses has, in fact, been allocated to a man
and his wife, who have no children. There
was no oceasion for the Commission to take
into aeeount his mother, father or anyone
¢lse, as they were housed elsewhere and
in any case could have found accommodation
in boarding-houses or hotels. This position
obtains, while I have instances of extreme
hardship existing in really deserving cases.

In one instance a father, a mother and
three small children are living in one small
room, living, sleeping and eating in it. There
are cases of 12 and 14 people living in one
house, and ex-Servicemen among them.
There are children suffering from all sorts
of complaints caused by the unhygienic
conditions. In a ecase referred to me by
the member for Swan, one member of the
family was living in the eountry as he could
not be accommodated in the house with the
rest of the family. A certain amount of
relief was secured in that ease—or is about
to be secured—through representations that
I recently made. I am aware of the case
of an Anzac of the last war—a Serviceman of
this war also—with his wife and three child-
ren living jn one room at a rental of 19s. 6d.
per week, They had to live and eat in the
one room. The eldest boy, 13 vears of age,
has been struek by infantile paralysis. His
body is surrounded by plaster of paris, and
he had to sleep on an unenclosed verandah
€acing west. A daughter aged five, had to
sleep on the floor as there was no room in
the house for another bed. Tbat man had
an applieation in for three years, but I had
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to make representations on a number of
ovensions hefore a bouse was granted himy
on a rental basis. i

Cases such as [ have mentioned are com-
mon to practicalty all members, with many
of whom I have had conversations. While
cases soch as that exist we find an ofticen
of the Housing Commission with his wife,
hut with no children, being given one of thd
best houses yet constructed by the Commis-
ston. I think it is time there was somd
form of inqury into the activities of the
Commission.

.The Premier: Where did you say that
was—in South Perth?

Mr. GRAHAM: Yes, in South Perth. There
is unother officer of the Housing Commission
who, with his wife, is occupying a home—
1 think the house was bnilt under permit—
in Mosman Park, and I am told it is a fine
residence. I have his name, as T have also
in the previous ease I mentioned, but I do
not see why I should publicise these par-
tieular individuals. I do not blame any
person for seeking to secure aceommodation
for himself, but where we have constituted
an awthority and placed people in responsible
positions with obligations that they are ex-
pected to carry out, I feel I should make it
clear when they are not carrying oui those
oblizations by any means satisfactorily as at
the present moment. I have had conversa-
tions with several members on this phase,
and T believe that is the general experience.

The Premier: You will let me have those
names, will you not, even though you do
not wish them to be publicised?

Mr. GRAHAM: T will discuss that matter
with the Premier later. It is my intention
to mention the name of 'a particular in-
dividual, and that case ecan be fully inves-
tigated. The reason why I am not free with
regard to these names is that if I divulged
them, the source of my information would
be obvions, I discussed the situation with
two persons this morning—they are peopls
whose_honesty and integrity 1 am satisfied
with—and I begged that I should be allowed
to use their names in this Chamber or, fail-
ing that, to make the names available pri-
vately to the Minister in eharge. However,
they requested me not to do that.
from what I am advised, that it has gone
so far that the persons connected with the
building of the premises are fearful of some

I feel,.
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form of vietimisation. It would not require
more than an hour’s walk around the town
to confirm many of the suggestions I am
going to make during the course of my
remarks.

There is an officer gf the department—
this instanee applies to war service homes—
who very obligingly fixed up, if I e¢an use
that term, a card for a person wha was an
applicant for one of those homes, putting
the date back to some previous period and
then inserting the card ahead of hundreds
or possibly thousands of others conecerming
people who were waiting. In consequence,
that pavtienlar individual—he is a school
teacher—secured for his papers far earlier
consideration for the allocation of a home
than was his just entitlement, which was,
of course, against the interests of others
who had lodged their applications far
earlier.

Mr. May: That does not apply now. That
has heen altered.

