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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes. I am satisfied that the local authority
will have absolute control.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 4 to 7-agreed to.
Clause 8--Section 276 amended:
Hon. J. G. HISLOP: I askc the Minister

whether he will allow mue time to move
an amendment to the clause because it
is not a question of the amount that is
to be received by a medical practi-
tioner or whether it is to be paid once
every seven years or every seventeen
years, but of his being paid for ser-
vices rendered. The whole question of
reporting various matters to the depart-
ment is growing, until we have now reached
the position where, if a stop is not made
to the paper work required of medical
practitioners, they will not have time to
spend on treatment of the sick. The
amount of 2s., which was put in when
the Act was first introduced, was a con-
siderable sum. No alteration of that
amount has been requested by the pro-
fession, but the provision here does not
help us. It simply states that we are en-
titled to payment. I ask the Minister to
report progress and give us time to con-
sider the matter.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I am quite willing to do that. Dr. Hislop
wants to adopt the unusual procedure of
having payment made without rendering
an account.

H-on. J. G. Hislop: The account is
rendered when the notification is sent in.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
If that is so, it will be paid. Perhaps we
could provide that the medical practitioner
"shall be paid the appropriate fee."

Rion. J. G. Hislop: That is right.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
He would not then have to send in an
account.

Progress reported.

ADJOURNMENT-SPECIAL.

THlE MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT
(Hon. C. H. Simpson-Midland): I
move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
till 3 p.m. tomorrow.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 10.23 p.m.

I1[itbiafathw Asrimbly
Wednesday, 22nd October, 1952.
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QUESTIONS.

FREE MILK SCHEME.
As to Distribution to N'orseman Children,

etc.
Mon. E. NULSEN asked the Minister for

Education:
(1) Will he give the parents of the

Norseman children an idea when the dis-
tribution of free milk to school children
will be made, as is done in the metropoli-
tan area?

(2) Has he given any serious considera-
tion to supplying children of outback
centres with free re-constituted milk if
whole milk cannot be supplied?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) The maximum charge allowed for

the transport of pasteurised bottled milk
under the free milk scheme for school
children from the metropolitan area to
country centres without an independent
milk supply, has been fixed in consulta-
tion with the Commonwealth authorities
at 2s. per gallon. As it has been found
impossible to arrange transport to Norse-
man at this figure, the possibility of it
being included in the scheme is remote.

(2) Some months ago all country schools
were circularized and given details re-
garding participation in the scheme by
the use of powdered milk or supplies of
wholemilk where available.

WATER SUPPLIES.

(a) As to Cost of Kalamunda Scheme.

Mr. OWEN asked the Minister for Water
Supply:

(1) What was the estimated cost of the
Kalamunda water scheme?

(2) How much has been spent on this
work to date?

(3) What is now the estimated cost to
complete the work?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) £70,000.
(2) £24,600.
(3) £77,000 on present day rates.

(b) As to Contemplated Summer
Restrictions.

Mr. McCULLOCH asked the Minister
for Water Supply:

(1) As he has indicated that water re-
strictions will be imposed about the end
of December next-

(a) Will he advise what districts will
be affected by this restriction:

(b) how long will such restrictions
last;

(c) what is the reason for such re-
strictions?

(2) Is he aware that by restricting the
use of water to market gardeners at Kal-
goorlie to Mondays, Wednesdays and Fri-
days, it meant that Kalgoorlie market gar-
deners lost considerable vegetables
through not being allowed to use their
water sprays from Friday until Monday?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) (a) All districts connected with the

CLW.S. system.
(b) Possibly two months-January

and February-but will be deter-
mined by severity of summer.

(c) Inability to maintain full supply
throughout the whole of the sum-
mer on account of Insufficient
pumping and pipeline capacity,
or of Insufficient inland storages.

(2) Realising that damage could occur
to market gardens if waterings were Ifui-
ted to fixed days, the Department has
previously approved and will again agree
to watering at any time, provided the
consumer agreed to effect the reduction
in consumption required by the restric-
tions.

EDUCATION.
(a As to Surfacing Esperanee School

Playground.
Hon. E. NUISEN asked the Minister

for Education:
(1) Has he seen in "The West Austra-

lian" of the 16th October, 1952. a protest
about a playground at Esperance, which
reads as follows:-

The Parents and Citizens' Associa-
tion decided unanimously last night-
(1) to display in a chemist's shop
photographs of the schoolgrounds as
seen during the winter months, and
(2) petition the Education Depart-
ment, through the local health
authority, to give immediate atten-
tion to the grounds.

It was said at the meeting that
about £1,700 was approved several
years ago to bitumen -surface the
grounds, but that none of this money
had been spent.

(2) Can he give a definite intimation
when this important work will be com-
pleted?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Yes. I disagree, however, with the

statement that "about £1,700 was ap-
proved several years ago to bitumen sur-
face the grounds but that none of this
money has been spent."

(2) An estimate of the cost of gravel-
ling, sealing and draining the grounds
was recently prepared, but in view of the
limited loan moneys available, approval
of the work has had to be deferred along
with numerous other cases.
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(b)/ As to Injuries to Schoolchildren,

Ron. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister
for Education:

(1.) What provision exists for reim-
bursemnent of expenses which parents are
occasioned as a result of injuries sustained
by children whilst at school or at sport
connected with school?

(2) Will he endeavour to establish some
scheme which will obviate the necessity,
which apparently exists at present, to re-
fuse financial help to parents with sub-stantial bills for medical expenses for
'treatment of children injured at school, on
the grounds that the injuries resulted from
an "Act of God"?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) The Education Department accepts

financial responsibility for full costs aris-
ing from accidents to children caused
through defects in school buildings, equip-
ment, playgrounds, or negligence of the
supervising teacher during recognised play.

In other cases, liability is not accepted
unless special circumstances attend the
accident when ex gratia payments are
made.

In cases where play or organised sport
is held on premises other than school
premises, the above conditions generally
apply.

(2) The question of arranging for a
comprehensive insurance policy to cover
accidents not included above, has been
examined from time to time, but experi-
ence over many Years indicates that the
case for insurance coverage of all acci-
dents occurring during school hours has
not been justified. The premium on such
a policy would, it is estimated, cost ap-
proximately £4,000 per annum.

(c) As to Surfacing Richmond School
Playground.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister
for Education:

(1) Is he aware that the work of im-
proving the surface of the playground at
the Richmond school has been suspended
for months and that the ground is in a
dangerous condition?

(2) Is he aware that a series of minor
accidents have occurred and that on Mon-
day a girl sustained a serious injury as
a result of a fall?

(3) What is the reason for the suspen-
sion of the work on the playground?

(4) Will he give an assurance that the
work will be resumed immediately and
carried an expeditiously until completed?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) I am aware that certain work con-

nected with the Improvement of the school
ground has been suspended- I am not
aware, however, that the round is in a
dangerous condition.

(2) No.

(3) The Public Works Department had
been requested by the Parents and Citizens'
Association to exclude from its proposals
a certain area for lawns, the Parents and
Citizens' Association to remove stones by
means of local effort and the Public Works
Department to supply loam, etc. As for
the major part of the work, gravel has
been laid and areas graded and consolid-
ated. The advent of suitable weather
for sealing is awaited.

(4) The contractors state that the work
will be resumed as soon as possible.

STATE ELECTRICITY COMMISSION.
(a) As to Subsidies to South-West

Local Authorities.
Mr. SE WELL asked the Minister for

Works:
What local authorities on the South-

West power scheme have received Gov-
ernment subsidies before or during the
change-over, and to what extent?

The MINISTER replied:
None.

(b) As to cost of Loan Flotation
Advertising.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Premier:
(1) Are the advertisements which ap-

peared in the Press calling for subscrip-
tions to the S.E.C. loan, and calico signs
on Government buildings paid for by the
State, or by the underwriters?

(2) If paid by the State, how much was
spent, and against what vote was it
charged?

The PREMIER replied:

(1) Paid for by the State Electricity
Commission. This is the usual practice
In the raising of loans of this nature
from the public.

(2) Final invoices not yet in, but the
total amount will be less than 1/10th of
1 per cent. of the amount raised.

HOUSING.
As to Austrian Pre-f ab. Files.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister for
Housing:

Further to his reply to a question by
the member for Melville on the 14th
October, will he table again the files from
which the pages were taken, and those
on which they now appear, vis:-5831/50:
3916/49. Vol. 1; 6819/50. Vol. 1; 2777/50,
Vol. 2; 3916/49?

The MINISTER replied:
No. The tabling of the files has already

caused much inconvenience to the COM-
mission. The files concerned can be in-
spected by the hon. member at the office
of the Minister.
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HEALTH.
As to Allowance to T, B. Sufferers.

Mr. NEEDHAM asked the Minister for
Health:

What is the rate of allowance payable
to sufferers from tuberculosis while absent
from employment and undergoing treat-
mnent-

(a) married;
(b) single?

The MINISTER replied:
Married Man-1£9 per week, plus 10s.

per week for each dependent child under
16 years of age.

Married Woman-Subject to husband's
earnings.

Single Person in an institution-
£3 7s. 6d.

Single Person on domiciliary treatment
-£5 10s.

HOSPITALS.
(a) As to Improvements, Wyalkatchem.

Mr. CORNELL asked the Minister for
Health:

When is it expected that funds to do
the work at the Wyalkatchern hospital,
outlined in her reply to the question asked
by me on the 9th October, will be avail-
able?

The MINISTER replied:
It is impossible to forecast this.

(b) As to Mortuary, Wyalkatchem.
Mr. CORNELL asked the Minister for

Health:
(1) Will she make urgent and special

representation to the Treasury for funds
to enable the mortuary at the Wyal-
katchem hospital to be rebuilt?

(2) If not, why not?
The MINISTER replied:
(1) and (2) Any money which can be

found is required for buildings and facili-
ties for the care of the sick, which are
considered more important than a new
mortuary.

Would it not be possible for the board
to undertake minimum repairs necessary
to keep the present morgue in use?

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYMENT.
As to Public Service Employees.

Mr. CORNELL asked the Premier:
What was the number of employees,

showing separately permanent and tem-
porary staff, under the control of the Pub-
lic Service Commissioner, on the follow-
ing dates:-

30th June, 1935:
30th June, 1939;
30th June, 1947;
30th June, 1952?

The PREMIER replied:
Date. permanent Temporary Total.

Officers. Employees.
30/6/1935 1.596 228 1,824
30/611939 I'M" 2,0 219 1.&56
30/8/1947 ... 1,878 72? 2,W05
30/6/1952 ..- 2,583 1.279 3,862

STATE FINANCE.
As to Government Expenditure.

Mr. CORNELL asked the Premier:
(1) What amount was spent by the

State Government in administration in
each of the following financial years-

(a) 1934-35;
(b) 1938-39;
(c) 1946-47;
(d) 1951-52?

(2) What is the expected cost of Gov-
ernment. administration for the financial
year ending on the 30th June, 1953?

The PREMIER replied;
(1) Some definition would require to be

given of "administration" before an at-
tempt could be made to obtain this in-
formation.

If by "administration" is meant the
cost of salaries and wages and incidental
expenses connected with the ordinary
activities of the Government in regard to
general administration work, as apart
from such things as maintenance, the in-
formation is not available without a great
deal of research which would take many
weeks to complete.

(2) Answered by No. (1).

WAR SERVICE LAND SETTLEMENT.
As to Nicholls Estate, Purchase Price,

Improvements, etc.
Mr. NALDER asked the Minister for-

Lands:
(1.) What was the purchase Price paid

to the vendor by the War Service Land
Settlement Board for the property known
as "Nicholls" at Arthur River?

(2) What has been the total amount ex-
pended in improvements to the property
since its acquisition?

(3) What is the total of the final valu-
ations assessed to the allottees of this
particular property?

The MINISTER replied:
(I) £20,504, including £4 fees.
(2) £16,060.
(3) £35,521, plus community shearing

shed sold separately, £1,043, totalling
£36,554.

FORESTS DEPARTMENT.
As to Timber Rights and Royal Commis-

sion's Recommendation.
Mr. HOAR asked the Minister for

Forests:
(1) Refering to the recent recommenda-

tion, of the Royal Commissioner on
Forestry, that "consideration be given to
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removing the reservation to the Crown
of timber on alienated land which has
been under established pasture for a period
of five years," and his reply that the
recommendation of the Royal Commision
was under consideration, has he been able
to give this matter his attention during
the last two months?

(2) If so. is it his intention to give
effect to this recommendation this session?

(3) If not, why not?
The MINISTER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Cabinet has approved of the recoin-

mendlation and action is being taken
accordingly,

(3) Answered by No. (2).

STATE BATTERIES,
As to Inclusion of Employees under Mine

Workers' Relief Act.
Mr. MOR asked the Minister represent-

ing the Minister for Mines:
(1) Is he aware that State battery

employees do not come within the pro-
visions of the Mine Workers Relief Act,
1932?

(2) Owing to the many injustices suf-
fered by this class of worker through
being excluded from the provisions of this
Act, will he give immediate consideration
to having the Act amended so that these
workers will be covered?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) This matter has been referred to

the Minister in office on numerous occa-
sions over a long period, and the view
has been consistently expressed that there
was no danger of State battery employ-
ees contracting occupational diseases, and
that accordingly there was no warrant
in them being forced to contribute to the
fund.

As, however, this Is the first time the
matter has been raised with me, I will
fully examine it.

SWAN RIVER.
As to Analyses of Water.

Mr. BRADY asked the Minister for
Works:

(1) When were the last samples of
water taken from the Swan River at
North Fremantle, Keane's Point, Causeway,
Ouildford and West Midland?

(2) What were the results of the an-
alyses-chemically and biologically?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) and (2) North Frenmantle, IKeanes

point.
(1) On Monday, the 20th October.

(2) Results are not yet to hand, and
will be available in about a fortnight.
Causeway.

This is not a sampling point.
Hill street and the Gas Works are the

nearest, and were sampled on Monday,
the 20th October.
Guildford, Midland.

(1) On the 15th September.
(2) Chemical analyses indicated low

salinity: otherwise not much difference
from last samples taken in June.

Bacteria Coali present in 0.1 cc. at Helena
River Junction and Woodbridge Creek,
but not present at Meadow Street Bridge.
Note.-The up-to-date record of all samp-
lings by the department was tabled in the
House on Tuesday, the 21st October.

BILLS (3)-IRnST READING.
1, Mining Act Amendment (No. 2).

Introduced by the ginister for Hous-
Ing.

2, Warehousemen's Liens.
Introduced by the Attorney General.

3, Fremantle Municipal Tramways and
Electric Lighting Act Amendment.

Introduced by Hon. J. B. Sleeman.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
On motion by Mr. Bovell, leave of ab-

sence for four weeks granted to Mr.
Hutchinson (Cottesloe) on the ground of
ill-health.

BILL-CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT.
Read a third time and transmitted to

the Council.

BILL-FREMANTLE ELECTRICITY
UNDERTAKING (PURCHASE

MONEYS) AGREEMENTS.
Report of Committee adopted.

MOTION-HOUSING CONTRACTS,
SNOWDEN AND WILLS ON.

To Inquire by Select Committee.
Debate resumed from the 24th Septem-

ber on the following motion by Mr. Old-
field:-

That a Select Committee be ap-
pointed to inquire into and report
upon the methods adopted by the firm
known as "Snowden & Willson," es-
pecially in relation to contracts for
building houses entered into by them
and, if necessary, to suggest legisla-
tion.

MR. GRAHAM (East Perth) [4.49J: MY.
Speaker-

Mr. SPEAKER: Is the Hon. member
speaking on behalf of the Leader of the
Opposition?
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Mr. GRAHAM: Yes, Some five weeks
ago the member for Maylands introduced
the motion in this House and, in the
course of his remarks, he made some
most serious allegations against a busi-
ness firm operating in the City of Perth
I have no hesitation whatever in declaring
my stand in this matter, and it is to say,
without qualification, that I think the
tactics and attitude employed by the mem-
ber for Maylands the most shameful ex-
hibition I have witnessed during the time
I have been in this House.

The Premier: What was shameful about
it? He has done what many other mem-
bers have done.

Mr. GRAHAM: If the Premier will al-
low me to proceed, he will find out, I hope
to his satisfaction. It reflects no credit
on the Government that the Attorney
General, as Its mouthpiece, should have
adopted the air of disinterestedness that
he did. Surely if any member comes refore
this House and dishes up large basins of
tripe, it does not automatically follow that
the Government must agree to an inquiry
of any sort into his allegations. Surely,
too, there is the elementary decency, in-
deed the duty, devolving upon any member
to make full and proper inquiries before
levelling charges, particularly when such
charges reflect upon a business concern.
an undertaking that must deal with com-
petition and with rivals, and is able to
continue only if its name is of good
standing and repute in the community!
If an inquiry is to be permitted into any
matter whatsoever, merely on the say-so
of a member who, on his own admission,
makes no attempt to arrive at the facts.
it is a reflection upon any Government
that allows that course to be pursued.

The Premier: You are making a poli-
tical issue of this, are you?

Mr. GRAHAM: Before I have con-
cluded, I may have a few words to say
about the political significance of this
move. At this stage, let me say that the
member for Maylands cast serious reflec-
tions upon the firm of Snowden & Willson
which, upon analysis, are shown to be
completely and utterly without substance.
It is my intention shortly to run through,
as briefly as I can, the points enumerated
by him. First of all, let me point out that
the firm of Snowden & Willson has been in
existence and has conducted business in
this State for aL period in excess of 40
years. During that time, it has erected
and sold several thousand homes. There
has not been one single case of a person
taking proceedings against the firm for
any questionable practice or dishonesty.

In this firm there are two brothers
Snowden, one of whom is a justice of the
peace and the other is a commissioner
for declarations, The building superin-
tendent of the firm is also a commis-
sioner for declarations. W. E. Snowden,

who is alleged by the member for May-
lands to be the villain in the piece, has
for 25 years been associated with the
firm and, prior to the action taken by the
member for Maylands, there have never
been any allegations made against him for
the manner in which he, in association
with his partners, has conducted the busi-
ness. The firm is one that I feel should
be encouraged by all members; but cer-
tainfly to suggest that we, or the majority
of us, feel that ank inquiry into its opera-
tions is warranted is no manner to en-
encourage or assist it.

I say it is to be encouraged because, to
my knowledge, it is the only building firm
that sells houses on terms and, accord-
ingly, makes it possible for ordinary work-
ing people to obtain homes. All other
builders require cash to be paid, and any
amount in excess of that advanced by the
financial institutions has to be found by
the clients. The ordinary person is unable
to find such a sum. Apart from what I
have already said, this firm had an en-
viable record during the period of the de-
pression. It claims, with aL measure of
pride, that notwithstanding all that hap-
pened during the depression years, when
persons fell weeks and months, and in
excess of 12 months, into arrears in their
payments, in not one single instance was
action taken by the firm to repossess any
of the homes occupied by the people pur-
chasing them. I feel there are very few
landlords who would be able to make such
a claim, particularly where a great num-
ber of houses is involved.

Damage has been done to this firm by
the member for Maylands which no subse-
quent action can erase. A total of 22 inches
of reading matter appeared in "The West
Australian" newspaper, all of which re-
flected seriously upon the integrity and
practices of this firm. No matter what
form of inquiry is held, or whether there
be no inquiry at all, there will still
be a Certain Measure of doubt in the
minds of members of the public. So
this honourable business firm, with many
hundreds of satisfied clients, has the mem-
ber for Maylands to thank for any shaken
confidence that exists; and information
can be given specifically to indicate where
that confidence has been disturbed. Surely
the member for Maylands should have
exercised the elementary decency of mak-
ing inquiries to ascertain whether there
was any substance in the allegations be-
fore ventilating such a matter in public
and in a place where he is protected by
Privilege!