Mr. GRAHAM: T am not aware of that,
but I am dealing with the procedure
adopted hitherte which, so far as war ser- -
viee homes are concerned, was that the ap-
plications were granted in the order they
were lodged and not on the basis of needs
as is, or should be, the case with regard to
the granting of building permits snd the
allocation of rental houses.

Mr. Marshall: The practice eonld he in-
definitely proceeded with, and it eould go
on for ever.

Mr. GRAHAM: Yes. T am aware of
varicus instances, and I would mention this
one—again T have the name. * It has been
suggested to me that it might be interest-
ing in certain cases if a check were made o
the daies of discharge of officers of the
Housing Commission who have received
war service homes. That may be a stab in
the dark: on the other hand, it might re-
veal something. There is a gentleman with
s foreign-sounding name—I do mot intro-
duce into my remarks any prejudice on that
score and merely mention the faet so that
the case may be recognised without my men-
tioning it—who recently had a new home
erected for himself in North Perth. He took
possession of the home as soon as he was
married. In that ease the permit for the
erection of the house was granted for the
man and his wife alone.
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The Premier: When was that?

Hon. A. H. Panton: Was that bhefore
he was married?

Mr. GRAHAM: Obviously, the permit
was granted before, because he took pos-
session of it as soon as he was married. As
to exactly when it was done, I do not
know., There was also 2 man who eame to
Western Australia from Singapore, He
had & wife and, T think, two childven. He
reeeived a permit to build a honse almost
immediately after he arrived. That is to
say, he received a permit to construet a
wood and ushestos house.  That was most
obligingly done for bhim, and he was told
that if he liked to wait for three months
he would be able to get a permit to huild a
brick house. We must come to onr own
conelusions as to the influences at work
when we have a sitwation gueh as that.

~ There is another case—the Chief Secre-
tary will probably know something of it
heeanse he had to take official action to in-
terrupt a certain projected building plan
—regarding a house for a man who already
had a flat st Subiaco. He also had one at
Searborough, where he had a business, He
lived in one or other ‘of the flats to suit his
convenience. I understand he had a friend
who oceupied the home at Searborough when
he did not require it himself. That man was
granted a permit over 12 mounths ago. He
has a wife and, I fancy, two children. In-
cidentally, he has separated from his
family. Whether that wag bhefore or after
the granting of the permit, I do not know.
What I do know is that he offered the per-
mit to a brother of his, but that individual
bhad already bought a house for himself and
was not to be tempted. Since then, that
iindividual has endeavoured to sell the permit
to other people. By my reference to sell-
ing it, I mean that he was prepared to have
the house construefed in his own name—the
permit, of course, was in his name—and
then for a consideration—apparently the
arrangement would be made bheforehand—
to sell the house to someone else.

Then again, in Nedlands there is & pro-
fessional man whe is living in quite a de-
cent home and he was granted a permit to
make certain alterations, or additions, to his
dwelling. T nm given to understand that the
alterations cost in the vicinity of, if they
did not cxceed, £1,000. He was already

’
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living in a good home—not like so many
families who have to oecupy single rooms
in condemned  houses-—despife which ma-
terials and manpower eould be made avail-
able to him to the tune of approximately
£1,000.

There was another applicant for a build-
ing permit—a person prominent in the
sporting world who has had a house com-
pleted at Belmont. I am told that it 1s an
exceedingly fine home, too. I had inquiries
made this mornihg becuuse I thought there
might have been some mistake. 1 was in-
formed that it was a war service home, but
I understand that no person of that name
is listed for a war service home. Thercfore,
this hounse can only have been built under

. permit issued by the Housing Commission.