We all know from experience that people
come to us with regard to many different
matters and, upon investigation or report
to appropriate Government departments,
it is found that there is a considerable
variation between the stories told us by
some of our constituents and the true facts
of the situation. Where the name of a
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business firm of long standing Is con-
cerned, there Is a double duty to investi-
gate the various matters. No attempt
whatever was made by the member for
Maylands to do that. If he had gone to
this Amn with his complaints and said
fairly and squarely that if it could not
prove to his satisfaction that everything
was fair, square and aboveboard, he in-
tended to raise the matter in Parliament,
the onus would have been upon the firm
to disclose from its records and otherwise
the true situation. I feel certain that the
member for Maylands blindly accepted a
brief from a person by the name of Stod-
dart, a solicitor practising in town, an
individual who is a member of the State
Housing Commission.

The Premier: Is he not also a prominent
member of the executive of the R.S.L.?

Mr. GRAHAM: That may be so.
Mr. Oldfield; Would you be surprised to

know that I have. never spoken to him in
my ]ife?

Mr. GRAHAM: I would be exceedingly
surprised. Apropos of that point, I would
like to know how the member for May-
lands would become aware of the type of
writing implement that was used and the
type of paper upon which the writing was
placed on the files at the State Housing
Commission, where certificates were given
by builders after having been written by
their clients, to the effect that they were
satisfied with the houses of which they
were about to take possession.

Mr. Yates: How do you suggest he got
that information?

Mr. GRAHAM: He got it from Mr. Stod-
dart.

Mr. Yates: I think you are wrong there.
Mr. GRAHAM: It is patent that Mr.

Stoddart, the name of whose firm appears
throughout the speech of the member for
Maylands, had more than a little to do
with this matter and I say it ill becomes
one, who admittedly has other functions
but who is a member of the State Hous-
ing Commission, to use his position to
supply ammunition to a member of Par-
liament.

Mr. Yates: You are making a very serious
charge against a well respected member
of the State Housing Commission.

Mr. GRAHAM: I am not making this
statement without consideration and full
warrant. Following on the speech of the
member for Maylands I approached the
firm of Snowden and Willson, the mem-
bers of which I had never previously con-
tacted in any capacity whatever. All the
files, documents, financial statements and
everything else in relation to their build-
ing activities were made available to me.
I1 had complete access to all files and
papers and was under no obligation to
anyone, but was free to satisfy myself of

,the true position.

The Minister for Lands: You went there
and got your brief.

Mtr. GRAHAM: I saw anything I wanted
to see and every.- question I asked was
answered. I think even the Minister for
Lands will agree that I can be reasonably
insistent when I seek certain information.
The same facilities as were afforded me
would have been available to the member
for Maylands. had he exercised the ele-
mentary decency of going to the firm in
the first place. I say that the member
for Maylands saw, in the matters sub-
mitted to him by certain persons, an op-
portunity of building himself up and es-
tablishing some sort of name and reputa-
tion. In the process of achieving that
end he wilfully and shockingly abused
parliamentary privilege. In the course
of a speech which occupied 2 hours and
35 minutes this House heard from him a
remarkable collection of so-called com-
plaints which, upon investigation, can be
proved to have been reeking with omis-
sions, distortions, half-truths and utter
untruths.

The Premier: I do not think you should
be allowed to get away with that.

Mr. GRAHAM: To satisfy the Premier
I can, perhaps, qualify my remarks to this
extent, that the bulk of the untruths, at
any rate, were contained in the documents
from which the member for Maylands read,
but he made also certain statements of
his own which any person would know
from his own business experience could not
stand analysis. They were too fantastic
for words.

The Minister for Lands: Let us have
an inquiry. That will bring it all out.

Mr. GRAHAM: The Minister for Lands
apparently wishes to take the easy way
out. Let any member on his side of the
House talk any kind of trivial rubbish and
immediately he wants the Government
to yield and grant an Inquiry. It is our
bounden duty to satisfy ourselves that
there is need for an Inquiry and my in-
vestigations, after listening to the mem-
ber for Maylands; and then reading his
speech through half-a-dozen times,
showed me that there is no warrant for
any inquiry but that, on the contrary,
words of censure should be uttered against
him. The firm in question issued an In-
vitation to the member for Maylands to
go to its office and discuss and investigate
the questions at issue, but that was some-
thing that he refused to do.

In addition to that, a senior Minister
of this Government requested the member
for Maylands to call on the firm for the
purpose of ascertaining the facts before
blowing off steam in Parliament, but the
member -for Maylands thought he knew
better, and decided to proceed. Both the
general secretary and the assistant sec-
retary of the Liberal Party of Western
Australia approached the member for
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Maylands and asked him to use a bit
of commonsense and decency and go into
the matter before bringing it forward in
the House, but he w.as far more concerned
with the notoriety that he might achieve,
for political purposes, by creating a scan-
dal and so he decided to ignore the advice
given to him by principals of his own poli-
tical party.

There was, as the Premier knows, an
offer made to him by the firm in ques-
tion that the member for Maylands, ac-
companied by a solicitor of his own choos-
ing-presumably because the member for
Maylands would be incapable of scrutinis-
lng properly any documents--should go to
the office of the firm in order thoroughly
to satisfy himself of the position and
that, if he were unable to do that, he
would then be at liberty to proceed with
charges In this Hlouse or anywhere else,
For obvious reasons the member for May-
lands did not move along those lines. The
firm of Snowden and Willson went still
further and made the Premier the offer
that in order to save it additional
worry, loss of time and expense, if any-
body-the member for Maylands, his soli-
citor or any other individual--could sub-
stantiate one charge against the firm in
open court it would be prepared to
donate £500 to any charity that the Pre-
mier cared to nominate.

The Premier: I am not nominating
charities under those conditions for any-
body.

Mr. GRAHAM: I have said sufficient
to Indicate that there was an open offer
at all times to the member for Maylands
or anyone else thoroughly to satisfy him-
self with regard to the extraordinary al-
legations that were made. But as the
member for lmaylands ignored the sound
advice given to him by senior and experi-
enced men, the Government now feels an
obligation to stand by him, for political
reasons, instead of taking action to dis-
cipline him as he deserves. I would
remind the Premier that, quite apart
from being head of a political party,
he is also head of the State and is under
a definite obligation to see that there
Is not, without justification or warrant.
any abuse of privilege resulting in injury
to the reputation and business of any
concern operating within the State.

I would remind the Premier also of the
expense and commitments already incur-
red by this firm as a consequence of the
charges made by the member for May-
lands. Because of delay in time, the firm
f elt it necessary to go to the Press, and
the only way in which it could do that
was by means of paid advertisements, for
the purpose of stating to the public its
side of the question and that, of course.
has cost some hundreds of pounds. The
amount of time that members of the firm
have had to spend in going through old
records and files in order to familiarise

themselves with the details of cases and
incidents that occurred a year or so ago
has been colossal and has interfered with
the building programme of the organiza-
tion.

If there is to be a Royal Commission
or an inquiry of any sort, how much
more time is to be wasted? It will be
necessary for members of the firm to
engage counsel of no uncertain stand-
Ing because their very name and reputa-
tion will be at stake. Many hours will
have to be spent In briefing the counsel
so appointed, and in going through
volumes of files and papers in order to
prepare evidence-in-chief and in order to
be in a position to proceed with cross-
examination, and so on. Due to the
thoughtless and irresponsible action of the
member for Maylands, this firm, apart
from any indirect loss or injury, is ap-
parently to be mulcted in further expense
of several thousands of pounds in order
to sustain its good name and reputa-
tion.

The whole thing is grossly unfair and
is something that should never have been
allowed. In view of the fact that the
attention of senior members of the Gov-
ernment was drawn to the step contem-
plated by the member for Maylands, I
think they should have used some of
the influence that leaders are capable of
using in order to bring him to heel. The
member for Maylands made a number of
charges. We all know that it is a simple
matter to make charges but that it is
a far more difficult and lengthy process
properly to answer them. The first and
most important charge made by the mem-
ber for Maylands against the firm of
Snowden and Willson was in connection
with the contract, and that word "con-
tract" was well and truly done and over-
done during the course of his speech.
How do members think a firm could re-
main in business, trading with the public,
for 40 years if it got up to any of the
practices suggested by the member for
Maylands?

The member for Maylands harped on
the contract all the way through his
speech and many members imagined that
it was a. document totally different from
what in fact it is. So confused 'were
they that one member-one that the
member for Maylands intended inviting
to become a member of the Select Com-
mittee, if appointed-thought that the
contract in dispute was one setting out
the plans and specifications of the build-
Ing to be purchased by a client of the
firmn, whereas in fact it was the contract
of sale. That document has been analysed
closely by Queen's Counsel and has been
perused by the Attorney General and his
staff, and in no case has it been proved
to contain anything irregular or damag-
ing to the clients of the firm. On the
contrary, It has been stated that if the
contract erred at all it was in generosity
to the client.
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I went a step further and ascertained
judiciously, from officers of the Land
Titles Office, that of all the documents
they have seen pass through that depart-
ent in the name of this firm, there has
been nothing untoward at all and that,
if anything, the firm of Snowden and Wil-
lson has been foolish inasmuch as it has
been too fair and generous to its clients.
ret the whole of the speech of the mem-
ber for Maylands suggested that there was
something radically wrong with the firm.
As indicated in simple words by the At-
torney General, the member for May-
lands is incapable of reading a legal docu-
ment and the result of that was that
he imagined all sorts of things that do
not appear in the contract of sale. He
stated that the clients of Snowden and
Willson were unable to obtain copies of
the contract of sale which, apart from
a few short references to the building
and conditions under which it is sold,
refers to the amount of indebtedness.

I have before mec a form of mortgage
that I obtained from the Commonwealth
Bank. Earlier this year I had occasion
to approach that institution and I re-
ceived no copy of this document from
it. They informed me that it was not
the practice to supply copies to clients,
but of course if any person cared to pay
for one a copy could be supplied to him,
and that was exactly the position in the
case of Snowden and Willson had any of
their clients gone to their solicitors.
The member for Maylands saw something
dreadful in the fact that this second mort-
gage was repayable on demand. I did not
read this lengthy document that I have
with me, because it contains several
thousand words, when I had the business
transaction with the Commonwealth Bank,
but upon checking and getting a bank
form, as a matter of interest, I find, among
other things, that I can be called upon
to pay any interest that the bank might
determine at any time. Also, the mem-
ber for Maylands may be interested in
these words--

That the mortgagor will on demand
duly pay to the bank the moneys here-
by secured.

In other words, these terrible things, of
which the member for Maylands spoke, are
*natters of ordinary usual business prac-
tice.

Mr. Totterdell: That is the ordinary
form used.

Mr. GRAHAM: Of course it is.
Mr. Totterdell: I have signed thousands

of them.
Mr. GRAHAM: Yet the member for

Maylands thought that the firm of Snow-
den and Willson 'should be arraigned be-
fore a tribunal because, in the case of
second mortgages-unregistered ones-
there appears a clause that they are pay-
able upon demand.

Mr. Totterdell:, it is lack of know-
ledge.

Mr. GRAHAM: Of course it is, and yet
we are asked seriously to agree that an
inquiry of some sort is warranted into this
firm; we are asked to do that upon such
unsubstantiated and ignorant statements
as those made by the member for May-
lands.

I could read the more salient points
used by Mr. Durack, QOC. when he, with-
out any shadow of doubt, indicated that
there was nothing wrong in the form of
contract of sale issued by the firm of Snow-
den and Willson. The Attorney General
stated that he had no great objection to
the form of contract. He said elsewhere
that he could not see there was any room
for serious complaint against that docu-
ment, In another place he said, "There
is no objection so far as the form of
contract is concerned.' Yet It was upon
this very contract that the member for
Maylands sought to establish his case.
Apart from references to the contract, a
lot of complaints were submitted by the
member for Maylands at the instigation
of a number of clients and we are asked
to believe that there is some substance
in them.

I will endeavour to run through the
points he raised as rapidly as I can be-
cause, while I feel this warrants a full and
exhaustive explanation, one must have
some consideration for the element of
time. So I will discuss those points for
the benefit of members who have not gone
to the trouble of inquiring fully into the
matter. First of all, most of these com-
plaints were based on statements sub-
mitted by a number of individuals. These
complaints, incidently, were submitted to
us in such a form as to make them appear
to be coming from far more individuals
than were actually concerned. Further-
more, while we were told by the member
for Maylands that the statements were
signed, we did not hear the name of any
individual.

We know too that any utterance of the
member for Maylands in this House is
privileged, and if a Royal Commission is
appointed he cannot be questioned on any-
thing he said in this Chamber. Therefore.
all of the persons concerned can be com-
pletely immune from any check by any
tribunal. It was suggested by the mem-
ber for Maylands that people are shown
houses different from the ones that are
sold to them. This, briefly, is the position:
At the present time, and for the last 12
months. Snowden and Willson have been
selling houses to people only when the
buildings are completed and ready for
occupation. Prior to the last 12 months
they were being sold in various stages of
the building process.

Mr. Griffith: Where did you get that
information?

Mr. GRAHAM: From the firm con-
cerned.
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Mr. Griffith: In fairness to the mem-
ber for Maylands; you must agree that
reliable information can come from some-
body else too.

Mr. GRAHAM: The member for Can-
ning is scratching ravel.

Mr. Griffith: No. I am not.
Mr. GRAHAM: He does not know the

first thing about the proposition, and he
is seeking to establish some sort of doubt
in connection with this matter.

Mr. Griffith: No, I am not.
Mr. GRAHAM: Let me state this,

for the edification of the member for
Canning, that all the complaints made by
the member for Maylands date back over
12 months.

Mr. Griffith: You do not know what
my attitude is.

Mr. GRAHAM: The hon. member's at-
titude is one of complete hostility to any
attitude that I adopt.

Mr. Bovell: That is a very commend-
able one.

Mr. GRAHAM: A purely negative state
of mind.

Mr. Griffith: You attach too much im-
portance to yourself.

Mr. GRAHAM: What I have stated is
a fact. The position is that Snowden and
Willson erect two types of brick houses
and two types of timber-framed asbestos
dwellings and, at the time of which the
complainants of the member for -May-
lands spoke, the houses were being sold
in various degrees of completion. If a
Person was interested in obtaining a house
he was shown over a completed one,
usually in the locality and more often
than not in the same street. In every
case the houses were similar to the ones
the clients desired to purchase. These
clients were told by the firm "your house
will be similar to the one aver the road,
but it may be several months before it
is completed." Upon that basis the firm
continued to erect the buildings and, of
course, there were no complaints.

Anybody can check the plans of these
houses, because they are available in the
offices of the local governing authorities
concerned and it is also possible to view
them in the office of the State Housing
Commission. Minor alterations have been
made for obvious reasons and I shall tell
members something about that in a
moment. Nothing looks worse than a
whole row of houses with each one prac-
tically identical. Consequently the firm
has made slight variations for the bene-
fit of its clients. While it is true that
different houses from the ones finally sold
were shown to clients, it was merely to
give them an idea of what their dwellings
would look like when completed. Mem-
bers will realise that a house frequently
looks different from what appears in a
fiat plan.

The member for Maylands als made
suggestions that there were a number of
cases of gross overcharging and stepping
up of prices. I put it to members of this
Chamber, as reasonable men of the world,
is it likely that the firm of Snowden and
Willson would take a client out, show him
a certain house and two or three days
later, after giving him a price in the first
instance, tell him that the price is now
£500 more, or £200 more to quote the two
instances used by the member for May-
lands? It is so fantastic as to be un-
believable, particularly when, following
this extraordinary business that is sup-
posed to have occurred, the client humbly
submits to the situation and signs the
contract of sale that he is prepared to buy
at the increased price.

What would any member here think if
he were offered a house for £2,900 on the
Monday and on the Wednesday, two days
later, the vendor wanted £3,400 for it?
Surely he would have nothing whatever to
do with the firm concerned! Yet it is
pretended by the member for Maylands
that these people, bank officers and the
like, are prepared to buy houses at these
inflated prices from a firm that is alleged
to have done these extraordinary things.
It is unthinkable that anybody would con-
template continuing with a business trans-
action on those lines.

According to the member for Maylands;
a person stated that he was to obtain
from Snowden and Willson a house which
was worth only £1,500 and yet he was asked
to pay a good deal more for it. To show
how much that statement is worth, Snow-
den and Willson got an architect to value
the building and it was valued at £2,500. I
agree that there are differences in the
values laid down by valuers, but strangely
enough-and the member for Maylands
gave credence to this value of £1,500-
within a very short space of time the War
Service Homes Commission advanced
£2.000 on the house. Yet it is alleged by
this person that the house is not worth
more than £1,500 and that a certain
builder told him that £1,500 was the full
value of the place.

Those are the extraordinary things that
we are asked to believie; that is the sort
of rubbish that we are expected to ac-
cept and so award an inquiry of some sort
to the member for Maylands. and, as he
would desire it, a Select Committee with
himself occupying the position of chair-
man, and thus be responsible for writing
the report. A certain bank officer con-
sidered that he was asked to pay a little
too much for his house. He stated
that he could not afford to get a
valuation made but strangely enough
he paid £3,400 cash for the dwelling,
and in the statement read by the member
for Maylands this man said that he had
been seeking a house f or many months
but had been unable to find a suitable
place at a reasonable Price. After aln his
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travels and examinations he goes to the
firm of Snowden and Willson, apparently
considering that that firm offered the best
proposition at the most reasonable price
and, as a business man, he goes ahead and
signs the contract of sale. I have In my
possession a letter written by that bank
officer, in his own handwriting, dated the
15th August last year. and it states--

I wish to state I am fully satisfied
with the construction of the job and
thank you for your courtesy and at-
tention at all times. Receipt of your
itemised statement of costs is acknow-
ledged and is correct.

That is an aggrieved person, allegedly!I
Another one of these people made a com-
plaint that the work on the house he
purchased was anything but first-class.
In practically all of these cases a bank,
usually the Commonwealth Bank, has the
first mortgage and we all know that these
banks have their own inspectors and they
will not pass a building unless it is satis-
factorily constructed, But apparently any
Tom, Dick and Harry can run to the mem-
ber for Maylands with any sort of puffling
story and he is prepared to accept it and
ventilate it in this Chamber.

He made statements about the calling
up of mortgages. In only one ease has
the firm of Snowden and Willson called
up one of these second mortgages and
that was In the case of an exceedingly
difficult person; an individual who had
been in the office of the firm on many
occasions and had abused the principals.
the staff and everybody else. He was asked
to repay this second mortgage which he
had prior to this time reduced from £600
to £80. So It was practically exhausted in
any event and strangely enough it has
not been paid up yet. So I challenge the
member for Maylands to go back over a
period of 40 years, and give proof of one
single case where the firm of Snowden
& Willson has closed on a client and de-
manded immnediate repayment of the
second mortgage with the exception of
the case the circumstances of which I
have just quoted.

This firm, I repeat, has been generous
to a fault. There was a complaint by the
member for Maylands about the interest
rate of seven or eight per cent. He knew
perfectly well, and he did not make it
clear to us, that seven per cent. is the
rate of interest charged on a second mort-
gage. These second mortgages, I repeat,
are unregistered in the Titles Office. Under
law this firm is entitled to charge an in-
terest rate of 121 per cent. The firm has
informed me that it is not interested in
the interest angle; what it Is concerned
about is the return of the money to enable
it to have sufficient cash to give an ad-
vance to somebody else and so permit of
the sale of another house. it is interested
in making money from the sale of houses
and not from lending money.

These second mortgages are only for
the purpose of enabling a certain type of
client-those on the lower rung of the
economic ladder-to get homes. Accord-
ing to the member for Maylarads there is
apparently something wrong with that.
In the case of third mortgages, there is,
I understand, only one instance where a
third mortgage was given, and that was
given at eight per cent., and at the re-
quest of the client himself, who required
additional accommodation for a particu-
lar purpose. I have not been through the
hundreds and thousands of papers at the
firm, but it tells me that these second
mortgages range from £100 to £1,200. I
wonder if anybody else in the Chamber
can tell me of any financier or any busi-
ness firm other than Snowden & Willson
that will be prepared to lend up to £1,200
on a second mortgage, which is unregis-
tered. I think all of us would have our
time and our work cut out in an effort
so to do.

There was a complaint regarding the
rise and fall clause. The clients apparently
thought they were paying too much under
this heading, Most of us do. We enter
Into a contract for a house to be built
for, say, £2,000, and we hope and trust
that under the rise and fall clause, which
is common to all contracts these days, the
amount will be practically nothing, if any-
thing. I am informed by the principals of
this firm that their clients say, "I hope
It will not be more than £20 or £30."
Being a business man and a builder, Mr.
Snowden has invariably told them that it
is difficult to say what the rise and fall
would amount to; that he works it out
on a particular basis and that the client
will be charged that and only that.

It is only when the building is com-
pleted that the firm is in a position to say
what the amount will be; it is only then
that this can be ascertained. Surely it is
not anticipated that any firm-because no
firm does it-is going to check on every
Item to see, for instance, what increase
there has been in the price of nails, or in
that of timber or cement, fiat-iron and
the rest of it. There is a person by the
name Of Mr. ROSS an ex-employee of the
State Housing Commission who was en-
gaged on this type of work when employed
by the Commission. He now does this
work for private firms and his services are
used by Snowden & Willson. Every month
he issues percentage figures on brick
houses and timber-framed asbestos houses.
it is on these figures that this firm works.
Surely there cannot be any complaint
about that.

If a person who has £3,000 has had to
pay an additional £90, a matter of about
three per cent., on account of the rise
and fall clause, surely there cannot be any
complaint about it. There is nothing ex-
tortionate about that. Yet this is one of
the serious grounds which the member for
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Maylands desires to be investigated. There
was talk about extras and this is per-
haps the greatest distortion that has been
made by the hon, member. There is a
clause in the contract of sale relative to
that matter. This clause lays down de-
finitely in the agreement, which is signed
by both parties, that the firm cannot im-
pose any additional charges in excess of
the amount of £25. The firm has de-
liberately limited itself to that extent and
there it appears in the agreement signed
by the purchaser.

If the firm were to run into £200 in
extras, as suggested by the member for
Maylands, surely there is an immediate
case for action to be taken in the court
because it is there in black and white.
The only other extras that are payable
outside the £25 are those asked for by the
client himself. Once again, of course, it
was impossible for me to go through all
the files but I was assured that, except
in the case of a few Personal friends and
individuals known well by these principals
of the firm of Snowden & Willson when
these extras are Insisted upon a request
for them is made in writing.

As a matter of fact in the case of the
individual who complained I saw a request
by him for three-phase wiring, an extra
power point, an extra light point and so
on. Yet we are asked to believe that not-
withstanding a specific clause in the con-
tract, limiting these extras to £25, the
firm has done all sorts of things and has
raised these charges against unfortunate
and hapless clients who are not in a posi-
tion to do anything about it. This is so
unreal, so fantastic, and so untrue that
members should pause and consider
seriously before allowing further harm to
be done to this firm which has already
been so grossly maligned.

The Premier: Would an inquiry do them
any further harm?

Mr. GRAHAM: As I have already indi-
cated to the Premier this has already cost
the firm many hundreds of pounds and
it will cost it thousands of pounds in addi-
tion for an inquiry to be held, because of
the irresponsible utterances of a junior
member of this Chamber. If members are
not prepared to accept my statements in
the matter they can, of course, make their
own inquiries, and I have no doubt that
they will, without hesitation, come to the
conclusion that there is not even the
semblance of a case for an inquiry to be
held. How much does the Premier think
it will cost to obtain the services of a
Q.C. to represent the firm in the event
of an inquiry? It will probably cost about
50 guineas a day.

The Premier: Is a Q.C. necessary In an
inquiry of this nature?

Mr. GRAHAM: The Premier should
know that while the firm has a watertight
case, and is confident of the outcome of
any sort of Inquiry, in order to preserve
its name and reputation it would be nec-
essary for it to take every possible pre-
caution. I know of cases where Royal
Commissions have sat and inquired into
matters, and subsequent events have proved
that the decisions or findings of those
Commissions have not been in accordance
with fact.

The Premier: I should have thought
that in an inquiry like this the firm would
have come along and stated the facts.
and that it would not have been necessary
to appoint a Q.C.

Mr. GRAHAM: It would be necessary
to appoint a Q.C. for the purpose of cross-
examination. Alter all, these people are
accustomed to building houses and not
to taking cases before courts of inquiry,
however constituted. Does not the Premier
think that the time of the chief business
executives of this firm is valuable and
that they should be given some considera-
tion? Would he be surprised to know
that the leading workmen employed by the
firm have left and gone elsewhere, be-
cause of the interruption in the work
caused by the principals giving their time
to refuting these allegations? Does the
Premier believe there is sufficient truth in
the utterances of the member for Maylands
to warrant an inquiry? The Premier and
his Minister had no hesitation in refusing
an inquiry which was sought by the mem-
ber for Warren.

The Premier: Which one was that?
Mr. GRAHAM: In connection with

war service land settlement.
Mr. Grayden: When was that refused?
Mr. GRAHAM: Either the Premier and

the member for Nedlands were not listen-
ing or they cannot read.

The Premier: That has not been re-
fused yet.

Mr. GRAHAM: I suggest that the
Premier turn to the speech made by the
Minister for Lands in which he definitely
made the statement that there was no
case for an inquiry to be held.

The Minister for Health: That is not
a refusal.

Mr. GRAHAM: The member for May-
lands then pretended that there was some
unsatisfactory feature concerning radios
and refrigerators being supplied by this
firm. I think members have heard the
saying that certain people have got minds
like a tinful of worms. Having learnt that
several years ago I made a certain state-
ment in connection with radios and re-
frigerators being placed in homes built by
the firm of Snowden & Willson, the mem-
ber for Maylands raced around hither and
yon in an endeavour to find out what I
had said hoping that perhaps this evening
he could trip me up. If the member for
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Maylands was not able to find the cutting
concerning my statement, let me inform
him that what I said was that for the
price I thought it was wrong that any
individual should be compelled to buy
a radio and a refrigerator before he could
go into a house, and my advice to such
people was to refuse to take the refrigera-
tors and radios.

That is the sum and substance of my
statement and that Is the position regard-
Ing this firm. As is well known, it has
been the practice In the United States of
America for houses to be sold equipped
with every conceivable modern and lab-
our saving device, and the firm thought
that many clients would appreciate some
of these facilities being made available
with the house. When a client stated
that he did not want them, he was not
compelled or persuaded to purchase them.

Those people who took advantage of
the offer, however, were able to obtain
these appliances at ordinary retail prices,
paying no more than they would have had
to pay for identical goods bought in the
ordinary way, but an Important point is
that the cost of these refrigerators, radios
and so forth were included in the
price of the house and, accordingly, could
be paid for with the house over a period of
five or ten years. Had these appliances
been purchased outside, the buyers would
have had to lodge a substantial deposit
-and pay off the balance within a period
of 12 or 18 months. Thus It was definitely
to the advantage of the purchasers of
these homes to accept the labour saving
appliances made available to them. Yet
the member for Maylands endeavoured to
show that there was something wrong with
that transaction.

Then, on the mere statement of one
man, the hon. member made allegations
with regard to the cost of fencing and said
he certainly thought this was a matter
that should be investigated. The At-
torney General said something to the same
effect. The allegation was that a house
was built for a client by Snowden and
Willson and that the client Paid for the
house and all the fences. When a per-
son built a house next door, the allega-
tion is that the firm approached this
owner for half the cost of the adjoining
fence, whereas in fact, if there was any
claim, it resided in the person who had
bought the house. It is so easy to make
statements of that sort, based on the
assertion of a, most unreliable person
who told only half the truth. To give
him the benefit of the doubt, perhaps I
might concede that he apparently forgot
having signed a document and initialled a
clause in it which stated-

No claim shall be made by us or
our successors at any time or in the
future as regards half cost of divid-
ing fences on either side or at the
back as this has already been allowed
far in the sale price.

The member for Maylands pooh-poohed
the suggestion that Snowden & Willson
had paid half the cost, notwithstanding
the documentary evidence, and said it was
too fantastic to believe that the firm
would be prepared to recover half the
cost in perhaps 15 or 20 years' time be-
cause it did not know when the fence
next door would be erected. Previous to
the sale being made to the complainant,
Snowden & Willson were negotiating for,
and expected to purchase the block next
door. That is why a charge was made in
the original price of only half the cost
of the fence, but when someone else
bought the block, enclosed it and built a
house obviously Snowden and Willson had
a claim for half the cost of the dividing
f ence.

To take the ease a stage further, this
allegedly dissatisfied client, who believes
Snowden & Willson to be a pack of thieves
or something of the sort, has, within the
last fortnight-several weeks after the
member for Maylands made his allegations
-gone back to the firm and asked whether
it would assist him to build a sleep-out
on to his house. That is the action of a
client who allegedly has a complaint
against the firm!I The further we go, the
more ridiculous the proposition becomes,
and I would be staggered if the Govern-
ment Dersisted in its attitude to permit
an inquiry to be held when there is no
warrant whatever for it.

Another complaint was that when
clients were taken to timber-framed as-
bestos houses, there were no brick facings
between the wooden stumps. There is, of
course, a complete answer to that. The
reason was that the State Housing Com-
mission forbade the use of bricks for that
purpose, so the firm, in order not do an
injustice to the client, when erecting the
porch in front of the house, used the
bricks to form a rectangle which was
filled in with sand, so that a granolithic
front verandah was provided instead of the
brick facings between the stumps. Actu-
ally, then, the client derived an advantage
fromi the change, but the change was
caused by the insistence of the Housing
Commission that bricks should not be
used for facings. This is supposed to be
another case warranting an inquiry by
some tribunal.

All that I have said points to the fact
that this firm has been generous and fair
in every respect to its clients, has en-
deavoured to be as accommodating and
helpful as possible and, if a difficulty arose,
the firm sought an alternative in order
that the clients might be satisfied. The
hon. member also said that these unfor-
tunate clients of the firm had been required
to pay rates and taxes dating back to the
previous June. That is a half-truth. The
firm bought large areas of land which it
subdivided and on which it built groups
of houses.
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Because those areas were vacant land, the
rates on the entire property were assessed
on a group basis, which was a greatly re-
duced figure compared with the charge
for the individual blocks Into which they
were subdivided. The object of allowinig
rates and taxes to date from the previous
June was to give the client the benefit of
the group payment, but where the amount
was unfavourable to the client, he paid
the rates only from the date of taking
possession of the house. Hence the matter
of rates was, as it were, a double-headed
penny against the firm and in favour of
the client.

According to the member for Maylands,
one person is alleged to have said that it
took eight months before he could get his
itemlsed statement. He got his itemised
statement before he took possession of the
house, because no client is permitted by
the firm, for obvious reasons, to take pos-
session until such time as he has signed
the relevant documents including the Mort-
gage instrument. It is impossible to sign
that document until the cost of the house
is known, and the cost of the house can-
not be known until the cost of the various
components is calculated.

Because of the confusion in terms, it is
clear that the client was perturbed over
not receiving an itemised statement re-
garding the rise and fall in costs. If any-
body had been in doubt on this score, he
could have asked for the percentage in-
crease for June and would probably have
been told it was 3.2 for a brick house and
2.9 for a timber-framed house and could
then work it out for himself. Yet the mem-
ber for Maylands would have us believe
that some sort of monkey business is being
indulged in by the firm and that it Is seek-
ing to hide certain costs in order to "put
it over" an unsuspecting client.

Then there was a complaint about win-
dow hoods. I suggest that the hon. mem-
ber should have a look at the plans and
specifications in the o'ffice of the local
authority, because an Inspection would
show him that no window hoods at all have
been provided for. For a person to com-
plain that the window hoods on his house
are 9in, narrower than those on some-
body else's house, goes to show bow
groundless some of these complaints are.
It might have been better had the firm
not put the hoods on any of the windows,
but in accordance with its policy of pitch-
ing the roof slightly differently, altering
the design and adopting different painting,
the firm has been of service to the in-
dividual and the district by making the
house appear different and thus overcom-
ing possible monotony.

Another complaint had regard to the
white ant caps, and the hon. member ex-
pressed surprise at anybody including them
as an extra .Everybody knows that where
wooden stumps are used in the building of
a house Caps are~placed on top to prevent

the white ants from getting into the build-
ing. That is done in every case by Snow-
den & Willson and lbas not been charged
for as an extra. It is included in the
price of the whale project.

Mr. Styants: Is not that compulsory
under the building by-laws?

Mr. GRAHAM: Yes. However, the Com-
monwealth Bank is apparently a little more
finicky than other firms and insists upon
a white ant cap being placed between, the
stone foundation and the brick of the fire-
place. For this the client had to pay a few
extra shillings to cover the cost of flat
sheets of iron. This is not done in the
ordinary course, and therefore was a legit-
imate extra to be charged for, but the hon.
member would have us believe that this
firm was making an additional levy on tsr
clients.

Such is the tenor of the case submitted
by the member for Maylands, and appar-
ently the Government is prepared to
accept his statements and continue the
business of dragging the name of Snowden.
and Willson before the public. I do not,
know what the intention of the Govern-
ment may be other than what the Attorney
General intimated, namely, that he felt.
than an inquiry should be held to remove
the stigma from the name of the firm. X
think it should be removed, but I can sug-
gest other ways of doing that without
occupying more of the firm's time or in-
volving it in additional expense.

The Proposal before us is for the ap-
pointment, of a Select Committee. If
precedent were followed, the member for
Maylands as mover of the motion would
be chairman of that committee. The whole
of his speech reeked with bias, a fact that
was commented upon by several members
while he was speaking. One can obtain a
clearer view of the matter by considering
his remarks to the member for Hannans.
For a start, he said, "Snowden exercises
great charm and tells a good story." it
wonder how the member for Maylands
knows that. Obviously, there is bias on
his side. He went on to say, "I do not
think Snowden would be so foolish as to
try to Put anything over the member for
Hannans." What is the implication? It
is that if he were not a member of Par-
liament the firm would endeavour to put
something over him. He also said, -Uin-
doubtedly, the member for Hlannans hadl
a good spin with the firm. That is only
natural, because he is a member of Par-
llainent.d' in another Part of his utter-
ances, the member for Maylands. said. -Be-
cause it has a palatial office in the Ter-
race, a client naturally thinks that the
firm looks reputable.'t

What a rotten insinuation! Then, to
cap the whole business, the member for
Maylands said, "If the member for Han-
nans is on the side of the company, he
will be fighting a losing battle." in other
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words, the member for Maylands has pre-
Judged the Issue. We are asked, by his
motion, to agree to a Select Committee.
and he will be the chairman of it. But
I say that his greatest job will be to save
his face. Naturally, this must have an
effect upon his political fortunes in May-
lands; and the matter of destroying the
fair name of aL mere business firm in town
would be as nothing compared with his
political future.

To summarise the position, I might say
-that the hon. member has proved him-
self to be utterly Irresponsible in his state-
ments and method of approach. It has
been open to him to investigate the files
and records of the firn, but he has not
done so. Every member of the Chamber
has not once, but many times, been to
firms and Government departments to
check submissions made to them. The
member for Maylands, in the course of
his remarks, made all sorts of Irresponsible
statements, which I will not weary the
House by reciting, but which can be
checked. A lot of the trouble is that the
hon. member simply does not understand
business practice. If he did he would have
known that he was having the wool pulled
over his eyes, and that some of the allega-
tions were far-fetched and impossible. He
had been warned to make proper inquiries
before ventilating these matters. But he
did none of these things.

Fancy the hon. member saying. "Nobody
ever signs one of the declarations asked
for by the State Housing Commission,
without an objection." Scores and scores
of them have been signed. The member
for Maylands has not interviewed, or been
approached by that number of people. He
spoke of £200 for extras, when he ought
to have known, because he said he had a
copy of the agreement, that the firm could
not charge £200 for extras-nothing in
excess of £25. We have the position of
a member who canvassed for complaints.
but the most he could get was a, total of
six people, one of whom has gone back
to the firm to have further work done,
and the others palpably misunderstood the
position. But what is the position on the
other hand? Without any canvassing or
invitation from anyone, this firm, up to
more than a week ago, received no less
than 11 letters from satisfied clients pre-
pared to testify In its behalf. 23 'phone
calls from people prepared to act similarly,
and offers from 30 to 40 individuals to
testify firsthand along the lines I have
indicated this afternoon.

Yet the member for Maylands. in the
words of the Attorney General, has brought
along these half-cooked charges, which do
not bear analysis. The Building industry
Congress, quite a reputable body, is most
concerned regarding the principle asso-
ciated with this matter. I intend to read

an extract from its printed "Quarterly
Bulletin," for the benefit of the Premier
and those who sit behind him.

The Premier: I have seen it.
Mr. GRAHAM: it should be on the

record-
There was considerable discuslon

regarding the recent attack in Parlia-
ment on a building firm. Without
reference to the particular case, mem-
bers deplored the fact that a member
of Parliament could cause irreparable
harm to any trading concern or indi-
vidual by attacking under Parliament-
ary privilege and precluding the in-
jured party from the normal rights of
defence. It was considered that where
complaints were capable of remedy by
normal legal channels this should first
be done and that the only -reference in
Parliament should be to statutory
weaknesses precluding action against
a guilty party.

That, of course, confirms the whole tenor
of my utterances today. My position here
Is perfectly plain. The right of members
to ventilate matters is precious, but surely
it caries with it certain duties and re-
sponsibilities. Where a Government dle-
partment, or Government activities are
being questioned, the matter is entirely
different, because there is a Minister pre-
sent to defend the department; and also
because, unlike business firms, Govern-
ment departments do not have to com-
pete and battie for business against rivals.
So the member for Maylands. if he is not
satisfied by the somewhat disjointed reply
I have given-and I have not gone into
it as fully as I might-can go to-
morrow to the firm, and take with
him whom he likes, and examine
whatever documents he likes, and he
will be treated like a gentleman by
the principals of the firm. if he finds
there is anything to warrant an inquiry,
and he Is supported by any reputable soli-
citor, I will be prepared to agree to
an inquiry, but up to date there has
been no warrant for it whatsoever.

But the member for Maylanls. may be
determined to stand to his original view-
point, or not be man enough or big enough
to see that justice Is done to this firn
which has already, in the words of the
Building Industry Congress, suffered ir-
reparable harm. If the member for May-
lands does as I1 suggest, and satisfies him-
sell that there is no need for an inquiry,
he should make a public apology to the
firm and then seek leave to withdraw his
motion. If he Is not prepared to do that,
then it Indicates he is more concerned
with his political prestige than with equity,
fairness and decency. If the Government
is prepared to back him In this move,
irrespective of what form the inquiry
might take, then I say the Government
is equally culpable because it must be
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aware by now that there is no Justifica-
tion for an inquiry into the activities of
the firm concerned.

The Premier: I know very little about
the merits of the case, on either side, but
I do know that tremendous efforts have
been made to stop this inquiry.

Mr. GRAHAM: For very obvious rea-
sons! I outlined to the Premier the vari-
ous steps that had been taken with a view
to preventing an inquiry. I would say
that this firm would be no less than £2,000
out of pocket over the whole affair be-
cause of the action taken to date, and
the action yet to be taken if an inquiry
is held. Already one person has been in
to the office of the company, because of
the statements made by the member for
Iviylands, and asked that his contract
be cancelled. That was willingly done by
the firm. How many people have been
deterred from patronising the company I
do not know, and neither does the com-
pany, but damage certainly has been done
to it. But surely the crux of the whole
situation-and the Premier knows this
from his own business experience and
from the utterances of the Attorney Gen-
eral-is that there is nothing to warrant
an inquiry.

To say there have been a lot of mis-
understandings is perhaps the kindest way
I can put it. The best thing that could
be done would be for the member for
Maylands to admit his mistake and say
he had not gone sufficiently into the mat-
ter; that he was to some extent misled
by the people who approached him. To
involve this firm in more expense and loss
of time is grossly unfair. If we agree to
the inquiry, it will mean that we shall
be doing so to deal with something that
we could inquire into ourselves. I have
done my utmost to familiarise myself with
the circumstances of this case by reading
and re-reading the speeches of the mem-
ber for Maylands, and also by having dis-
cussions with the principals of the firm
and investigating its records. Because of
the impossibility of allowing the member
for Maylands to act as chairman of a
committee to investigate these charges,
I feel it is necessary to move for an altera-
tion of the motion.

Mr. J. Hegney: It is not necessary that
he should be chairman.