That man, I am informed from several
sources, was living in quite a decent flat.
He has a wife and one child only,

There is a farmer who, I believe, ‘comes
from the vieinity of Bruece Rock and the
family consists of the father, mother and
a grown-up danghter. They secured a per-
mit and have built a beautiful home with
three bedrooms, a garage and so on at Ned-
lands, opposite the Old Men’s Home. That
might be very nice, but I should say that a
person wonld need to have an extraordin-
arily good case to be able to vacate his home
in the country and, because it suited bhis
pleasure or convenience, come to the city
and construet a house of that type.

Mr. Marshall: I witl bet his name is Per-
kins,

Mr. GRAHAM: It is not. A farmer has
a wife and grown-up son and daughter; they
continue to run the farm, and only occasion-
ally eome to live in a new house construcied
for them in the vicinity of North Perth or
Joondana Heights. The danghter is work-
ing in Perth and sometimes, when entirely
alone, has a girl friend to spend the evening
with her. This is the type of luxury that
eonld be enjoyed in hygone days, but, if
these are typiecal of the persons who are
being allocated permits and houses, the
whole business is scandalous and warrants
the most drastic- action in order that it
be cleaned up.

I am aware of the case of a young couple
who were living quite comfortably in spa-

.eious premises with the wife’s parents, In

the eourse of time, an entirely new house
was built for the young couple and their
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bahy daughter. I know the two houses con-
cerned. It was suggested to me in the first
instance that this person had secured a per-
mit by passing money. This morning I was
told that it had gone even hetier than that,
and that the place had becen constructed
without & permit at alll I drove
nlong a certain street this morning and was
informed, “Behind those premises you will
- find o stack of bricks that a certain person
is aecumulating because, in the course of
his building operations, he does not worry
about permits.”
The Premier: What is the name of the
strect?

Mr, GRAHAM: I am not prepared to
state it. The point is that we have a depart-
ment whick has inspectors, and it is cer-
tainly not the provinece of a member of Par-
liament to sift and sort out all these things.
If they are so apparent to us as members,
or if we ean with comparative ease secure
information of this sort, then those persons
who are charged with the responsibility
could, if they asserted themselves, find out
the facts without any trouble.

The Premier: It is the duty of a member
of Parliament to give all the information if
he thinks there is any dishonesty going on.

Mr. GRAHAM: I am being subjected to
nll sorts of caustic comments and eriticisms
because I refuse to mention names or be
specifie, but T ask members to accept my
undertaking that I have good and sufficient
reasons for not doing so, I am submitting
this information in the hope that something
will he done, All that those who complain
of thesa happenings can do is to talk to a
member of Parlinment, beeanse they are
powerless to do more than speak to a clerk
behind the counter. )

The Chiof Seeretary: Why not talk to a
Minigter

Mr. GRAHAM: That is exceedingly diffi-
cult, and the Minister would probably know
very little about it. In the first instance I
wgave, it would be said there would be five
people to acecommodate. That sort of thing
is possible. T was speaking to a member of
a rogd hoard last week and he told me that,
in a certain area in Bayswater, & party
there, who was seeking a permit and who
knew that the inspectors were ahout to ar-

rive, went to two or three friends and re--

latives and borrowed a number of beds to
place in the house in order to create the
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impression that a far larger number of
people were residing in the house,

Mr. Nimmo: I think that is ended now.
I believe they have a double check,

* Mr, GRAHAM: I do not know how long
ago that oceurred, but a greater cheek in
all the ramifications of the Housing Com-
mission should be applied. If I approach
the Housing Commission with a shocking
case that reguires immediate consideration, I
am fold, “Next week there will be 10 houses
available at South Perth.” (At East Perth,
which is more of anr industrial area, they
do not build houses.) “But unfortunately
there are about 200 people on the waiting
list. They are all deserving cases and yours
will not make the distance.” If I inquire,
“How long? About six months?” the reply
is, “No, probably longer than that.” That
js all the satisfaction I can get. 1 will
guarantee from the spot on which I stand
at this moment, that if I, or some other
member bad the authority to check through
the list of the homes alloeated and the eir-
eumstances in which they are being used, it
would be found that many of them are not
deserving cases but are along the lines T
have already indicated,