Mr. GRAHAM: No, but It is invariably
the practice.

Mr. J. Hegney: If you were a member
of the committee, you could be the chair-
man.

Mr. GRAHAM: That is so, but the hon.
member knows perfectly well that the
mover of a motion has always been ap-
pointed chairman of the committee. In
one instance, the member who moved the
motion did not act as chairman; as a
matter of fact, I do not think he attended
any of the sittings held by the committee.

in any event, I should say that so blat-
antly biassed a person as the member for
Maylands should not sit in judgment. For
that reason, I want the inquiry removed
entirely from the member for Maylands,
so I move an amendment-

That in, line 1 the words "a Select
Committee" be struck out and the
words "in the opinion of this House
a Royal Commission should" be In-
serted in lieu.

This will mean that a Royal Commission
and not a Select Committee will make the
inquiry. All I desire to say finally is that
I am moving for a Royal Commission, not
because I have much faith or confidence
in Royal Commissions, or because I think
the charges merit an inquiry by a Royal
Commission or anyone else, but simply to
remove the inquiry from the member for
Maylands. Even though I move the
amendment for the appointment of a Royal
Commission I will, if successful in that.
move, ask the House, as I do now, to vote
against the whole proposition in order to
show what we think of these trumpery
charges which have been submitted to us
in what should be a responsible Chamber.

Sitting suspended fromh 6.15 to 7.30 p~m..

MR. HEARMAN (Blackwood-on amend-
ment) [7.303: 1 wish to support the
amendment because I consider that
whether the allegations made against the
firm are true or not is, for the moment.
beside the point. The real question, as I
see it, is that the allegations have been
made and a full opportunity -should be
given to that firm, namely, Snowden and
Willson, publicly to refute them or at
least it should be given full opportunity
to vindicate Itself. I listened with con-
siderable interest to the speech of the
member for East Perth and, while he ap-
peared to find the remarks made by the
member for Maylands rather surprising.
I must confess that, in spots, the speech
of the member for East Perth was also a
little surprising, although I agree that his
amendment to move for a Royal commis-
sion in preference to a Select Committee
is a sound one.

Briefly, from what I can gather from
the member for East Perth, the member
for Maylands was rather ill-advised and,
being inexperienced, he did not understand
the ordinary business procedure that was
involved in making contracts; that he was
influenced unwisely and was rushed into
moving the motion for the appointment
of a Select Committee without giving the
matter any real thought and without,
perhaps, giving the firm of Snowden and
Willson an opportunity to state its side
of the case. Generally, the hon. member
suggested that the member for Maylands
had abused parliamentary privilege by
making charges against the firm which
he should not have made under cover of
that privilege.
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The member for East Perth went on to
build up his case against the member for
Maylands by suggesting that all sorts of
people had attempted to influence the
member for Maylands in various ways.
For Instance, he suggested that the sec-
retary of the Liberal and Country League
bad endeavoured to dissuade the mem-
ber for Maylands from going on with his
motion. I am not in a position to say
whether the secretary of the Liberal and
Country League did or did not do that,
but I am rather intrigued to know how
the member for East Perth obtained that
information. I can hardly think that Mr.
Chamberlain would attempt to confront
any private member with difficulties in
such a matter.

I think that I, in company with other
miembers of the House, may well be ex-
cused for wondering on what premises the
inzeber for East Perth has made that
%niggestlon. It seems to me that he Is al-
most doing the thing of which he accuses
the member for Maylands. Another as-
pect which to me seems to be in rather
bkd taste is that he suggested that a man
by the name of Stoddart inspired the move
by the member for Maylands. Again I
am not in the position to say whether
that is right or wrong and I presume that
the gentleman whom the hon. member
had in mind is Mr. Ralph Stoddart, who
is a solicitor and a member of the State
Housing Commission. The member for
East Perth suggested that perhaps we
should view the actions of the member
for Maylands more in sorrow than in
anger; that he was misguided and did not
understand what he was doing and so
on, and that he should have followed
sounder advice. However, it seems to me
that that excuse can hardly be made in
regard to Mr. Ralph Stoddart if that is
the Mr. Stoddart about whom the hon.
member has spoken because, if it is not
so, the member for East Perth could cor-
rect me by interjection.

Mr. Graham: You are quite right-
Mr. HEARMAN: Any suggestion that

Mgr. Stoddart did not know the meaning
of the contract is rather illogical, and the
same applies to the suggestion that he
would not be aware of the conditions re-
lating to the building industry- While the
member for Maylands may have been mis-
guided, that can hardly be said of Mr.
Stoddart. In other words, by implication,
Mr. Stoddart Is a villain of the deepest
dye. That statement again was made
under parliamentary Privilege and, unlike
the charges made by the member for May-
lands, It was completely unsubstantiated
by any suggestion of reason.

The member for East Perth made no
case at all against Mr. Stoddart. He
merely suggested by implication that Mr.
Stoddart bad taken advantage of the gul-
libility of the member for Maylands and
had Instituted these underground moves

against Snowden and Willson and, gen-
erally, one could infer from the hon.
member's remarks that Mr. Stoddart was
a villain very much worse than the mem-
ber for Maylands. That, I feel, coming
from the member for East Perth, is, to a
large extent a case of the pot calling the
kettle black. Surely It is unfair to sug-
gest that the member for Maylands,
acted in a most unethical manner by
making all sorts of charges against
Snowden and Willson, and then follow
that up with the suggestion that he was
encouraged in his actions in the move by,
Mr. Stoddart.

Admittedly the hon. member did not
say this, but the implication was there,
and it would perhaps have been better if
he had developed his case against Mr.
Stoddart a little further so that we could
see where we stood in the matter. There-
fore, there appears to be a certain degree
of contradiction in the case the member
for East Perth has put forward. However,
I did find his speech refreshing to some
degree. I feel that coming from a
member on that side of the House,
his championing of a firm of
builders, which can be said to
subscribe to the principles of private enter-
prise is, to say the least of it, a little un-
usual and perhaps somewhat contrary to
the political beliefs professed by members
on the other side of the House. I thought
that his suggestion that the firm was
generous to a fault in dealing with its
clients was a distinct change from the
attitude generally adopted by the member
for East Perth and his colleagues when
they discuss legislation dealing with rents
and tenancies and the like.

Mr. W. Hegney: We could say the same
about the suggestions by your Government
to abolish the State Brickworks and the
State Saw Mills.

Mr. HEARMAN: That may be so, but to
me the mere hearing of the remarks made
by the member for East Perth was ref resh-
lug in contrast to those generally made
by him.

The Minister for Works: Are you sug-
gesting that he should continue to make
them?

Mr. HEARMAN: I am not suggesting
that he should. I was also pleased to
hear him say that he thought competition
would tend to prevent a recurrence of the
malpractices suggested by the member for
Maylands. That is something to which I
strongly subscribe. I was also pleased to
know that the member for East Perth
appreciates the value of competition.

Mr. Graham: The only thing is I did
not say that.

Mr. HEARMAN: The hon. member did
not say it, but he suggested it, again by
implication. The member for East Perth
assumes! He obviously has delved into
this matter much more deeply than I have.
I1 do not profess to have made a close
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and detailed study of the charges against
Snowden and Willson or the advertise-
ments that they have put out in defence
of themselves; neither have I visited their
office. However, I would suggest that some
People have made certain charges against
the firm-I am not saying for a moment
that there is any foundation for them-
and they have at least persuaded their
member to move for the appointment of
a Select Committee, and the House has
some responsibility not only to the firm
of Snowden and Willson but also to those
who are prepared to come forward and
make the complaints against it. For that
reason I think an inquiry is certainly
desirable and should be proceeded with.

One might also wonder, in passing, why
there appears to be this animosity against
this firm by the people with whom it has
had dealings. I am not suggesting that
the firm is wrong because quite a number
of firms make enemies in business, but they
do not always make sufficient protest to
get a member to move for a Select Com-
mittee. I agree with a great deal of what
the member for East Perth has said. I1
believe that when a member puts such a
motion before the House he accepts a cer-
tain responsibility. In the first place, he
must establish a prima facie case and I
think, without wishing to pre-judge any-
body, that the member for Maylands has
established a Prima fadie case. I would
point out that he did bring quite a number
of things forward which seem to me to
require some explanation; and the other
point which leads me to the belief that
he has satisfactorily established a prima
facie case is that the firm itself has gone
to considerable expense already in an
effort to rebut the charges that have been
made against it. If there were no case
to answer I do not see how the firm could
have gone to that expense.

I can understand, readily enough, that
the firm would not relish these charges.
but if they were completely groundless I
should say that the best thing it could
have done was to keep quiet about
them or else offer every facility for an
inquiry. I am also told, although with no
degree of authority, that some alterations
were made in the business practices of
the firm within the last 12 months before
someone suggested that a full investiga-
tion should be launched. I do not know
whether that is correct or not, but the
fact that these allegations have been made
indicates to me that an inquiry should be
held even if it were only to vindicate the
firm. Those that are accused are 3ntitled
to be given every opportunity to clear
themselves.

I agree with the member for East Perth
that a Select Committee, quite obviously,
is not the form of inquiry that should be
instituted. The man who is responsible
for making the allegations against the firm
would be the chairman of the Select Com-
mittee and, without going Into the ques-
tion of whether he would be a Capable

chairman or not, I believe that the fact
that he has made the allegations auto-
matically rules him out. I consider it is
extremely desirable that not only should
justice be done both to the firm and the
people making the complaints, but als it
is necessary that justice should appear to
be done in a general way. I feel that
even if the member for Maylands did
have the complete confidence of the
House with respect to his Capacity
to act as chairman of a Select COM-
mittee, the general public would not
greatly appreciate or understand how a
man could appear as prosecutor, so to
speak, and be chairman of a committee
of inquiry at the one time.

In my opinion, the inquiry should be by
way of a Royal Commission, as suggested
by the member for East Perth. If that
course were adopted, it would remove the
investigation from any suggestion of politi-
cal. bias or of political capital being made
out of It. Such an inquiry would be a fair
and impartial one, and should be more
satisfactory to the firm of Snowden and
Willson than one of the type suggested by
the member for Maylands. Furthermore.
the motion in its concluding part refers
to the Select Committee, if necessary, sug-
gesting ldgislation. That is a phase that
might involve not only considerable re-
search into thu. -affairs of Snowden and
Willson, but into the legislation govern-
ing this type of business and matters of
general practice.

Because of that, I think it would be
hard to say how long the inquiry would
take. In view of the fact that the ses-
sion is now weil under way-I am not
prepared to state when I think the House
will rise-I should say an inquiry would
take at least six weeks, and it might not
be possible in the circumstances for a
Select Committee to conduct a full in-
vestigation into the whole matter,
thoroughly to interrogate the witnesses
who will appear before it, and to make
some degree of research as regards legisla-
tion. prior to arriving at its recommenda-
tions. For that reason, I think a Royal
Commission would be a form of inquiry
infinitely Preferable to a Select Commit-
tee, and I therefore have pleasure in sup-
porting the amendment moved by the
member for East Perth.

MR. TOTTERDELL (West Perth-on
amendment) 1.48): 1 find myself in a
very unusual position in having to support
the member for East Perth in quite a
lot of what he had to say.

Mr. Graham: It is a case of when east
meets west.

Mr. TOTrERDELL: It is regrettable
that this matter was ever brought before
the Chamber. It was introduced by an
irrespontsble member who Perhaps did not
quite understand the meaning attached
to some of the charges he made. As one
who has been engaged in the building
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trade all his life and as one who has had
to compete against the firm of Snowden
and Willson on many occasions, I can as-
sure members that over that period I have
found this firm most honest in its deal-
ings. There is an old saying that one can
fool some of the people some of the time.
but one cannot fool all the people all
the time.

The people of Perth and the suburbs
are fully awake to themselves and realise
when a man is not playing the game. I
have on many occasions wished the firm
of Snowden and Willson very far away
when I have been competing against it,
and that has been because of its very keen
competition. Like the member for Black-
wood, I feel that for the sake of this firm
which has, and I trust will continue to
have, a very reputable name in the city.
the appointment of a Royal Commission of
inquiry is necessary. It would be wise
that such a commission should be ap-
pointed so that Snowden and Willson can
produce evidence to prove that it is a re-
putable firm of builders operating in this
State. I do not know why the member
for Maylands brought this matter forward,
because a lot of the charges he made were
very foolish.

in the course of my business, I have
given thousands of contracts to people
who have never read them, and I have
held contracts for the erection of build-
ings on extended terms on the basis of a
deposit of £15 or £20 and the payment
of 25s. a week-and the people concerned
have never asked for copies of the con-
tracts. We have held first and second
mortgages and when the people concerned
have paid off the second mortgage, they
have then cleared off the first mortgage
and finally have owned their homes,
which in those days represented an ex-
penditure of between £400 and £550. They
were very happy people indeed.

Mr. Yates: Did you ever have any dis-
satisfied clients?

Mr. TO PTERDELL: Of course I had;
one cannot please everbody! Generally
speaking, all speculative builders, such as
the firm of Snowden and Willson, have
clients who, if they were given the world,
would not be satisfied. There are others
who accept what they have with a great
deal of gratitude and feel they have been
given a fair deal. In my opinion, from
my knowledge of the business done by
Snowden and Willson, it has given its
clients a fair deal. I know that there are
people who would not be satisfied even if
they were presented with the Kingdom of
Heaven. I trust members will agree to
the amendment, because I feel that the
firm of Snowden and Willson is entitled to
a full and impartial inquiry so that its
name may be cleared of any of the charges
suggested against it by the member for
Maylands. It is very unfair and unfor-
tunate that this young member should

have brought these charges forward, be-
cause I do not believe they are genuine,
I support the amendment for the appoint-
ment of a Royal Commission.

HON. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I Move-
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and negatived.

HON. A. R. G. HAWKE (Northam-on
amendment) [7.53): 1 support the amend-
ment. I hoped that the Leader of the
Government would long ago have made a
public declaration of the policy of the
Government in relation to this matter.
If the Premier had made such a public
statement three, or even two, weeks ago,
I believe the Royal Commission would by
now have been functioning and that those
concerned with the giving of evidence to
the commission would have been in the
process of tendering it. The sooner these
charges are cleaned up once and for all,
the better it wvill be, especially for those
people whose interests have been jeopard-
ised considerably by the publication of
allegations made in this House a month
or more ago by the member for Maylands.
I hope the Premier will inform the House
and the public as soon as I sit down
what is the attitude of Cabinet. I have
some reason for believing that the Gov-
ernment is in favour of appointing a
Royal Commission. IfI that is the posi-
tion, why not say so?

Mr. Hearman: Why did you want the
debate adjourned?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: If what I
suggest is the position, why does the
Government not make a practical move to
appoint a Royal Commission? I trust
the Premier will do something along those
lines immediately.

MR1. YATES (South Perth-on amend-
ment) [7.55]: Before the Premier makes
his reply-

The Premier: What reply?
Mr. YATES: -to the request proffered

by the Leader of the Opposition, I think
I should enjoy the same privilege as
others in speaking on this matter. I have
been keenly interested in the speeches
made by the member for Maylands and by
the member for East Perth, the former
member in giving his reasons for the ap-
pointment of a Select Committee and the
latter in giving his reasons why a Select
Committee should not be appointed. The
member for East Perth indulged in strong
criticism of the member for Maylands
first of all for haing had the temerity to
introduce such a matter in this House.

Mr. Graham: Without Inquiry. That
is the important part.

Mr. YATES: I may inform the mem-
ber for East Perth that it is the privilege
of all members who sincerely believe that
they are acting for the benefit of the
community as a whole or of any section
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of it, to introduce such a matter in this
House. That right has been handed dawn
as a privilege ever since Parliament was
instituted in this State.

Mr. Graham: And the privilege should
be exercised with responsibility.

Mr. YATES: Each individual member
accepts that responsibility and exercises
it in accordance with his own convic-
tion. I sincerely believe that the member
for Maylands brought this matter forward
believing he was doing right. Whether
that is the position or not, remains to be
seen. When he introduced the matter,
the member for Maylands made certain
statements at the outset and indicated
that, in moving for the appointment of
a Select Committee, he was not making
charges against the firm of Snowden and
Willson.

Mr. Graham: And then proceeded to
make charges against it.

The Attorney General: He did noth-
ing of the sort.

Mr. Graham: Read his speech and you
will see that he did.

The Attorney General: I have read his
speech.

Mr. May: You keep out of this!
Mr. YATES: The member for May-

lands read statements made to him by
residents of his electorate regarding the
business dealings they had had with the
firm of Snowden and Willson. He felt
It necessary to do so and that a Select
Committee should be appointed to in-
vestigate the allegations which he placed
before the House in the course of a speech
extending over a couple of hours. I
am quite certain that the hon. mem-
ber produced some evidence that made
members of this House think. There are
certain members of the Opposition who, I1
know, were in accord with the information
placed before this Chamber by the mem-
ber for Maylands. He did not make those
charges against the firm on his own be-
half but simply dealt with allegations
made to him by other people. Whether
the statements made by those individuals
were true or not remains to be seen. Their
truth or otherwise can be determined by
either a Royal Commission or a Select
Committee. Most of the information pre-
sented by the member for Maylands was
transmitted to him by way of corres-
pondence or by word of mouth, and must
be taken at its face value.

The member for East Perth tried, and in
some instances succeeded in his effoart,
to prove that certain of the allegations
were not very strong and in themselves
did not warrant an inquiry at all. During
the period that has elapsed since the
motion was first moved, the firm of Snow-
den and Wilson has suffered considerable
inconvenience arising f rom. adverse pub-
licity, due to the fact that It has not been
able to present its case to the public as It

would like. If the matter were allowed to
die now, I should say that for many years
to come the name of Snowden and Willson
would be bandied round by certain people
who like to injure others in the course of
business.

For the protection of the firm itself,
I think an inquiry is necessary, either to
vindicate the case submitted by the mem-
ber for Maylands, or to prove that the
charges stated by him in this House were
ill-founded. So it would be necessary for
this House to agree tonight either to a
Select Committee or a Royal Commission.
I think it is quite apparesit that it will
be a Royal Commission.

Hon. J, B. Sleeman: Why?
Mr. YATES: Because no-one has said

otherwise. The member for East Perth
moved an amendment to the motion to
strike out certain words and Insert in
lieu the words "Royal Commission." The
member for Blackwood supported the
amendment and I propose to do the same.
The appointment of a Royal CommissionL
would be the wiser course. But I am in
favour of a Royal Commission only if it
consists of three members. It might be
easy to have as a Royal Commission a
judge or a magistrate but, not having a
knowledge of business methods of firms
such as Snowden & Willson, he would
have to decide on the evidence placed be-
fore him who was right and who was
wrong. But if the Royal Commission in-
cluded experts who would know how to
sift the evidence, they would be able to
guide whoever was chairman.

I feel that a Royal Commission would be
completely unbiased and its appointment
would take out of the hands of the mem-
ber for Maylands the right to sit on the
Select Committee as chairman. That
would be fakrer, not only to the firm con-
cerned, but to all the people who have
approached the hon. member and given
him the information which he used In
this House. The member for East Perth
made certain allegations against Mr. Stod-
dart, to which I took very strong exception,
He did the very thing he accused the mem-
ber for Maylands of doing; that is. with-
out making the necessary inquiries, com-
Ing to this House and, under the cloak
of privilege using certain information to
the detriment of an individual or a firm.
I strongly suggest that the member for
East Perth did not approach Mr. Stoddart
or have any conversation with him at all
to see whether he did the things that were
suggested.

Mr. Graham- The mention of his name
was merely incidental, as You know.

Mr. YATES: The hon. member said
he was standing behind everything he had
stated in connection with Mr. Stoddart.

Mr. Oldfield: He said I had a brief for
him.
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Mr. YATES: The member for Maylands
objected and said he had never met Mr.
Stoddart, and I believe him. The only
information read in this House as coming
from Mr. Stoddart was a solicitor's letter,
which was evidently sent from him to one
of the clients of Snowden & Wilison, who
handed it to the member for Maylands
so that he could use it in the House. I
do not agree that Mr. Stoddart, as a mem-
ber of the State Housing Commission,
would use any information he thus ob-
tained in his everyday work as a solicitor.
I think the suggestion was ill-founded and
there was no ground for its introduction
in this House.

Mr. Graham: Have you made inquiries
to satisfy yourself on that point before
making allegations against me?

Mr. YATES: I do not need to make
inquiries, because I made no accusation
against the firm or against Mr. Stoddart.

Mr. Graham: How do you know I am
not right?

Mr. YATES: I do not think the hon.
member is right. He has not stated that
he interviewed Mr. Stoddart to ascertain
whether what he said was true. His state-
ment has boomneranged on him-the state-
ment that the member for Maylands did
not avail himself of the opportunity to go
to the firm and investigate its books and
the way it conducts its business. He said
that in the circumstances the member for
Maylands had made a grave mistake in
coming to this House without interviewing
the firm. I consider that the member for
East Perth made the same mistake in mak-
Ing the reference to Mr. Staddart which
he did.

Mr. Graham: You do not know what
you are talking about.

Mr. YATES: I support the amendment.

MR. DOVELL (Vasse-on amendment)
[8.5]: The member for East Perth has
castigated the member for Maylands for
doing what he believed to be in the in-
terests of his electorate. I was sorry to
hear the member for West Perth refer to
the member for Maylands as an irrespon-
sible member.

Mr. May: I bet you were!
Mr. EOVELL: He may be inexperienced

in political matters, but he is far from
being irresponsible. We have a number
o)f motions from members of the Oppo-
sition, and I believe that they are sincerely
of the opinion that those motions are in
the interests of the electors who sent them
to Parliament. I believe, too, that the
member for Maylands is fully convinced
that he has brought this matter forward
in the lnter :sts of his electorate. My mind
goes back to the time when the member
for East Perth himself introduced a certain
Motion in this House in connection with
officers of the State Housing Commission,
and he did not come out of that altogether
clear in his own conscience, I should say.

Mr. Graham: He Introduced no motion
whatsoever in connection with it.

Mr. BOVELL: The fact Is, a Royal
Commission was appointed following the
hon. member's allegations In this House
against members of the staff of the Hous-
ing Commission, and he got himself into
rather severe straits in that regard.

Mr. Graham: He did nothing of the
sort.

The Minister for Works: Yes he did.
Mr. BOVELL: I do not know the pros

and cons of this matter concerning Snow-
den & Willson, but I do know the member
for Maylands, and I believe that he in-
troduced this motion because the sincerely
believed it was in the interests of his
electors. That is the right, obligation and
duty of every member of this House.

MR. W. HEGNEY (Mt. Hawthorn-on
amendment) [8,7]: I listened very care-
fully to the member for Maylands when he
introduced his motion. I believe it is in-
cumbent on a member when introducing
such a motion to lend substance to his
request for the appointment of a Select
Committee.

The Minister for Lands: I do not think
you were in the House at the time; you
were oversea somewhere.

Mr. May: How do you know? You were
not here!

The Minister for Lands: Was I not?
Mr. W. HEGNEY: The attitude of the

member for Maylands in putting forward
the statements received from certain of his
constituents was such as to lead me at
least to consider that he believed the
statements of those who made the allega-
tions. He did not, so far as I am aware,
actually make the charges himself.

The Minister for Lands: Were you here
when he made his speech?

Mr. Mann: He read "Hansard".
The Minister for Lands: He was not here.
Mr. W. HEGNEY: The member for May-

lands submitted statements from his con-
stituents, but by his demeanour he led me
to believe he had already judged Snowden
& Willson. Had it not been for the attitude
of the member for Maylands, I would have
preferred the appointment of a Select
Committee, but in the circumstances, I
propose to support the amendment. I am
absolutely neutral so far as the subject-
matter of the motion is concerned and the
allegations submitted to the House by the
member for Maylands, but I think that if
both a Select Committee and a Royal
Commission were refused, this House would
be doing an injustice to Snowden & Will-
son.

If we put ourselves in the position of this
firm, I think we would realise that we
would like our reputation cleared. If we
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refuse the appointment of some judicial
authority to investigate this matter or
some equitable form of inquiry, we will
be doing an entire injustice to Snowden
& Willson. The member for Maylands
took 2J hours-and was entitled to do so-
and covered 19 Pages of "Hansard" to
justify his motion. I think that in fairness
to the firm concerned, a Royal Commission
should be appointed as soon as possible.

I do not know whether the member for
West Perth read "Hansard" carefully or
whether he actually heard the member for
Maylands speak, but he made bold to sug-
gest that the member for Maylands was
irresponsible, that his statements were
foolish, and that the charges were not
genuine.

Mr. Totterdell: That is my opinion.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: The member for West
Perth is entitled to his opinion, and the
member for Maylands is entitled to his.
I am absolutely neutral as to whether the
charges were foolish or not, or whether
they were genuine, or whether the hon.
member is irresponsible. Only some res-
ponsible form of inquiry can determine
whether there is any substance, or truth,
or justification in the allegations of the
member for Maylands.

I know that if I were in the position of
Snowden & Willson and charges were
made against me-and I think this goes
for every member of the Chamber-I
would like the matter cleared up. If the
principles of fair dealing and honesty have
permeated the practice of Snowden &
Willson, they have nothing to fear from a
Royal Commission. In trying to refute
the charges by the member for Maylands,
and justify themselves in the eyes of the
public-rightly so-nowden & Willson
have spent a considerable sum of money
on advertisements in the newspaper. One
statement the firm made was that it did
not want a Select Committee, but preferred
a Royal Commission. I think the firm is
entitled to a Royal Commission.

If the member for Maylands had with-
out prejudice and without bias submitted
the allegations from his constituents, the
members of this Chamber and Snowden &
Willson would not be able to lay the charge
against the hon. member that he was pre-
judiced and biassed and had pre-judged
the case. In the circumstances, I propose
to support the amendment and I hope it
it will be carried. Like the Leader of the
Opposition, I thought that the Premier
would, at an earlier stage, in justice to
Snowden & Willson and the member for
Maylands, have indicated the attitude of
the Government. He has not done it up
to date. Although the members of his
party have spoken during the evening, It
is up to the Premier to indicate what he
proposes to do.

MR. GRIFFITH (Canning-on amend-
ment) [8.141: If I heard the member for
Mt. Hawthorn correctly, he said he had
listened to the speech of the member for
Maylands.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: So he did. You
are on the wrong track. You had better
give that one away.

Mr. GRIFFITH: The hon. member has
not the slightest idea what I am going
to say.

Mr. May: Neither have you.
Mr. GRIFFITH: The member for East

Perth, when I interjected during his
speech, said that I was diametrically op-
posed to anything he would offer. I think
he places too much importance on hin-
self. In this instance, it happens that
I am not opposed to his idea.

Mr. Graham: I will have to examine my
conscience then.

Mr. GRIFFITH: I did not know the hon.
member had one. Whatever the facts of
this case are, the member for Maylands
has considered fit to bring before the
House a motion calling for an inquiry into
the activities of the firm of Snowden &
Willson. No-one in this House-including
the member for East Perth-can say that
the member for Maylands has not a per-
feet right to bring before this Chamber
anything that he thinks is proper in the
interests of the people he represents. We
saw, the other night, the hon. member sit-
ting alongside the member for East Perth
bringing forward something that he
thought was in the best interests of the
people he represented. Parliament dealt
with that matter and it will deal with this
one.

Mr. Graham: He did not defame anyone
without first making inquiries.

The Attorney General: The member for
Maylands tried to make inquiries but was
refused the opportunity.

Mr. Graham: He could have knocked
at the door and gone in.

The Minister for Lands: You would have
walked in without knocking.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. W. Hegney: Did I understand you
to say that I did not listen to the speech
of the member for Maylands?

Mr. GRIFFITH: No, I did not say that.
Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The member

for Canning must address the Chair.
Mr. GRIFFITH: As I was trying to say,

Mr. Speaker, when the member for East
Perth interrupted me and the member for
Mt. Hawthorn became perturbed about
something he thought I said, this matter
has been brought before the House by the
member for Maylands. I was not at all
happy about the method Proposed to be
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adopted to deal with the matter, as I do
not think it would be fair to expect the
member for Maylands to assume the re-
sponsibility of being chairman of a Select
Committee, if one were appointed.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: There would be no
need for him to be chairman.

Mr. GRIFFITH: It would not be fair
to ask either him or the member for Fre-
mantle to assume responsibility as chair-
man of a Select Committee of this nature.
This is a question that calls for a man
with a knowledge of law, of accountancy
and of building and the activities of the
building industry.

Mr. Hearman: Mr. Stoddart!
Mr. GRIFFITH: I would not suggest Mr.

Stoddart either. I think the member for
East Perth is on the right track in saying
that a Royal Commission should be ap-
pointed.

HON. J. B. SLEEMAN (Flemantle-on
amendment) [8.17J: I think the reputa-
tion of Snowden and Willson would be
quite safe in the hands of any five memn-
bers of this House. The member for May-
lands made certain statements on informa-
tion supplied to him, and I think that in
fairness to the firm concerned an inquiry
should be held. I would always be pre-
pared to allow my reputation to be Judged
by any five members of this House. I am
satisfied that the member for Canning rose.
believing that the member for Ivaylands,
whom he evidently thought would be
biassed against the firm, would be chair-
man of a Select Committee if It were ap-
pointed. That would not necessarily be
the case. There have been appointed by
this House a number of Select Commit-
tees of which the mover was not the chair-
man.

At the first meeting of a Select Commit-
tee it elects its own chairman and, If two
members from each side of the House were
satisfied that the member for Maylands
was biassed, they would not select him
as chairman. Speakers tonight have been
throwing stones at us all, as members, in
suggesting that such a matter could not
safely be left to a Select Committee ap-
pointed from among members of this
Chamber. I support the motion because
I think it is necessry that Snowden and
Wiilson should have an opportunity to
clear their name, and I am sure that
if a committee found there was no truth
in the allegations that have been made
It would censure the member for May-
lands for having made them. I am quite
sure that the reputation of this firm could
safely be left in the hands of five members
of this House.

THE PREMIER (Hon. D. R. MoLrty-
Murray-on amendment) [8.18]: Mr.
Speaker.-

Hon. A- It. 03. Hawke: Hurrah, at last!

The PREMIER: I am always happy to
please the Leader of the Opposition. I
am not going to make a speech as I have
reason only to state what the Government
will have to do if the amendment is car-
ried. As I indicated to the Leader of the
Opposition a few days ago-and again this
afternoon-the Government would agree
to the appointment of a Royal Commis-
sion. I do not agree with the member for
Fremantle that, in the circumstances, a
Select Committee would be the best body
to deal with the question that has been
raised by the member for Maylands. I
think that a matter such as this should
be investigated by a thoroughly impartial
tribunal, and one that would have the
confidence not only of the parties con-
cerned but also of the public. After listen-
ing to the debate today I think that in
fairness to both the member for Maylands
and Snowden and Willson a Royal Com-
mission would be the most satisfactory
form of inquiry for all concerned.

Mr. May: Do you favour one Royal Com-
missioner or more?

The PREMIER: I could not at present
tell the hon. member who the Royal Com-
missioner or Commissioners are likely to
be, but I stress again that there must
not be any doubt about the integrity of
whoever Is appointed.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: Do you think there
would be any doubt about the Integrity
of a Select Comihittee?

The PFEIVER: I repeat that I think
a Royal Commission would be more satis-
factory in the circumstances.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: But you were talk-
ing about integrity.

The PREMIER: I do not doubt the in-
tegrity of any member. The member for
Collie asked whether the Government
would appoint a Royal Commission of one
or of three members.

Mr. May: I said "one or more."
The PREMIER: Unless some special cir-

cumstances become apparent, I would say,
at this stage, that one Royal Commissioner
would be sufficient.

Mr. Needham: Would he be a Judge?
The PREN=E: Not necessarily 1 I

cannot at this stage tell the member
for North Perth who the Royal Com-
misioner is likely to be, but we must
secure the services of the most suitable
person available. Many Royal Comnmis-
sions have been appointed in this and other
States with only one Royal Commissioner.
In the famous Liquor Royal Commission
In New South Wales, which is creating so
much Interest, there is only one Royal
Commissioner and of course he Is dealing
with a problem of much greater moment
than this one. I do not think I need say
anything further except again to stress
that if the House agrees-and the mover
of the motion agrees--to the atppointment
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of a Royal Commission the Government
will give the question its immediate atten-
tion and appoint a Royal Commission as
Quickly as Possible.

Amendment (to strike out words) put
and passed.

MR. GRAHAM (East Perth) [8.251: 1
moveI-

That the words proposed to be in-
serted be inserted.

MR. OLDFIELD (Maylands--on amend-
ment) 18.26]: 1 wish to have something
to say in reply to the remarks of the
member for East Perth. When a private
member brings a question of this kind
before the House it is usual for him to move
for the appointment of a Select Committee
and if the House thinks fit, the motion Is
sometimes amended to provide for the
appointment of a Royal Commission. Mem-
bers are aware that a private member is
not permitted to move for the appointment
of a Royal Commission, but can only move
that in the opinion of the House a Royal
Commission should be appointed. When
the member for East Perth moved his
amendment this evening he did so with
a full knowledge that the Premier had
already told the Leader of the Opposition
that he would agree to the appointment
of a Royal Commission. The member for
East Perth also had good reason to believe
that I, as mover of the motion, would agree
to a Royal Commission.

Mr. Graham: I knew nothing of the
sort.

Mr. OLDFIELD: I think a Royal Com-
mission would be preferable to a Select
Committee because in that case there would
be more competent legal opinion available
to inquire Into the allegations made to me
by certain of my constituents. The mem-ber for East Perth and the company have
kept stressing that I have levelled charges
against the company. I thought that
I had made it perfectly clear, when
moving the motion, that I was simply re-iterating what had been stated to me and
I think the bulk of my speech--or of the
actual charges-consisted of reading from
statements the existence of which the
member for East Perth doubts but which
I can produce to him whenever he wishes.

Mr. Graham: At no time did I say I
doubted their existence.

Mr. OLDFTELD: The hon. member
doubted it earlier this evening.

Mr. Graham: I did not.
Mr. OLDFIELD: He said that no names

were given.
Mr. Graham: That is correct.
Mr. OLDFIELD: I have also been taken

to task for not having approached the
company. When moving the motion I read
a letter that I had written to the com-
pany but to which I have never received

a reply. In that letter I said I was willing
to go to the company and discuss the mat-
ter with it, but I was never given that
opportunity.

Mr. Graham: You made conditions you
were not entitled to make.

Mr. OLDFIELD: As I have already said,
what was the use of my going there to
peruse documents.-! refer particularly to
the contract-when they were not avail-
able to the contracting parties? I would
remind members that Mr. Stoddart, as a
solicitor for one of the firm's clients,
could not obtain a copy. In view of that,
what chance had I of getting one? The
member for East Perth said, earlier this
evening, that I had made certain state-
ments in this House. I have here an ex-
tract from the "Sunday Times" of the
30th October, 1949, and It is headed.
"Ready-made Home Frills," and reads as
follows:-

A number Of Successful applicants
for ready-made houses are finding
that the house-and the price-in-
cludes a mantel radio and a ref rigera-
tor," said Mr. H. E. Graham. M.L.A.,
yesterday.

These homes are built by contrac-
tors the condition being that they
must be allocated according to a list
of applicants approved by the State
Housing Commission.

Mr. Graham said he had several
complaints from applicants for these
homes. They wanted the home but
said they couldn't afford the radio
or the frig.

His advice to them was to refuse
to accept them as part of the house.

The Minister for Lands: That must
have been before he was briefed.

Mr. OLDFlELD: In this Press report,
the member for East Perth stated that
he had received several complaints from
applicants for homes. He said, "They
wanted the home but said they couldn't
afford the radio or the frig." His advice
to them was to refuse to accept them as
part of the house.

Mr. Graham: What is wrong with that?
The Minister for Works: Is it the same

member for East Perth?
Mr. OLDETELD: Yes, the extract is

from the "Sunday Times" of the 30th
October, 1949.

Mr. Graham: I told the people what to
do. and that is the proper course.

Mr. OLDPIELD: The hon. member did
not tell them personally; he publicised it.

Mr. Graham: What is wrong with that?
'The Minister for Lands: The member

for East Perth is allowed to turn a somer-
sault!

Mr. OLDFIELD: There is nothing wrong
in the way I went about it.
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Mr. Graham: I never mentioned the
name of the, firm.

The Premier: To which firm were you
referring?

Mr. Graham: Snowden & Willson, but
I did not blackguard them in this way.

Mr. OLDFIELD: Also, the member for
East Perth charged Mr. Stoddart with
having briefed me in moving my motion.
I mentioned this by way of interjection
when the member for East Perth was
speaking, but I will repeat it: Would he
be surprised to know that I have never
met Mr. Stoddart? In reply to my inter-
jection, the hon. member said he would
be surprised. The only time in my life
that I have ever seen Mr. Stoddart-I
have never spoken to him nor have I ever
been Introduced to him-was when I was
a delegate to the R.S.L. congress last July.
Mr. Stoddart was on the agenda commit-
tee and on several occasions he rose to
speak. In that way I came to know him,
or know what he looks like, but I do not
think he would know me if he met me
in the street.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: And he will not
,want to know you in the future.

The Minister for Works: Yes, he will;
but he will not want to know the member
for East Perth.

Mr. OLDFIELD: The remarks of the
member for East Perth cast a slur on Mr.
Stoddart. The hon. member also said that
if he were successful with his amendment,
which he knew he would be, he was then
going to oppose the whole issue and he
hoped there would be no inquiry at all. As
several speakers this evening have said,
if the firm has nothing to hide then it has
nothing to fear from an open inquiry. The
'non. member also said that I had been
invited to visit the office of the firm of
Snowden & Willson in company with my
solicitor. That is not so.

Mr. Graham: Of course I did not say
that.

Mr. OLDFIELD: The hon. member said
tonight that I had been invited by the
firm to peruse any documents in company
with my solicitor.

Mr. Graham:, I said that was the pro-
position submitted to the Premier.

The Minister for Lands: I do not think
you know what you said.

Mr. OLDFlELD: What is the use of
submitting it to somebody else? I am
the person concerned.

Hon. A. R, G. Hawke: What about
speaking to the amendment?

The Premier: He is speaking to it.
Mr. Graham: He is givIng his views

on the member for East Peith.
Mr. OLDFIEL: Also, t-ne member for

East Perth dealt with thti contract. He
said it was purely a contract of sale, but

if it is a contract of sale for a ready-made
house it should not contain a rise and
fall clause. I pointed that out when I
moved the motion previously. If one buys
a ready-made house, then one buys a
house already erected.

Mr. Graham: But they were not al-
ready erected, and you know it.

Mr. OLDFIELD: That was a condition
in the permit from the State Housing
Commission, and I pointed that out, too,
when I moved the motion. All my remarks
can be seen in "Mansard." The firm told
the clients concerned that it did not erect
homes for clients but built homes and
sold them to clients. The member for
East Perth said he had read my speech
eight times. If he had done so, he would
have noticed that.

Mr. Graham: Yes, it was all tripe. That
was all I saw.

The Minister for Lands: You are a good
judge of tripe.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. OLDFIELD: The member for East

Perth accused me of imagining all sorts
of dire things in the contract. I did not
imagine anything, because I was not able
to see a copy of the contract until three
days before I moved the motion in this
House. It was not until after I had
given notice that I was able to lay my
hands on a copy.

Mr. Graham: You had only three
pages to digest in three days.

Mr. OLDFIELD: I did not try to read
anything into the contract. I quoted a
legal opinion because I had sought legal
advice on the matter. All the legal opin-
ions do not agree with each other
as to what could happen; one even sug-
gested that it would require a High Court
determination to find out.

Mr. Graham: I would like to know
the none of that solicitor.

Mr. OLDFIELD: However, every legal
practitioner who has read this contract
agrees that he would not advise a
client to sign it. Furthermore, the mem-
ber for East Perth talked for a consider-
able period describing what had happened
in the last 12 months in negotiations
between the firm and its clients. Every
case I quoted was more than 12 months
old.