I stated that I would quote the name or
the particnlar circumstances of a certain
case. At Bayswater a house has recently
been completed, although I understand that
a few adornments remain to be added.
‘When all the work is completed, that house
will have cost very little short of £2,000.
It has two bathrooms, two lavatories, and, I
think, a brick garage in course of construe-
tion, and it is occupied by a man and his
wife. The name of the man is Bond. From
inquiries T have made, I wish it to be clearly
understood that this man is in no way re-
lated to thn seeretary of the Housing Com-
mission. I want to make that perfectly clear.

Hon, F. J. 8. Wise: I am prepared to
say that na member of the Housing Commis-
sion is corruptible.

Mr. GRAHAM: I should like o believe
that and I have no reason to believe other-
wise. All I know is that certain things have
happened. As to who is responsible, I am

- unable to say definitely, although I have

knowledge in certain respects, becaunse in the
last week I have spoken to a man—I will
leave it as vague as that—conneeted with the
building trade in the City of Perth who
himself has passed money to officers, or to

v
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an officer, of the Housing Commission. Iam
definitely aware of another ease where the
sum of £20 was handed over by a contrae-
tor to an individnal. The applicant for
the house was also going to pass money, but
something happened meanwhile. I am not
going to mention what happened, as the
particular case will be identified if I do.
I learnt, too, that permits have been granted
for the erection of shops in certain areas.

T am told—I do not khow how true it is—
that premises for a chemist’s shop are being
constrneted in Albany-road, apparently to
eater for an extension of Victoria Park east-
ward. That might be perfectly valid in the
ordinary course of events. Hundreds of
people are living in that area now, and have
been for very many years; but while it may
be ineonvenient up to a point for them to
have to go further down the street in order
to secure their medicines and toilet requi-
sites, T make the statement that as long as
the building position is as eritieal as il is,
1o such lu¥uries as that should be permitted.
T am told that there is no difficulty whatever
in securing quantities of bricks and cement.
A person told me only this morning that he
wenf to a certain establishment and was
told, “We cannot give youn cement without a
permit.” He replied, *Very well, T will
go not far from here and get it.” (He asked
for and reecived cight bags of cement) “I,
and persons engaged in the building trade,
can get the quantity of cement we require.”

Mr. Leslie: I would like to find out where.
1 am looking for some cement. T will see
you afterwards.

Mr. GRAHAM: I know quite 2 number
of people who have used all sorts of pre-
texts to pget eement. They have said they
required i to line water tanks when jn fact
it has been used the purpose of laying
eement paths in their front gardens. I know
of a particular instance in the electorate of
the member for South Fremantle.

Mr. Fox: Spit it out!

Mr. GRAHAM: I feel I have said suffi-
cient with rezard to individual eases fo
warrant ihe closest serutiny of which the
Government is eapable of the very basis
of these charges and not only those which
I have specifically mentioned. T repeat, T
am aware that the member for Geraldton
has quoted the ease of a reverend gentle-
man; I myself am aware of another case
of a reverend gentleman who secured a per-
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mit which should not have been issued to
him if equity and fairness were taken into
aceount. From my own knowledge, there
must be many hundreds of sueh cases. I
want some competent authority-—prefer-
ably a Royal Commission—to sift this
matter thoroughly. I am now going to ap-
peal to the representatives of the Press and
the National Brondeasting scrvice in the
hope that they will give publieity to this
request of mine, that all those people who
are aware of dnbious allocations of homes
for rental purposes or the granting of
building permits for new houses or exten-
sions will advise me in writing at Parlia-
ment House.

The Premier: And give their names.

Mr. GRAHAM: And give their names, al-
though T am not so concerned as to that.
For certain reasons a person may not want
his name conneeted with the matter. So
long as he supplies information, that is all
I reguire.