Mr. Graham: That is what I told the
House, and I did not mention one case
that had occurred in the last 12 months.
You are distorting everything.

Mr. OLDFIELD: Each case occurred
prior to the time when the Housing Com-
mission banned the firm from building
ready-made homes, at this time last year.

Mr. Graham: Are you sure the Com-
mission put them under a ban?

Mr. OLDFIELD: Yes.
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Mr. Graham: Of course you are not.
Mr. OL.DFIELD: I am positive.
Mr. Graham: You asked a Question

about it, and the Minister told you, "No."
Mr. OLDFIELD: The member for East

Perth also said, or more or less intimated,
that I did not have signed statements in
all the cases I cited in my previous speech.
I wish to tell the hon. member that in
every case I have a signed statement.

Mr. Graham: At no time did I doubt
that.

Mr. OLDPIELD: That is more than
a certain member had when he brought
a particular matter up in this House, and
a Royal Commission was appointed.

Mr. Graham: You were not born then.
Mr. OLDFIELD: It is also interesting

to note that since having moved for a
Select Committee I, like the firm, have
received numerous letters and 'Phone
calls. I1 have a number of letters before'
me wherein people have offered to come
forward and give evidence at a Select
Committee, a Royal Commission or any
other inquiry. I have received 'phone
calls from people who have given me their
names, and I have a list of them, telling
me that they are quite willing to come
forward and give evidence at an inquiry.

Mr. Graham: They will have to be
better than your others.

Mr. OLDFIELD: During his speech,
the member for East Perth quoted a pas-
sage from the contract which said that
extras cannot be charged in excess of £25 .
I read a statement In my previous speech
but, for the benefit of the member for
East Perth, I would remind him that In
that speech there is a statement showing
an itemised list of the extras charged in
one instance. The extras amounted to
£222 16s. 2d. and included such things
as 57 feet of link-mesh, granolithic paths,
road costs, plumbing plan, extras for
trimmers and galvanised ant caps. The
member for East Perth said that accord-
ing to Commonwealth Bank specifications
ant-caps are worth only a. few shillings,
but in this instance £9 Os. was charged.
That is not a few shillings.

Mr. Graham: Those are not extras.
Why do you not anialyse the Items?

Mr. OLDFIELD: They are described
as extras on the list submitted to this
client.

Mr. Graham: They were nothing of
the sort.

Mr- OLDFIEL: The hon. member
does not even know the case to which
I am referring.

Mr. Graham: Of course I do.

Mr. OLDFIELD:- The hon. member
does not know the person's name.

Mr. Graham: Of course I do; I have
seen the file.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!I The member
for Maylands. must continue his speech.
I would point out that he is really reply-
ing to the motion. That is quite in order,
even occurring in the wrong place. The
hon. member is at present speaking to
the amendment.

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: The motion has
disappeared, has It not?

Mr. SPEAKER: No, it will come in at
the end.

Mr. OLDFIELD: In addition there are
several new cases which here arise and
to which I am not permitted to refer in
reply, but It really does not matter.
I have the files with me and can
place them in the hands of the person
conducting an inquiry. It was abvious,
when I moved the motion, where the
member for Middle Swan stood in this
matter. He interjected and said that
the reputation of the company through
the years had not been too lilly-white.

Mr. Graham: He has admitted his
error since then.

Mr. OLDFIELD): I did not say any-
think like that. That was the opinion
of the member for Middle Swan. The
member for East Perth also charged me
with having sad that Mr. Snowden
exercised great charm, etc. I actually
said that I understood that Mr. Snowden
exercised great charm, etc. There is a
vast difference. I said I understood that
because I had never met the person, so
how could I say that he exercised great
charm? I was merely repeating what I
had been told. There is also the question
of rates and taxes, which the member
for East Perth spoke about tonight. He
spoke about the company subdividing
large parcels of land and about its being
a double-headed penny against the com-
pany.

Since I moved my motion, a certain
person in my electorate, after reading the
report in the Press to the effect that
clients should not be charged rates and
taxes from the previous June if they were
purchasing ready-made houses, went to
Snowden & Willson's office and com-
plained. The monley he had paid was re-
funded. When he went home he in-
formed his neighbours of what had taken
place, and they went in and their money
was refunded. They were told that it
was a mistake; it was a mistake all right,
but it was made in many instances, and
every person who has complained has had
his money refunded; that is, everbody that
I know of. However, I welcome a Royal
Commission because I1 think it requires a
competent legal person to make an in-
quiry into the charges that have been
made by people who have complained to
me. There are many people who have
rung me and intimated their desire to
give evidence, anid I have received many
letters to that effect,
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lMR. MeCULLOCH (Hannans-on
amendment) [8.453: 1 will not take up
very much time of the House. There is
one matter to which the member for
Maylands referred and that is the letter
to the company.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I will give the
hon. member an opportunity of speaking
when the motion is put. The hon. mem-
ber can speak only on the amendment.

Mon. J. T. Tonkin* I thought the reply
of the mover closed the debate.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Han-
nans can speak only on the amendment.

Mr. McCtILLOCH: I agree with the
amendment moved, by the member for
East Perth. A Royal Commission would
be a good thing and it would be beneficial
to all concerned if a full inquiry were
made. If the allegations made by the
member for Maylands are incorrect they
should be probed by a legal authority.
I did not care very much for the innuendo
of the member far Blackwood when be
said that because I am supporting a Royal
Commission I am supporting private enter-
prise: That never entered my mind;
private enterprise or anything else. As far
as the firm of Snowden -& Willson is
concerned, I have no more time for it than
I have for any other individual, so the
member for Blackwood is making a grave
mistake by voicing such an innuendo.

I only spoke in connection with this
matter because of honesty and fairness.
I do not care who is concerned. If I
hear anything in this Chamber that I
know to be untrue I will disagree with
it, whether it concerns private enterprise
or any other monopoly. I would like to
reply to some of the statements made by
the member for Maylands. but that, ap-
parently. cannot be done now. One thing
I would like to know about is these rates
and taxes. I would like to get some myself
but I1 seem to have slipped up there. If
a Royal Commission were appointed, the
company concerned would at least get
a hearing; there would be no bias or
low accusation against any member
whether he was the chairman or Just a
member of the commission. The whole
business would be referred to a legal
authority who would weigh up the evidence
quite impartially.

Amendment (to insert words) put and
passed.

Question put and passed; the motion,
as amended, agreed to.

BILLS (4)-FIRST REAPING.
I, Railway (Mundaring-Mundaring

Weir) Discontinuance.
2, Mining Act Amendment (No. 1) ,(Mr.

Moir in charge).
3. Marketing of Onions Act Amendment.
4, Sheepskins (Draft Allowance Prohibi-

tion).
Received from the Council.

BILL-PHYSIOTHERAPISTS.
Returned from the Council without

amendment.
MOTION-HOUSING.

As to Austrian Pre-Jabricated Homes.
Debate resumed from the 17th Septem-

ber. on the motion by Hon. J1. T. Tonkin:
That all papers concerning the pur-

chase by the Government of 900
Austrian pre-fabricated houses and
the delivery and erection of such in
this State be laid upon the Table of
the H-ouse.

HON. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-in re-
ply) [D.527: As the purpose of this motion
has been achieved, I propose to ask the
House to allow me to with draw It. Before
doing so there are a few observations I
feel bound to make. The Minister, when
speaking to this motion, used these words;

There has been no attempt whatever
to say that these files will not be
made available.

Those were the Minister's exact words. I
propose to quote what the Minister said
previously and which caused me to move
the motion that the papers be tabled.
This is what the Minister said on the 3rd
of September in this House:-

In the public interest would it be
right to permit these files to be made
available and thus leave the way open
for some individual who may want to
come here and pick up a letter out of.
one or other of the 36 files? There-
fore I assure the hon. member that it
is not the intention of the Govern-
went to allow these papers to be laid
on the Table of the House, firstly
because it would not be in the inter-
ests of the State to do so and, secondly,
because many of these files are in
action all the time.

What are we to do with a Minister who
makes a statement like that and then gets
up in the House when a motion is moved
subsequently and says. 'There has been
no attempt whatever to say that these
files will not be made available"? The
situation is inexplicable. It was upon the
Minister's statement that the Government
had no intention of allowing these papers
to be laid upon the Table of the House
that I moved my motion to see what
Parliament thought about it. There is
no need for me to say any more on that
aspect.

The Minister mentioned that this motion
was part of a general "smear" cam-
paign which he says I carry out. This,
of course, I strongly deny. The Minister
ought to talk, because he deliberately
dragged into the debate, without any justi-
fication whatever, the name of a man who
was in no way connected with it. He
might have been excused in making at guess
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in the first instance, but when I assured
him he was wrong he had no justification
whatever for continuing to build a ease
upon pure assumption and so smearing
the name of a man who had no connec-
tion whatever with my motion. I propose
to quote what the Minister said. I wsa
referring to the fact that the firm of Sand-
well and Wood had been offering subcon-
tracts to other builders to erect these Aus-
trian pre-fabs at a price of £515 for labour
only. The Minister immediately assumed
I was referring to a man named Hall and
that I got my information from a man
called Hall. So the Minister said this:

I have had a look at this a little
more closely than perhaps the hon.
member did before he got up In the
House and made another of his sweep-
ing allegations and I would not be
surprised if the man were a person
named Hall who lives at Scarborough
and is the endorsed Labour candidate
for Wembley Beaches.

'The Minister only brought this man's name
in for political purposes and without any
justification whatever, as I shall show. I
immediately said, "That is a terribly bad
guess." That should have been enough
for the Minister, but no, he proceeded as
follows:

it is a peculiar thing. Following
the advertisement of Sandwell and
Wood which appeared in the paper
for contractors prepared to erect
houses in the country, there were four
applicants, one of whom was Mr. Hall
who was engaged In business with Mr.
Lindsay.

I interjected:
I tell you that is not the man.

But that did not stop the Minister for
Housing from dragging in somebody who
had no connection with the matter at all.
He ought to talk about smearing people!
He then said:

Those four men were given an oppor-
tunity to erect a house just to see
whether they were capable of being
country contractors...

He went on in this strain and I again inter-
jected as follows:

What has Mr. Hall to do with it?
That did not stop the Minister for Housing
from proceeding, because he had a Political
purpose. He had no justification what-
ever for introducing the name of Mr. Hall
in connection with this matter. He ought
to talk about smear campaigns!

The Attorney General: Of course, you
are not helping the position much.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN:- This is the gem
of the whole thing. When I referred to
the fact that the timber being used in
these Austrian houses had large holes in
it, which were filled with dowels, the Minis-
ter said:

I suggest that the bon. member has
another look at the timber to see
whether the holes, and I am not deny-
ing there are some, were caused by
the Syrex wasp. If he looked up his
natural history book he would And
that it would not be possible for holes
of the size he mentioned, where big
dowels were put in, to be made by the
Syrex wasp when perforating the tim-
ber to lay its eggs and then, finally,
by the larvae to bore its way out. I
have seen this timber on many more
occasions than has the member for
Melville and I suggest to him that the
indentation made by the Syrex wasp
in a Piece of timber would not be
much bigger than could be made by
perforation with a pin. If he knows
of all sorts of big holes which have
to be filled in with dowels, then I
suggest he has another look at them
and not put them down to the Syrex
wasp.

One would assume the Minister was speak-
ing with authority. He referred to a study
of natural history and chided me with
making a statement which was wrong. He
then proceeded to say that, as a result
of aL number of inspections which he had
made, he knew that the hole made by
the Syrex wasp would be no bigger than
could be made by perforation with aL pin.
I have in my hand a sample of timber
used in the Austrian prefabricated houses.

Mr. Needham: Some pinhole!
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I use my foun-

tain pen to show that it may be inserted
In the channels made in the wood by the
Syrex wasp.

Mr. Manning: How much timber was
like that?

Ron. J. T. TONKIN: The hon. member
should ask the minister; he has been down
there a number of times.

Mr. Manning: So have I. but I have
not seen holes like that.

Hon. J. T, TONKIN: When a member
contradicts another, he is expected to know
what he is talking about. if a member
makes deliberate statements and he wishes
to be believed, he should he factual.

The Premier: I think that piece of
timber was on exhibition at the Royal
Show to demonstrate what the Syrex wasp
could do.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: This piece of
timber?.

The Premier:, Yes.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN.: I do not say it

was not, but I understand that pieces like
It were exhibited there.

The Premier: I think that is an ex-
ceptional piece.

Hon. J, T. TONKIN: Oh no!
Mr. Nimmo: What about taking us

down and letting us see?
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H-on. J. T. TONKIN: Does the hon.
member expect to be led by the band?

Mr. Styants; Let the Minister Lake us
down.

Mr. Nimzno: I have had a good look
around.

Hon. J. T1. TONKIN: Members want the
facts, but will not get them from the
Minister.

The Premier; I think you have a par-
ticularly bad piece of timber.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I have made some
study of natural history and found that
the Syrex wasp lays Its eggs on the living
tree, It penetrates the bark and deposits
the eggs, and when the larvae hatch out,
they eat their way into the heart of the
tree, and the wasp goes through its life's
cycle in the tree, the larvae developing
as they feed upon the wood. When the
larva turns into the wasp, which it does
inside the tree, the wasp has to come out
and it eats its way out and packs up the
hole behind it. The hole is plugged with
the wood and with the wasp's exereta.
From my reading, I have ascertained that
it is possible to have furniture made from
this timber, have the furniture in one's
home and, lo and behold! one night out
comes a wasp.

Mr. Manning: No, the wasp lives in the
living tree.

Hon, J. T. TONKIN: Then why are wasps
being found at Fremantle?

The Minister for Housing: How many
have been found there?

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I have not counted
them, but I will tell the Minister, in order
to take the smug look off his face, that
in company with the member for Fre-
mantle, I went to the area and spoke to
the workmen. One of them supplied the
member for Fremantle with a dead wasp,
and another told us that live wasps had
been found there.

Mr. Manning: They might have found
those white butterflies!I

Hon. J. T?. TONKIN: What are we to
do with members who are supposed to be
responsible representatives of the people
and who act like children?

The Minister for Lands: You cannot
always expect them to burst out crying.

Mr. Bovell: You cannot deny them a
little fun at your expense.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Not at my expense;
any fun to be had will be at the expense
of the minister. A hole of the size made
by a pin! Look at it!

The Minister for Housing: How many
holes are there in that piece of pine?

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: The workmen told
me-

The Minister for Housing: They told
you! What did you see?

Hon. J, T. TONKILN. Are we to take
any notice of a Minister who repeatedly
makes untrue statements in this House
and will not be corrected?

The Premier: I think he should make
you withdraw that statement.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: How will he do
that? I shall prove it. What did he say
about the moisture content of the timber?
That is No. 1. What did he say about the
Syrex wasp? That is No. 2. What did
be promise to people who were evicted?
That is No. 3. How many more examples
does the Premier want?

Mr. Manning: You ought to give us some
idea of how much timber is like that.

I-on. J. T. TONKIN: I shall. The work-
men on the job took the member for Fre-
mantle and me around and pointed out
various pieces of timber where the holes
were showing on the outside. A lot of the
timber has been treated with creosote.
That is the timber most badly infected.
When the wasp has plugged up the hole
behind it and the timber has been covered
with creosote, it is niot easy to detect the
hole from the outside, but one of the
workmen who has had considerable ex-
perience of this timber, pointed out one
piece and expressed the opinion that If
it were cut down the centre, it would be
found to be absolutely riddled-those were
his words-with channels.

The Attorney General: The biggest
danger is that the wasp might' become
established here.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: That is the danger.
When I stated that the structure of the
timber had been weakened by the wasp,
the Minister gave a curt denial and talked
about indentations or perforations no
bigger than would be made by a pin. In
so doing, he misled the House.

The Attorney General: He did not mis-
lead you.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Of course not. Is
he entitled to rise in his place and adopt
an attitude that would appear to be
authoritative and make statements that
are not true and could not possibly be
true9  He spoke about the holes being
made by the larva to bore its way out.
The larva does not bore its way out; it
bores its way in and the moth comes out.
There is the size of the channel in this
piece of wood as made by the wasp.

This is not a matter to be regarded
lightly. The Minister, when speaking, gave
me the impression that the Common-
wealth officials were proving a nuisance
by requiring fumigation. I consider it is
absolutely essential. If the wasps are in
this timber-and there is no doubt they
are, as living wasps have been found-
consider the danger they would be to our
pine f orests!1

The Attorney General: How long do they
take to mature?



(22 October, 1952.1 1539

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Twelve months is
the life cycle, although it may be more
or less. I am not an authority. Even
if it were 12 months or six months, it
is not an inordinate length of time. The
wasp will not lay its eggs in dead timber.
That is where the member for Harvey
was a little astray. He said they would
not live in dead timber. They would if
they were already in the tree, but they will
not lay eggs in dead timber. The moths
that emerge from the wood deposit their
eggs in the living tree.

Mr. Manning: And eat their way out.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: No.
Mr. Manning: Are you sure?
Hon. J. T'. TONKIN: Positive. How

could they come out of furniture if they
kept only to the living tree? My authority
for that is a book of natural history.

On these three counts (1) The Minister,
in his speech on my motion, stating that
there had been no attempt to say that
the papers would not have been made
available, having previously said that the
Government had no intention of making
them available; (2) by dragging in the
name of a person who had no connection
whatever with the motion: and (3) by his
statement about the Syrex wasp making
perforations such as would be made by a
pin, I say it is time the Minister realised
that he should show some responsibility
to the House, and that if he makes at-
tacks or statements, he should be sure
that they are true. He has treated us
with contempt and shown a complete dis-
regard for the requirements of debate in
this Chamber. With these observations,
I ask that the motion be withdrawn.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

BILL-PUNISHMENT BY WHIPPING
ABOITION.

Second Reading.
MR. GRAHAM (East Perth) [9.141 in

moving the second reading said: This
Hill, as its Title implies, is to abolish the
penalty of whipping for certain offences.
It is a penalty which fortunately is very
rarely imposed in Western Australia and,
with one exception, very many years have
elapsed since the penalty was imposed
upon any individual. Generally speaking,
I feel that people-and this applies to
members of Parliament-are guided by
prejudice on this matter either for or
against the principal of corporal punish-
ment as a penalty. For my part. I heartily
disagree with the State's imposing any
form of punishment that entails brutality
of any sort as does the matter of whipping,
or flogging as it is sometimes called.

Whilst this is a subject which has been
much discussed on an academic basis by
many people, there are probably very few
who have actually seen the instrument
of torture commonly referred to as a cat-

o'-nine-tails, so for the edification of
members I have brought with me one of
these Instruments which I now show. It
will be seen that it has a handle almost
two feet long with nine thongs of whipcord
attached. What happens is that when a
certain number of lashes are ordered by
the court, the back of the unfortunate
victim is bared, he is tied to a frame and
then some person, appointed to the task,
applies this instrument vigorously for the
required number of strokes. This is a whip
that has been used, but I trust it will never
be used again.

The Attorney General: To whom does
the whip belong?

Mr. GRAHAM: I could discuss that
with the Attorney General later. Suffice
It to say that arrangements were made
through one of his brother Ministers for
a loan of it for a demonstration to mem-
bers-not in the physical sense, but
merely for inspection. It is necessary that
I return it at the earliest possible moment,
but the whip is available this evening pro-
vided it does not leave the Chamber. I
wonder whether I have your permission.
Mr. Speaker, to lay it on the Table of
the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have no objection if
members have not.

Mr. GRAHAM: That being so. it can
be inspected by members and they can
get from it some idea of the terrific force
that can be applied to the human body.
I was interested to read a report which
came from South Africa where corporal
punishment is usually imposed. Accord-
ing to the testimony of those associated
with institutions where this punishment
is inflicted, on the average, after eight
strokes, the flesh of the unfortunate
victim's back becomes numbed, and whilst
there may be nervous reactions in many
ways, the further strokes are, in effect.
not felt. It has to be remembered that
there are nine cuts with a lash every time
a stroke is given.

Mr. Yates: It is a very old instrument
of torture.

Mr. GRAHAM: Yes, and as I indicated
last evening there are relics of many
ancient Punishments some of which, in-
cidently. can be seen at Fremantle goal
-the ball and chain, and other such de-
vices.

Mr. Needham: The triangle.
Mr. GRAHAM: Yes, and as I men-

tioned previously, some screws and racks
for stretching the human body, and all
the rest. I feel that in this year of
Grace, 1952, we have advanced to the stage
when we can mete out punishment to of -
fenders without having to indulge in bru-
talities such as those which are essential
when a whipping is imposed by a court.

The Attorney General: Somec criminals
who use razors and broken bottles are not
very merciful themselves.
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Mr. GRAHAM: That is perfectly true.
The Attorney General: They do not

really appreciate anything but violence.
Mr. GRAHAM: I think that is a. far-

reaching statement which cannot be sus-
tained. The State should be the last to
return force for force; it should show an
example.

Mr. Griffith: What penalty do you
tflink should be imposed?

Mr. GRAHAM: if I am permitted to
state my case In my own way, when I come
towards the conclusion and it is obvious
I have missed something, a question would
be appropriate. I will deal with this aspect
presently. Penalties are imposed, at the
moment, ranging, speaking from memory,
from two years with hard labour to life
imprisonment with hard labour and, in
addition, a certain number of cuts with
a whip such as the one we have before
us. I feel that a term of imprisonment
should in a civilised country be the
penalty. The person iconcerned is. in
such case, placed out of harm's way so
that it becomes impossible for him to re-
peat the offence, and he should, under a
decent prison system, be given treatment
to prepare him for the day when eventu-
ally he is released, so that he might be a
better citizen when he returns to ordinary
life.

The Attorney General: The idea of this
punishment, when imposed by judges in
England, was that it would be a deterrent
to basher gangs and razor blade mner-
chants, because they had no fear of a
month or even a year or two of imprison-
ment.

Mr GRAHAM: That may be so, but in
Great Britain whippings for the commis-
sion of any crimes have been abolished.
Accordingly, the legislators of that country
do not deem it necessary to continue this
brutal method of punishment in order to
effect a deterrent. Whilst I have no facts
to support me in this, I am confident that
just as practical experience over 100 years
and more has shown that the abolition of
the death sentence, which -was embarked
on as an experiment, has in no way in-
creased the rate of murders, so I honestly
believe that if we abolish corporal punish-
ment from the statute book there will be
no increase in the number of violent or
objectionable offences which at present
carry a sentence of whipping.

Mr. Griffith: Are You sure they are
not reimposing the sentence of whipping
in Great Britain?

Mr. GRAHAM: I am Positive they are
not, and If the hon. member cares to
read an item which appeared in the "Daily
News" within the last few days he will
see that is the position. Unfortunately I
have not brought the clipping with me,
but it Is available for all to see. The num-
ber of strokes of the lash which can be
imposed are laid down in the Criminal
Code, and they are not to exceed 25 In

the case of an adult, and 12 if the person
is under 16 years of age. I merely men-
tion this as a matter of information. The
Criminal Code goes on to say, that any
convicted person under the age of 10 years,
or any aboriginal native may, in addition
to or in substitution for other punishment
be sentenced to whipping.

This is a most fantastic proposal-of
course, it is not a proposal, but something
which has substance. In the first instance,
there should be no differentiation between
black and white and, secondly, notwith-
standing what the law provides, it is en-
tirely wrong that a penalty of whipping
may follow, even though niot stipulated.
There is one other provision, that whip-
ping shall be inflicted within six months of
the passing of the sentence. It is fortu-
nate that the judiciary are impressed with
the abhorrence of the penalty, and so have
not imposed it. In that respect, may I say
that those who sit upon the Bench are
apparently in advance of the parliament-
ary institution in the matter of this social
reform.

Mr. Yates: They might not be able to
get anyone to carry out the whipping.

Mr. GRAHAM: There was, apparently,
no difficulty in obtaining a person to carry
out an even graver sentence. I under-
stand there was more than one person
offering in that case.

Mr. Griffith: What punishment would
you impose on a man who commits rape on
a small girl?

Mr. GRAHAM: I do not want to go
through them all. I have here a list of
the crimes for which a whipping and term
of imprisonment can be imposed. For an
offence of the nature suggested by the
member for Canning against a little girl,
the term is imprisonment with hard labour
for life. That is for a sexual offence
against a girl of tender years. There are
different periods for females of different
ages. Generally speaking, offences for
which a whipping can be imposed fall into
three categories. The first includes cer-
tain sexual offences ranging from un-
natural offences to the use of force, as
in the case of rape. The second is for
brutality in connection with robberies, and
offences of that nature, and in the third
instance the penalty may be imposed on
inmates of gaols who commit aggravated
offences; that I think is the expression.

The immediate reaction of people in
the case of a sexual offence, more especi-
ally committed upon one of tender years,
is to wreak vengeance. Psychiatrists, gen-
erally, however, are agreed that the very
worst treatment that can be accorded a
person who displays any abnormality in
sexual matters, is to impose violent punish-
ment upon him. We have to bear in mind
the fact that almost without exception
the perpetrators of these terrible mis-
deeds ultimately come out of prison. If
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this form of punishment merely aggra-
vates their weakness or mental aberration,
or whatever it is that causes these ex-
cesses, then the penalty surely should be
modified.

Mr. Griffith: That is all right until
you think of the feelings of the relatives
of a person who has suffered this crime.

Mr. GRAHAM: We have all sorts of
immediate impulses in given sets of circ-
umstances, and we arrive at conclusions,
or would do things which, if we gave de-
tached consideration to the proposition,
we would not do. As indicated, whipping
has been abolished in Great Britain, and
I understand that is the Position in the
great majority of countries in Western
Europe. it applies In France, Belgium,
and Switzerland, so I am assured. In
other words, it appears that the most pro-
gressive countries have abolished this
brutal form of punishment. So far as
I am able to ascertain there are only
three States in the United States of
America that permit whippings and mem-
bers might be interested to know that in
one of them, Maryland, one of the offences
for which whipping can be administered is
that of a husband beating his wife. The
punishment is apparently whipping in re-
turn.

In the State of Delaware whippings are
inflicted, but mostly against negroes, and
in Virginia the penalty applies exclusively
to juveniles. So it will be seen that the
whole trend is against floggings of any
description. Returning to Australia,
whilst I am not aware of the details in
all of the States, I have discovered that
there have been no floggings in New
South Wales since 1905. As I stated
at the outset, this is a matter upon which
I believe the majority of members have
pre-conceived notions and therefore it Isno great avail to endeavour to adduce
argument in order to convince. I trust,
however, that now the matter has been
raised members will endeavour to view
the whole question dispassionately and,
if it would appear that my contribution
towards the abolition of whipping has
omitted specific references to a number of
countries, it is because of the difficulties.
that confront all private members when
taking such action.

Unlike Ministers, who are able to press
a button and instruct an under secretary
to prepare certain information for them,
a private member has to resort to his
own devices; to indulge in a great deal
of reading and research, much of which
results in no success, but from there it
is possible for him to continue his efforts
elsewhere. All that work carried out in
association with one's other duties, of
course, means that something must be
missed. If, therefore, I have been found
to be incomplete in the references I have
made, I submit that that is the reason.

I am appealing to members of this Chain-
ber to support the measure in order to
do away with this form of punishment,
which I consider has no place in any
country In these comparatively enlight-
ened times. 1 move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On motion by the Attorney General, de-
bate adjourned.

MOTION-GOLDMNING INDUSTRY.
To Inquire by Select Committee.

Debate resumed from the 1st October
on the following motion by Mr. Moir:

That a Select Committee be ap-
pointed to investigate and report
upon the difficulties facing those en-
gaged in producing gold, with par-
ticular reference to the effect of
freights, water and other charges up-
on such operations, and to make re-
commendations by the use of which
the Commonwealth and State Gov-
ernments could assist and encourage
the greater Production of gold. in-
cluding production by prospectors.

MR. KELLY (Merredin-Yllgarn) [9.331:
I consider that the mfotion should be
agreed to in order to obtain a clear ap-
preciation of the difficulties confronting
the goldinining industry and, by careful
examination, to assess the overall posi-
tion and, if possible, offer a constructive
policy for the Government's consideration.

Mr. SPEAKER: Is the hon. member
speaking on behalf of his Leader?

Mr. KELLY: Yes, Mr. Speaker. I
think that e'~ery possible avenue should
be examined whereby some improvement
may be effected in the industry. The
effect of the rise in the cost of produc-
tion and the price of gold remaining at
the 1937? level, is gradually strangling
goldmining. Political indifference is tend-
Ing to complete that act of strangulation.
On the evidence obtained during the past
12 months or 2 years the only thing that
has been achieved by the joint efforts of
the Commonwealth and State Governments
is the sale of gold on the free market arid
that has been done only in association
with Canada and South Africa which
countries, separately, sold gold on the
free market for 12 months prior to
Australia following suit, However, Such
sales are restricted only to dollar areas.
under these conditions this is by no
means an answer to the problems of the
goidinining industry.

On the indications made over the past
years of operation it is unlikely that any
benefit that will accrue to the industry
will exceed 20s. an ounce. As has already
happened during the last 12 months, it
is quite easy to conceive that the price
could drop, on the average, below 20s.

1541



1542 [ASSEMBLY.]

an ounce. Fortunately, the international
free gold markets now appear to have
firmed, whereas a little over two months
ago the price of gold on the free
market had dropped roughly to 36J dollars
per fine ounce. The principal con-
tinental countries operating in free
gold at present have stepped up that
value to roughly 371 dollars an ounce.
I contend that the decision of the Com-
monwealth Government to allow pro-
ducers of gold in Australia to take any
advantage that was offering from the sale
of gold on the free market was delayed
far too long and that that procrastina-
tion cost this State particularly a great
deal of money because, when Australia
entered this market, the cream had been
taken off.

South Africa and Canada up to that
time had disposed of 8,500,000 ounces of
gold. That resulted, of course, in bringing
the price, which was originally over 40
dollars, back to the lower figure of 361
dollars some few months ago. Australia
entered the free market at a late hour
which meant that the purchasing power
of other nations who were prepared to
trade with Australia in gold on a free
market had already purchased their im-
mediate requirements; so this reduced the
possibility of Australia selling its gold at
an enhanced value. During 1951 1 asked
the Premier a number of questions in re-
gard to the formation, the operation and
the proposed activity of the Gold Pro-
ducers' Association. The answers I re-
ceived on that occasion were, to say the
least, evasive.

The only intimation the Premier gave
to this House that the Government had
any policy whatsoever on the goidmining
industry was the fact that it believed it
was pinning Its faith on the result of the
sale of gold on the free market, and that
at all times it had made representations
to Canberra pointing out the necessity
for a rise in the price of gold and appeared
to be quite satisfied with the steps it had
taken. I wonder if the Premier is really
satisfied that, by sending delegates to
what have apparently been abortive con-
ferences in Canberra, he has achieved
some improvement in the goldinining in-
dustry.

I maintain that neither the State nor
the Commonwealth Government has pro-
duced any tangible evidence at any time
that it possesses a policy on gold produc-
tion, nor has either shown any definite
attitude in regard to the goidmining in-
dustry. This industry has been neglected
ever since the end of the war, which is
rather remarkable when we consider that
Western Australia has one of the largest
auriferous belts of country not only in
Australia but in the world, It is easy to
realise, of course, why the industry in
this State has received such shocking
treatment.

Mr. Moir called attention to the state
Of the House.

Bells rung and a quorum formed.
Mr. KELLY: I Contend that the main

reason why the goldmlning industry is
more or less neglected in this State is
because we produce 70 odd per cent. of
the entire Australian gold production. If
the figures were reversed, and the Eastern
States produced 75 per cent. of the pro-
duction, I believe without any doubt that
the goidmining industry would have been
placed on a far higher plane than it has
in the past 12 months or two years.

Let us for a moment examine the in-
dustry in relation to the sale of gold on
a free market, because on that alone the
Government has pinned its faith in re-
gard to any improvements to be made in
the industry. Firstly, there is very little
evidence available of any achievements by
the Government, and I am at a loss to
understand the secrecy and evasiveness
surrounding the questions asked in regard
to the activities of the Gold Producers'
Association. Little has been published in
the Press as to this association and, in
fact, as I have said on several occasions,
the secrecy surrounding its activities is,
to say the least of it, mystifying.

The Attorney General: Is it not a private
Organisation?

Mr. KELLY: It is a private organisa-
tion appointed by the Government, which
I contend should have more knowledge
of its activities than it seems to have at
present

The Attorney General: Would it not be
a corporate body? It was not appointed
by the Government.

Mr. KELLY: It definitely was ap-
pointed by the Government and I con-
sider that the State is entitled to know
something about its activities. I do not
think it is sufficient for the Premier to
brush off a set of questions relating to it
by saying that if I want further in-
formation I can get it from the Gold
Producers' Association, because that
avenue is not open to me. I am not a
shareholder, nor am I a person who Is
producing gold.

The Attorney General:. Are you sure
it is open to the Government?

Mr. KELLY: I see no reason why it
should not be.

The Attorney General: If it is a private
Organisation, why should it be?

Mr. KELLY: Is it not reasonable to
suggest that the Government should know
what is happening with respect to our
gold?

The Attorney General: Its business is of
a highly confidential nature.

Mr. KELLY: 'it should be known by
the Attorney General that, in the course of
replies given by the Premier to my ques-
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tion, he intimated that the Government
had some information, and that is why
I say it should not be secret.

The Attorney General: Why not?
Mr. KELLY: Is It a matter of secrecy

that at the present time gold is worth
35 dollars on the open market?

The Attorney General: But there is
secrecy as to how It is disposed of, and to
whom.

Mr. KELLY: Why should that be secret?
The Attorney General: But it is.
Mr. KELLY: People who are producing

10 Per cent. of the gold in Australia
should surely be entitled to information
in that respect.

The Attorney General. But not regard-
ing the people to whom the gold is sold.

Mr. KELLY: I do not ask for that,
but for Information regarding the disposal
of gold, which would provide some indica-
tion of where we are heading. I say the
Government has no knowledge at all of
where we are heading. We have appointed
people to deal with the distribution of
our gold which has gone wholly and solely
to dollar areas, and surely we are entitled
to information as to how it has been
disposed of!1 It is time the Government
took the matter in hand.

The Minister for Works: When do you
say the committee you referred to was
appointed?

Mr. KELLY: In December of last year,
and the personnel of the committee was
given in answer to questions which I
put to the Premier some time ago. The
only way to arrive at figures in connection
with the sale of gold on the free market
is by taking the 1951 out-turn in this
State. They show that the State pro-
duced 648,245 fine ounces, or 47 per cent.
below the 1939 gold production figures.
If, as I stated previously, gold has realised
roughly an average of £1 per ounce more
on the free market, it means that the in-
dustry has benefited to the extent of
£648,245. It is interesting to realise just
where that money would have gone. I am
quoting the 1951 figures because those for
1952 are not available. On the basis of
the 1951 figures, had we been in a position
to dispose of that gold at the rate of the
extra £1 per ounce, this would have been
the distribution-

Golden Mile
That represents about two-thirds
total amount.

Big Bell ... ..
Central Norseman... ..
Hill 5
Moonlight Wiluna... ..
New Coolgardie .... ..
Sons of Gwalia .... ..
All other producers

£
428,453
of the

t
49,.725
43,868

7.557
12,402
25,197
19,186
62,454

This latter figure represents 0.9? per cent.
of the total. That will give members some
idea of the distribution of the entire pro-
duction surplus over and above the stand-
ard price being obtained at present. My
point in making these figures available
to the House is that two-thirds of the en-
tire benefit from the sales of free gold is
going to the Golden Mile, and the balance
to those on behalf of whom I nam mainly
speaking tonight, because that section has
been handed a raw deal over succeeding
years.

Most of the mines on the Golden Mile
are already operating at a profit; hence,
any of the added amount that the indus-
try on the Golden Mile receives is merely
so much bunce, something that does not
really affect the industry as a whole to
any great extent. Not only are those mines
operating at a profit, but they are paying
dividends. We have only to look at the
share lists and the payments on shares,
as well as dividends over past years
to be convinced that the majority of the
mines are operating on reasonable margins.
Therefore, the benefit desired by the indus-
try, respecting which the Government
takes so much solace as regards the sale
of gold on the free market, is not of
great advantage to the major portion of
the industry.

The Attorney General; Do not the men
benefit to some extent by the increase
of £l in the return on the gold?

Mr. KELLY: The men receive their
ordinary wages on the mines but get
nothing extra because of that £1.

The Attorney General: Are you sure
they do not?

Mr. KELLY: Yes.
Mr. Styants: The court decided against

them.
Mr. Moir: That is the position.
Mr. KELLY: Yes, the court definitely

decided against them. I do not for one
moment begrudge the Golden Mile the
amount it has received in respect of the
sale of gold on the free market. Investors
are entitled to what they can get, because
I realise that there must be a satisfactory
margin for them. Although the share-
holders have received over a period of
years an appreciable return, we must not
lose sight of the fact that goldmining is a
wasting asset and therefore those con-
cerned in it are entitled at least to a
reasoniable return. Thus I come to the
point that the Government has for too
long depended on results from the Golden
Mile.

The Government seems to derive a tre-
mendous amount of satisfaction from the
returns furnished by the Chamber of
Mines, when it puts forward the claim
that the condition of the mining industry
is not as bad as stated by members In
this Chamber. I appeal to the Govern-
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ment to reassess its ideas regarding the
industry. It should not reach its conclu-
sions in considering the industry as a
whale entirely upon results obtained on
the Golden Mile, and upon statements
made from time to time by the Chamber
of Mines. In neither case is a true indica-
tion given of what has been happening in
the goidmining industry. The sale of gold
on the premium market is no incentive
whatever to prospectors. That is clearly
indicated by the fact that today there are
on the books of the Mines Department the
names of only 31 prospectors operating
throughout the entire State. Again, it is
of no help or assistance to mines opera-
ting at a loss, but it may help to reduce
the loss to a slight extent.

Most of the producers who are operat-
ing at a loss have small out-turns and the
amount of increment that is gained
because of the additional El per ounce is
very smnall, and merely tends to reduce
losses. Again, It is of no help at all, I
think I would be correct ib stating, to any
mine at the developmental stage. Those
in that section of the industry are suffer-
ing- from the eff ects of high costs, not of
production but in their endeavour to get
into production. Thus, that section of
the Industry is suffering even more acutely
than those that are producing, even if at
a loss. The sale of gold on the free mar-
ket offers no stability or guarantee re-
garding the future of the industry, and
that should be a matter of concern to
everyone in this Chamber, irrespective of
whether he represents an industrial area,
an agricultural area, or any other portion
of the State. As I have said on a number
of occasions, let members mark my words
when I say that in time this industry
will make itself felt.

If the Government does not realise that
it is in dire need of assistance, particu-
larly outside the boundaries of the Golden
Mile, and if we let this opportunity slip
through our fingers, we will rue the day
for many years to come. I feel that our
activities in endeavouring to combat the
troubles of the industry to date have
been more or less futile. In fact, they
have been conspicuous on most occasions
by their absence, because little has been
attempted other than by way of talks
about the position with the Common-
wealth Government and endeavours to
bring about conditions whereby there will
be a higher price fixed for gold. That
sort of thing has been going on for the
past six or seven years. It has not re-
sulted in any perceptible advantage at all.
The endeavours to secure the approval of
the International Monetary Fund for a
higher price for gold is nothing new, and
so we have exhausted the possibility of
doing anything through that avenue.

In the circumstances, it is up to us
as a nation to do something to provide
better conditions for the goidmining In-
dustry. Let us deal with the matter on a

national plane and not on a stop-gap
basis, which is all that we have done dur-
ing the past few years. I do not mind
how conscientious the Minister repre-
senting the Mines Department has been. I
take into account the activities of the
Mines Department which, however, are
guided by Government activities. All
these factors amount to nothing unless we
secure some tangible results, and up to
the present we have not done so.

The Minister for Education: Have
you any suggestions to make as to how
the position can be put right?