The Chief Sceretary: What about giving
it to the Minister? Why you?

Mr. GRAHAM: Because I happen to be
making this speech and because this Gov-
ernment has done nothing whatsoever in
regard to the matter,

The Chief Seceretary: You were asked
for help and would not give it.

Mr. GRAHAM: Notwithstanding that 1
spoke, admittedly in general terms, several
weeks ago and that the member for Gerald-
ton and T had a eonference with the Pre-
mier since that time—

The Chief Seeretary: You made .no offer
to help.

Mr. GRAHAM: If the Chief Secretary
is really sincere in this matter, and he hos
his ears well and truly open and, when
it snits the occasion his tongue is always
to the fore, and if he Ilistens to his col-
leagues in this Parliament, he ean be sup-
plied with very many eases which, to say
the least, are not beyond snspicion. If he
were earnest in his desire to see that all
was well with regard to this important
matier, then he would have had some in-
quiries made by a competent authority long
before this. I suggest a Royal Commission
becavse it has greater and wider powers
than has a Select Committee, for which T
could move. The matter will require the
elosest sifting and I am hoping that if it
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is seen there is a genunine effort to clear
this matter up onece and for all, certain
people now reluetant to disclose what they
Jknow will gain heart and be prepared to
make available voluntarily to such a Com-
mission or some other body of inquiry, the
facts as they know them. But contractors
and bumilders particularly are afraid te say
a word ont of place less they be penalised
in certain respects.

I suggest that meanwhile two members
of Parliament should be allowed to inquire
into this matter. As a matter of faet, I
would like the Commission to go to a bloek
of houses and make a check of the persons
living in them at the present moment, and
then check that information against what
appears on the application for the premises
in the first place. I will guarantee that, un-
less the position is worse than I imagine in
very many cages, the information they obtain
will bear no resemblance whatever fo the
application. Of course, I have no anthority
whatever to do that; all I can do is to ring
on the telephone and get back n reply
which may or may not be in accordance
with facts. What I suggest, in order to
assist in eleaving the situation, is that there
should be made available to the Press monthiy
the names and addresses of persons to whom
permits have been granted and rental houses
aifocated, for the information of the publie.
Thus the pnblic would be able to police
what is going on. At the present moment
o family leaves, or a husband and wife leave,
for new premises, nobody knows where, why
or in what cirecumstances.

At the present time, a list is being pub-
lished of the permits issued to seeure new
motor vehicles, and I see no reason why that
could not be done as far as houses are con-
cerned, the latter being so much more vital
ond important, I think, too, that in the
ordinary course a far greater number of
inspeetors should be attached to the State
Honsing Commission. Reeently I had some
very bad eases, in common with other mem-
bers, and I was told that notwithstanding
that applications had been in for some time,
the applicants still had to wait a month or
two bhefore an inspeetion could be made, he-
cause somebody was ill or away, and T helieve
had Meft only one person who could inspect
the plight of these people. I told the officer
I was horrified at the state of affairs that
was allowed to continue, because any clerk
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of reasonable intelligence and integrity ca
ta_ke measurements of rooms, inspeet pre
mises, make inquiries as to the size of |
family and the conditions generally unde
which it lives and submit a report aceor
dingly. That hundreds of people, many o
them in urgent need, should have to wai
several months before their premises arm
even looked at, is something that should po
be tolerated, T mentioned the borrowing of
beds in order to make it appear that mor
people are living in a house than is actually
the case.