Mr. KELLY: Yes, and at the conclusion
of my remarks I intend to sum up all
the points I think should be examined
and which I consider would come within
the province of a Select Committee, if it
is appointed. The time is overdue when
both the State and Commonwealth Gov-
ernments should emerge from the hope-
happy attitude of the past. It has been
nothing more than that. We have sat
back and hoped that something would
happen: that America, or the Interna-
tional monetary Fund, would increase the
dollar rate, or that something else would
arise, We have sent deputations to the
Commonwealth Government and, in turn,
the Commonwealth Government has sent
deputations to conferences in America, at
Ottawa and other places, askin that
something should be done. The same re-
ply has been received time and time again.
until it has worn threadbare.

Are we to continue sitting back or are
we to endeavour to evolve some means
whereby the operations of the industry
can be stepped up? Let us shed the
shroud of lethargy and do something tan-
gible, something that wilt provide definite
results. If the Government is destitute
of ideas, a Select Committee might be able
to provide it with some. I have said plainly
that I am certain it has no Policy. AS far
back as may, the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, I notice, appointed a committee
comprising members of the House of
Rtepresentatives. and of the Senate to
go into matters affecting the goidmining
industry and to examine its problems and
requirements.

I also noticed in the Press some time
later that it was anticipated this com-
mittee would be coming to Western Aus-
tralia some time In November. So the
committee was appointed in May and will
possibly come to Western Australia in
November to ascertain the difficulties. I
have found out by Investigation into the
matter that not one single mining man
was appointed to the committee. So to
my way of thinking this Is Just another
case of taking shelter in delay and put-
ting off the evil day.

I was asked by the Minister for Indus-
trial Development a moment ago whether
I had any suggestions regarding the Indus-
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try. I want to know whether the Govern-
mnent has examined first of all the wisdom
or the advantage of continuing member-
ship of the International Monetary Fund.
Right from the Inception there seems to
have been a complete silence on that point.
I have discussed the matter with the Mini-
ister for Mines, but he, like many others,
knows very little about the Articles of the
fund. He admits that he does not, and
the balance of us do not know what is
contained in the Articles that govern that
fund.

The Attorney General: We could easily
find out, you know.

Mr. KELLY: I got it from the Minister
that it is understood there is a copy In
Australia. The Attorney General says
it is easy to find out these things. I
would ask him to do so quickly, because
I would dearly like to know.

The Attorney General: You write to the
Commonwealth and you will get it.

Mr. KELLY: If the Minister for Mines
cannot obtain a copy, it is not likely that
a private member will get one. It appears
very evident that there are no advantages,
from Australia's point of view, in belong-
ing to the International Monetary Fund,
and in adhering to the principles and
observing the conditions of that fund. I
consider that it is utterly futile for this
country to belong to something that Is
nothing more than a detriment to this
State.

The Attorney General: As part of the
British Empire, we may be getting great
advantages.

Mr. KELLY: That is what I want to
know. I have asked questions on many
occasions, but do not seem to get any
information. The Attorney General seems
to have some channel through which this
information can be obtained. But I chal-
lenge himn to make any statement. He
was acting minister for Mines or was rep-
resenting the Minister for some time, and
I did not get very much from him during
that period.

The Attorney General: I never was.

Mr. KELLY: No, I do not think he
could have been either! In'furtherance
of my remarks about the International
Monetary Fuind, I would point out that
the sterling countries produce 75 per cent.
of the world's gold, excluding Russia. Up
to 1951, the United States already held
60 per cent. of the world's gold. We often
hear of the gold of America in the vaults
at Fort Knox. Apparently that is where
they keep their 60 per cent. Added dur-
Ing the first quarter of 1952 was a fur-
ther 557 million dollars. If we are gain-
ing nothing by our membership of the
International Monetary Fund, can Aus-
tralia afford to continue that membership
year after year?

Apart from the spiralling costs of the
goidmining industry, many blows have
been dealt it. Freight rates have contin-
ued to rise and the member for Boulder is
asking in his motion for an examination of
that situation. Water rates and charges are
consistently high. There has been a severe
limitation of imports, which has been a
very serious handicap and has retarded
the progress of the industry. Over the
past 12 months there has been a rigid
fixed quota. It is ridiculous to have a fixed
Quota in connection with the goldminlng
industry. Many instances could be quoted
and one of the most priceless was one
which I came across recently.

One of the big mines had been In the
habit of indenting direct all its rope re-
quirements. Then the Commonwealth
Government, in its wisdom, decided to
chop steel rope quotas to 60 per cent. What
earthly use is it for a mine dependent on
its Yearly importations of rope to be able to
get 60 per cent. of its quota Instead of
the 100 per cent. it normally requires?
Is it not plain stupidity to think that any
mine can operate with only 60 per cent.
of its requirements? Take some of the
deep mines in Kalgoorlie which go down
3,000 or 4,000 feet! How futile it would
be for a rope on the main hauling shaft
to be 60 per cent. of the required length!
It is just too stupid! Yet the Government
says it is doing all in its power to aid
the industry. If that is one indication of
what Is being done, it Is no wonder the
industry is suffering very acutely. Many
mines were given the opportunity to im-
port a given percentage established on a
base year. Some of the mines had little
or no imports during the base year. Where
did they stand? It was months and
months before they could get any im-
provement in connection with their re-
quirements.

A detailed examination of every avenue
where relief might be given the industry
is not only essential but urgent. There
should be a renewed and continued effort
to bring about a rise in the price of gold
-I mean independent of that gold which
is sold on the free market. If that is not
possible, if we cannot persuade the In-
ternational Monetary Fund to step up the
35 dollar limit considerably, there is only
one other way we can continue in the
industry, from a price point Of view, and
that is by having a dollar rise comparable
with the cost of production; and that
could be determined internally.

There are many aspects I consider a
Select Committee could examine. For
instance, what has been done in connec-
tion with a general reduction in the price
structure of essentials to the industry,
such as explosives, freights, water, cyanide.
steel, silver, oil, petrol, tyres, machinery,
vehicles and parts? There is a field that
could be very well exploited with a view
to assisting the industry to carry on. Then
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there should be greater freedom In the
purchase of machinery. Delays in the
miffing industry are a tremendous draw-
back. and If repeated often enough will
lead to a closure of Mines. The possibility
of providing financial assistance to border-
line mines should be investigated.

Many of those mines have quite a good
opportunity of remaining In production if
some small assistance Is granted. What
has the Government done in regard to the
supply of the latest detection equipment?
only one or two of the latest types of
plant, machinery or appliances have been
made available. Again, two years ago, we
were given to Understand that the Gov-
ernment had ordered a number of boring
plants, two of which were then completed
and were being put into use and another
four were to be completed as soon as Pos-
sible. In answer to questions in this
House, I was told that one would be taken
to Koolyanobbing and that investigations
on pyrites would be undertaken in that
area. Then the Plant would be removed
to Southern Yilgarn. But, nothing has
been done in that direction and we have
heard nothing of the other boring plants.
Those are matters which should have
been brought to fruition long before now.

Many areas have been worked to a very
shallow depth. If boring plants had been
made available, the value of those fields
would have been enhanced considerably.
Then I think that there is some justifica-
tion, under the conditions that confront
the industry, for an examination of the
possibility of a reversion to gold coinage.
Such a reversion would assist the indus-
try very greatly. There are aL number of
matters that are troubling State batteries
but the Government does not seem to con-
sider them of sufficient importance to ef-
fect any great improvement. There are
delays in sands payments. Repeatedly I
am asked by prospectors why it is neces-
sary for State batteries to delay payments
for so long when the availability of the
money makes a tremendous difference to
their being able to carry on In the in-
dustry.

I think the Government should examine
far more promptly applications for assist-
ance f rem various small companies.
Months of delay occur before a mines
Inspector is sent to examine a proposition.
and then, through some little shortcoming
from the point of view of the Mines De-
partment, assistance is refused. In many
cases the final examination does not take
place before the small syndicate or pros-
pecting company has left the industry be-
cause it has been unable to tarry on any
longer. The question of the payment
of a bonus on all new gold should also
be gone into.

These are matters that could have been
dealt with from time to time and had
the Government investigated them, and
reached worthwhile conclusions, I am sure

we wvould have heard about it. Having
heard nothing of the kind, I must con-
elude that the Government has done no-
thing in regard to these questions. I think
the reasons I have given and the matters
that I have suggested could be examined
by a Select Committee are ample to justify
its appointment. Such an inquiry could
gain the necessary information, meet the
people, and suggest to the Government
some worthwhile policy that would ulti-
mately be of great benefit to the industry.

THE MiNISTER FOR HOUSING (lion.
G. P. Wild-Dale) [10.171: When the
member for Boulder moved his motion last
week, he dealt with the subject very fairly
and said he was in no way critical of
what had been done by the Government
for the industry, but felt an investigation
should be undertaken in an endeavour to
discover means whereby the industry could
be given a chance of survival. I think
that the member for Merredin-Yilgarn has,
to some degree, echoed those sentiments.
The goldmining industry is going through
a very trying time at present, and not
only the Government, but also every right-
thinking member in this House, knows
that it is essential that everything possible
be done to foster this industry, which, on
two prior occasions in our history, has been
the means of stabilising the economy of
the State when our other industries have
failed.

In this Connection I1 refer particularly
to the depression Years when, owing to poor
crops and low prices, our rural industries
were at a low ebb and the goldmining
industry provided work for many of our
people. It is not only Western Australia,
but also every gold producing country in
the world that must press for a higher
price for gold and it Is a question of how
to achieve that end. To maintain the
industry we must obviously secure a higher
price for gold.

Mr. May: Have you done any-thing
about it?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: From
the outbreak of the recent war gold pro-
duction in Western Australia gradually de-
clined owing to so many men leaving the
industry to join the Services. It has never
fully recovered. When hostilities ceased
in 1946 Australia, like most other countries
in the world, started on a period of rising
costs and inflation and, of course, the costs
of the goldmining industry rose as did
those of other industries. The goldmining
industry has not been able to pass on
its increased costs because it has a pegged
ceiling price for its product. There have
been two measures of relief granted since
the end of the war, but they have been
absorbed in rising costs.

I believe that with the exception of the
big producers on the Golden Mile, such as
the Lake View, the Great Boulder, Gold
Mines of Kalgoorlie and, latterly, the Cen-
tral Norseman and one or two others, it
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has been impossible for the Mms to ab-
sorb the rising costs, and the result has
been that they have experienced consider-
able difficulty. They have been unable
to devote same of their manpower to
development with a view to the future.
Their available labour has been employed
on production, generally in the best
stopes, in order to keep them afloat finan-
cially. That is not in the best interests
of the industry.

No-one can deny that when the period
of inflation commenced after the war the
Government did all it could to press the
Commonwealth, which in turn pressed
the International Monetary Fund in
America for a higher price for gold.
After some time those efforts were suc-
cessful and in 1949 gold was raised from
£O105ls. 3d. an ounce to £15 9s. 10d.

Mr. Kelly: Hut that was not in rela-
tion to the dollar.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: No.
but I think it was part of a process
brought about by the gold producing
countries in an endeavour to secure a re-
valuation of currency, which they knew
would in turn result in a higher price
for gold. That alleviated the position to
some degree but it was only a matter of
time before the benefit was absorbed
once more in rising costs.

Mr. Moir: It would not help the gold-
mining companies when they had to buy
in America.

The MINISTER FOR HOUJSING: That
is so. It would apply only where they
could buy in Australia or from sterling
countries. This problem is not confined
to Australia. There Is no country in the
world pushing harder for an increased
price for gold than is South Africa.

Mr. Kelly: The industry in that
country is not in as bad a position as
ours is.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I
know little about the industry there, but
one continually sees references to South
Africa making representations to America
for a higher price for gold. Two Years
ago a delegation, representative of the
State Government and the Chamber of
Mines at Kalgoorlie, was sent to Canberra
with a view to bringing the Parlous con-
dition of the industry once more before
the Commonwealth Government. TWO
members of the delegation were sent to
America. I think Professor Melville cited
the case on behalf of the Commonwealth
Government and he was advised by Mr.
W. S. Robinson of the Western Mining
Corporation, who acted as adviser on the
industry, in an endeavour to gain per-
mission for Australia to sell gold on the
open market. Following those repre-
sentations it was agreed that that could
be done, but only on the open dollar
market which, as members know, con-
siderably restricts the field.

I understand this means that the gold
can be sold mainly in Switzerland, Belgium
and France; in other words, selling gold
on the black market. The member for
Merredin-YIlgarn mentioned the secrecy
of the Gold Producers' Association and I
think indicated that he thought the Gov-
ernment was in some way connected with
that body. I would have to refer to the
Minister in another place, but I do not
think the Government has anything to
do with it because that body is a pro-
ducers' association formed by representa-
tives of the goidmining companies.

Mr. Kelly: The Government has a
member on that body.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: That
may be so, but I do not think we have
a controlling say, though no doubt we
would know from time to time what went
on. It is a method of selling on the
black market and I understand, is brought
about by advertisements calling for tenders
for a certain quantity of gold. One, not
long ago, was calling tenders for one
month's supply of gold from Western Aus-
tralia. I understand that there are never
more than two or three people who are
prepared to tender in Switzerland, and the
best that the producers get out of It is
about an extra £1 or 30s. per ounce.
The average return to the gold producer
would, I believe, be in the vicinity of an
extra £1 per ounce.

Mr. Styants: I think it is a free market
rather than a black market now because
the International monetary Fund agreed
toit.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: If
we were permitted to sell the gold in
India or Egypt we would probably re-
ceive £30 odd for it. No one can deny
that the Government in the past few
years has been of considerable assistance
to the industry. In this regard I would
refer firstly to the assistance given to
various mines. The member for Merredin-
Yllgarn said that a great deal of red
tape was involved before the companies
could receive assistance, but I am advised
that last year the Government asisted
various goldmining companies to the tune
of approximately £160,000. I notice that
two or three of them received £20,000.
others £7,500, and so on.

Mr. Moir: For what purpose was that?
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: To

develop the mines. I understand.
Mr. Moir: Was it paid purely for

developmental work?
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I

think it was Just to assist in the in-
dustry.

Mr. Moir: Was that to companies or
small mines?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Most
of them are small mines. I have the
names and would be Prepared to show
them to the hon. member privately if
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he wishes to see them. However, in the
interests of the companies that have re-
ceived this assistance, it would not be
fair to have that recorded in "Hansard."

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: Are these new
advances, or advances still outstanding?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: They
were advances made last year. I was with
the Under Secretary for Mines yesterday
morning and he showed me the volume
which discloses the loans made to these
mines. Some of them have been able
to reduce the loans, while others have
not. I have seen a list of the
mines that received fresh assistance last.
year. The State batteries, too, have been
maintained on practically every goldfield
to ensure that Prospectors get their ore
crushed, and in addition cartage subsi-
dies have been paid so that they can cart
their ore to the batteries. Prospectors
can obtain sustenance to the extent of
£2 10s. on the eastern fields and £3 10s.
on the northern fields, plus a loan on tools
and an issue of explosives.

Mr. Kelly: It shows how popular that
is when you realise that there are 31 re-
ceiving assistance now as against hundreds
previously.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I am
glad the hon. member interjected because
I might have forgotten to make a certain
point about prospectors. I have no doubt
that in the difficult period of 1930D-31,
many people were having a bad time and
there was some incentive for men to go
out prospecting. However, during later
years, with the employment position such
as it is at the moment and has been since
the end of the war, I would say that it
would be very difficult to get a man to
-go out prospecting. There are two rea-
sons: Firstly, because of the employment
factor--employment has been readily ob-
tainable in the cities and that Is where
amenities are available-and secondly, be-
cause as time goes on the gold that can
be found by prospectors must be getting
more limited in Western Australia.

Recently, at the Camel Patch, out of
Coolgardle, Prospectors did find gold, but
when one thinks of the modern methods
being used by some of the big companies
-and I refer particularly to the Western
Mining Corporation--such as the use of
geophysicists and geologists, one can realise
the difference. The big companies can
take up large areas of land and are able
to have it thoroughly tested by these
methods. If there is gold to be found,
they will find it.

Mr. Butcher: And then the prospector
goes in and finds it.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I am
afraid I cannot subscribe to that view. In
the olden days, before we had these modern
methods, that was the way to find gold.

Mr. Moir: They do a lot of guesswork
with modern methods.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: There
is no doubt that there is a lot of hit-and-
miss with modemn methods, too. I well
remember the turning over of the ore body
In the old Mararoa Mine, when a man
named Connolly, who was a geologist from
Wiluna, went down and told them that
the lode would recur at depth. That was
one occasion when the estimate was cor-
rect, but for every time they are right
there are possibly two or three occasions
when they are wrong.

Mr. Moir:
they put the
and the lode

We had an example when
Ajax shaft out on the hill,
was not there.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: They
put it down 2,000 or 3,000 feet, and, as
a result, they had to put it down about
a mile further north, where they finally
got on to the lode. It costs a lot of
money to find gold, but that does not de-
tract from the methods used by these big
corporations.

Mr. Kelly: Is any man operating today
as a result of the activity of these gec-
physisists?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I
think one could say that nearly all the
activities of the Western Mining Corpora-
tion are a result of that method.

Mr. Moir: They follow the prospectors.
Mr. Butcher: They are on old mines.
Mr. Moir: Most of them were originally

found by prospectors.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: That

is a matter of opinion.
Mr. Moir: It is a matter of history.
Mr. Kelly: It is a matter of fact.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I am

not denying the work prospectors did in
years gone by. If they had not done that
work, we would probably not have had
the Golden Mile, Bullfinch and many
other places.

Mr. Moir: If you do not assist pros-
pectors, you will not find any more big
mines.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: The
opportunity Is there for prospectors to go
out if they want to. But, as I said before,
they can get employment in the cities,
and consequently they will not go out.

Mr. Moir: And many obstacles are put
In their way.

Mr. Styants: A sum of £2 10s. a week
does not go anywhere these days.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: The
matter of rail freights was raised by the
member for Merredin-Yilgarn and by the
member for Boulder. The Government
has done a tremendous amount In this re-
gard, and railway freights, on the 1st
May, 1951, were increased by 30 per cent.-

Mr. Moir: I would not say too much
about them if I were You.
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The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: -aUl
over Western Australia with the exception
of the Goldfields.
bers I will read a
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In addition, although timber is normally
an "A" class charge, it was put Into "Mis-
cellaneous." Further allowances are the
20 Per cent, reduction on crude cyanide
and special rates for gold flotation re-
agents. Members also know that the Gov-
ernment has appointed a committee to
inquire into the possibility of a flat rate
being charged throughout the State for
water supplies. In the main. I would say
that complaints have come largely from
the 'fields, and exactly what the deter-
miniation of the committee will be I can-
not say at the moment. However. I think
it was largely set up as a result of the
many complaints that came from people
on the Goldfields and Norseman, because
they had to pay a much higher price for
water than people in the metropolitan
area.

One cannot get away from the fact that
it is not possible to grant much relief
to the goidmining industry until we get a
rise in the price of gold. While I agree
with the sentiments expressed by both
the member for Boulder and the member
for Merredln-Yilgarn, the hard, cold fact
remains that it is much too big a Job
for the State. We can and have assisted
in small items, such as water, rail freights
and in other ways, as well as lending a
large sum of money, about £100,000, to the
firewood company, but it is not Possible to
do any more. If we are to have any great
success, there must be an increase in the
price of gold.

All we can do is to keep putting pres-
sure on the Commonwealth Government
who, in turn, will have to keep Putting
pressure on the International Monetary
Conference with a view to getting an in-
creased price for our gold. That would
make it possible for our mines to do all
they want to do in the way of develop-
ment, etc. and I hope the day is
not far away when we will be able to
work many of the mines that have been
forced to close down during the Past-war
period of inflated prices. Therefore, I con-
sider that nothing constructive could
emerge from the holding of a Select Corn-
mnittee as suggested by the hon. member,
but it behoves us as a Government to
exert all the pressure we can on the
authorities in America to ensure that we
will obtain an increased price for our
gold.

On motion by Mr. Butcher, debate ad-
journed.

ADJOURNMENT-SPECIAL.

THE PREMIER (Hon. D. Rt. Mctarty-
Murray): I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
till 2.30 Pm. tomorrow.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 10.41 p.

ipegalatiurp (lmuil
Thursday, 23rd October, 1952.
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