Yesterday afternoon a question was asked
about persons evicted from homes, I make ax
observation on that matter now for severa)
reasons; one being in order that the Housing
Commission may take some cognisance of it
My observation is that there is a certaio
amount of collusion—or so I am reliably
informed—between landlords and tenants.
A Jandlord is anxious to get rid of a tenant
in order to have his house to himself. The
tenant is anxious to get out of the one or
two rooms he is occupying and obtain a
home of his own, so he falls behind in the
rent and allows the landlord, when the Intter
takes the case to court, to make assertions
against him that bis eonduct has not been
satisfactory; that he permits noises to be
made at night by parties enjoying themselves
in his roows; that he is not careful in
the safe-kerping of the property—the walls,
furnishings and so on. So, because of the
landlord and the tenant putting their heads
together, the court im its wisdom, and be-
cause of the facts presented to it, grants
an eviction order and the tenant has a reason-
ably high priovity for a permit for the erec-
tion of a house or {o be granted rental
premises.

I hate to say this, but I am teld by several
people who, I repeat, are in a position to
knaw, that influences ave at work that have
been responsible for some of these things—
which may not be quite in acecordance with
every particular I have suggested, but
broadly they are and they are omly some
of many that could be quoted—and so many
officers are direetly or indirectly involved
in these practices that diseipline is becoming
a diminishing quantity in the partieular
Ctovernment department concerned. Because
of that, certain officers arrive when they
like and lenve when they like. I am in-
formed that they are engaging in private
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work during office bours; that at any hour
of the day officers can be seen in either of
two hostelries; and that money has passed.
One person with whom I disenssed the whole
Jnatter has heen guilty of the offence. “But
if I did not do it,” he told me, “I would not
be in the race to get this work done.” Apro-
pos the matter of doing work outside official
cuties, T am told that a number of officers
are there and can be seen—and their initials
are upon the plans—actually preparing
plans for people outside. That is, they are
doing work that bas no relationship whatso-
ever with the work of the Housing Commis-
sion.

'Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
much conversation.

Mr. GRAHAM: Several months ago 1
was warned that because of the influences
involved, it would be, to say the least of it,
injudicions on my part to raise the question
of the Mayfair Theatre. I am informed that
it wonld be exceedingly interesting to find
out the cirenmnstances under which the per-
mit for that theatre was granted. I am told
that in the flrst instance the Housing Com-
mission rejected the application. The prin-
cipal of tfe company which sought to con-
stroet this underground theatre below Lev-
inson’s building in Hay-street flew from the
Tastern States and—I understand this is a
most unusnal procedure to say the least of
it—waited on the Hounsing Commission itself
in the morning and, in the afternoon, trme
to a bet he had had prior to going to the
Commission, walked out with a permit in
his possession.

There is too

I.am unaware of the extent of the permit.
T understand it was in the vicinity of £2,000
for necessary work to be undertaken. But
that was only a start. What influences this
pariicular individual bad, I do not know;
but I do know that the application of his
company was rejected oul of hand hy the
Housing Commission. Yet, after interview-
ing them for the purposa of obtaining per-
mission to use building materials and employ
workmen to construet a theatre—of all
places'—that man, in the afternoon, had his
permit. Somebody took the opportunity of
going over these premises and found all
sorts of wooden panelling, finely-carved and
polished, and that a ‘terrifie amount of
cement had heen used in strengthening and
fortifying the building in various respeets.
My informant said this- work could not have
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been done for less than £7,000. I would
like to know how the extra material was
obtained for that work to be carried
out in addition fo that provided for in the
original permit which, I maintain, should
never have been granted in the first place.

I hope that these remarks, which have
heen directed against a body or the servanis
of a body entrusted with a tremendous re-
sponsibility, will not be turned aside as
being made by a member in order to seetrre
cheap publicity. I realipe that I may be
taunted by certain people and that I run
the risk of representations made by myself
being prejndiced not out of hand but
becanse very often there are a whole
group of applications more or less on
the same level and so it is obvious
that those I was backing ecould some-
how be omitted. T am not suggesting I
should receive any special favour. I have
never sought that. All I want is that jus- -
tiee should be done. That reminds me that
T have been told—and this js directed par-
ticularly to the Premier—that it will be ex-
ceedingly difficult to check where sams of
money have passed to officers for this rea-
son: That there may be 50 applicants who
are more or less in the same eategory, but
there are only, for instance, 10 houses avail-
able. Anyone of those 50 applicants wounld
be entitled to a house under this immediate
distribution. But it was stated, with a full
kn~wledge of what was being said and with
a knowledge of the facts, that for certain
considerations applicants stood a far greater
prospeet of being included in the 10. If,
therefore, an inquiry were undertaken into
a particular bateh it would be exceedingly
diffienlt to trace anything to an individual.

Dut these things are being done and I ask
the Premier and all members to accept that
solemn statement. I repeat that I am con-
scious of the seriousness of my utterances
and that T seek nothing else except that the
most stringent steps should be taken to over-
come the situation. To be one of the ex-
officio members of the Housing Commission,
that I have suggested, is the last position
I would desirc hecanse T know the amount
of work that wounld be entailed. Tt would
be interminable, and while it would take
only o few short lines in a letter to make
a complaint it would perhaps involve a day
or more of inquiry and inspection to as-
certain the faets, Such a position would,
perhaps, impose too serious a burden on any
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member of Parliament, DBut my intention
was that there should be two representatives
of this Chamber who could ferret out the
details—names addresses and everything
else—of specific cases and submit them to
the Minister. But I am handicapped in
many respects, as are all other private mem-~
bers. As a result, I have to rely on the
integrity of other people. I have had to
visit, beg and cajole in order fo extract
certnin infermation.

I have submittdd that information to the
House, and may I say fnally that if if
could be demonstrated to me, not by any
whitewashing process but by proper exam-
ination, that all the matters of which I havd
spoken are untrue, then I would be exceced-
ingly happy; but it is impossible for that
to happen as I know of my own knowledge.
I am aware of diserepancies and irregu-
larities that have ocecurred-—particularly
when we are mindful of the seriousnesg
of the present position. There is no need
for me to go into the details of the harrow-
ing stories of the ecireumstances of many
people today. If they had to wait beecause
there was a genuine shortage, unfortunate
though that might be, there would be very
little that we, as members, could do about
it, but when we find persons in no way en-
titled to consideration, being allocated
houses by one device or another—parti-
cularly I am informed in the way of altera-
tions or additions to homes, apart from the
aspeet of new houses being constructed—
then it is time we took a definite stand.

As I said at the outsct, whether we have
one woman or a hundred women; whether
we have an ex-Serviceman or not, and
whether the Housing Commission consists
of three, five, or fifty members, that in
itself will make no difference whatsocever
to the general housing and building pro-
gramme, When houses can be secured with-
out any valid claim, and when building
materials ‘ean be purchased withont permits,
notwithstanding that there is an authority
to police these matters, then I say we are
merely tinkering with the whole subject by the
proposition, no matter on how legitimate
grounds, to incrcase the number of persons
to be appuinted to the Housing Commis-
sion. T support the Bill and do hope and
trust that the Government will take some
cognisance of what I have said, but not my
remarks alone. I repeat, I am, with one

[ASSEMBLY.]

or two exceptions, the only member who has
quoted a number of cases, but I say thah
practieally every member could tell stories
similar to what.I have put forward.

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: I quoted a case anﬁ
gave the name.

Mr. GRAHAM: Exaetly. I ask mem-
bers to do so when the occasion warrants,
but it should not be necessary. I feel the
Government is sufficiently aware of what
is going on to initiate some action to over-
come the present shocking state of affairs,
without any beseeching on my part.

On motion by Mr. Leslie, debate ad-
Jjourned.

House adjourned a2 6.5 p.m,

Tiegislutive @ovmeil.
Tuesday, 16th September, 1947.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair, at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

CHAIRMEN (TEMPORARY) OF
COMMITTEES.

The PRESIDENT: I desire to announce
that I have appeinted Hon, G. Fraser, Hon,
A, L. Loton and Hon. W. J. Mann to be
temporary Chairmen of Committees for the
session.



