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actions are in the best interests of the
community and in the interests of
democracy itself. It is important that
those in power should be subject to
criticism and that their actions should be
able to be viewed publicly.

I1 think I mentioned that our Constitu-
tion has no Bill of Rights. In the Press last
week there was mention of a United States
court decision wherein Scientology was
regarded as coming under the definition
of a religion, thus giving Scientologists the
right to continue to practise. At the same
time the court placed certain limitations
on them. That is a facility which we in
this State lack, because we have no pro-
tection such as that. The Scientollogy
organisation in this State has been bannied.
I feel that was a step away from
democracy-whether or not we agree with
Scientologists; we may dislike intensely
the things they do-but in a dem-
ocracy other ways of dealing with such
Problems must be found rather than the
use of the power of the law to overcome
them. With those remarks, Sir, I sup-
Port the motion.

Debate adjourned, on motion by The
Hon. N. E. Baxter.

House adjourned at 9.54 p.m.

Tuesday, the 3rd August, 1971

The SPEAKER (Mr. Torus) took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (20): ON NOTICE

1. GOVERNMENT TRAVEL
BOOKINGS

Agencies
Mr. COURT, to the Premier:
(1) What Government and/or private

agencies are used for Government
Ministers and other Government
travel bookings, etc., since the 3rd
March, 1971?

(2) What changes, if any, in policy
and procedures are proposed?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) It is Government policy that

travel arrangements for Ministers
and officers are to be made
through the Western Australian
Government Tourist Bureau. Since
the 3rd March, 1971, this policy
has been adhered to except in four
instances, when the following
agencies were utilised-

Merizzi Travel Agency;
Air India (direct-no agency);
Cooks World Travel Service (2).

In these instances private agencies
were utilised following the loss of
I.A.T.A. franchise in December,
1970, by the Government Tourist
Bureau.

(2) No changes in policy are proposed.

2. PRIMARY SCHOOLS
Canteens

Mr. O'NEIL, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) To what extent and under what

conditions does the Government
subsidise Parents and citizens'
associations for the construction
of canteens (or Oslo lunch rooms)
in primary schools?

(2) Does it become the responsibility
of the Government to meet main-
tenance costs on equipment in-
stalled in these canteens?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) A dollar for dollar subsidy up to

a maximum of $5,000 is payable on
satisfactory completion of work.
Plans, specifications and site loca-
tion must be approved by the
Education Department.
An assurance is required that the
association has sufficient funds to
meet its share of the cost of the
project.

(2) The Government will meet main-
tenance costs on fixed equipment
but not on moveable items.

(3) Answered by (2).

3. MIDLAND RAILWAY COMPANY
EMPLOYEES

Interest on Gratuities
Mr. BRADY, to the Minister for Rail-
ways:
(1.) What rate of interest was allowed

to Midland Railway employees on
transferring to Government Rail-
ways for moneys in gratuities
funds?

(2) Has any increase been made on
the interest rate for such funds
since transfer?

(3) if "No" will an increase be made
to bring rates of interest to old
Midland Railway employees into
line with current loan interest
rates?

Mr. B3ERTRAM replied:
(1) 4 per cent.
(2) No.
(3) 1 will examine this matter and

advise the member.



[Tuesday. 3 August, 19711 3

4. STAMP DUTY ON RECEIPTS
Refunds

Mr. RtYSHTON, to the Treasurer:
(1) What are the names of the per-

sons, firms, and companies to
receive the return of receipts tax
estimated at $5 million or $6 mil-
lion, and the individual amounts?

(2) If full details are not yet avail-
able, who are the persons. firms,
and companies and what are the
amounts to receive this year's
$500,000 refund?

(3) Is it still intended to finance these
refunds by the method previously
indicated?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) This information will be-

come available after claims have
been determined. Action is being
taken to arrange the submission
of claims.

(3) The method of meeting the claims
will be determined when these are
received.

5. WHOLE MILK PRODUCERS
Licenses

Mr. RUNCIMAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What is the number of whole milk

producers in Western Australia?
(2) How many new producers will

obtain a license in 1972?
(3) What is the number of farmers

who have applied and who are
now waiting for a milk license?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) 569 at the 30th July, 1971.
(2) 40 dairymen have been approved

for the issue of a new dairyman's
license from the 1st February,
1972.

(3) 191.

6. WHOLE MILK PRODUCERS
Gallonage

Mr. RUNCIMAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) How many whole milk producers

have less than a 62 gallon license?
(2) How many licenses are there-

(a) between 62 gallons and 100
gallons;

(b) between 100 gallons and 150
gallons;

1C) between 150 gallons and 200
gallons?

(3) How many gallons of surplus or
manufacturing milk were supplied
by licensed producers in 1969-70
and 1970-71?

(4) H-ow many farmers are sending
milk by milk tanker?

7.

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Sixteen dairymen have a contract

quantity less than 62 gallons.
(2) Contract quantities-

(a) 62 gallons to 99 gallons--261
dairymen.

(b) 100 gallons to 149 gallons-
137 dairymen.

(c) 150 gallons to 200 gallons-
85 dairymen.

(3) Year ended the 30th June, 19370-
9,878,000 gallons.
Year ended the 30th June, 1971-
10,262,000 gallons,

(4) At the 30th June, 1971, one hund-
red and ninety seven refrigerated
farm milk tank units were in-
stalled in licensed dairies.

STATE HOUSING
COMMISSION

Interest Rate on Loans
Mr. O'NEIL, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:
(1) What is the current interest rate

(or range of rates) being paid by
the State Housing Commission for
loan funds under-
(a) the Commonwealth and State

Housing Agreement;
(b) the State Housing Act;
(c) any other borrowing author-

ity?
(2) What are the interest rates being

charged to home purchasers by
the State Housing Commission for
houses built under (a) and (b)
in (1)?

(3) is the difference between interest
rates in (1) and (2) causing con-
cern to the State Housing Com-
mission?

(4) Is any action proposed in this
matter?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) (a) Commonwealth-State Hous-

ing Agreement loan funds ad-
vanced as under:

Prior to 1/7/1956
From 1/7/1956 to

15/5/1961 ..
From 16/5/1061 to

16/4/1902 ..
From 17/4/1962 to

30/6/1963 ..
From 1/7/1963 to

15/5/1964 ..
From 16/5/1964 to

30/6/1965 _.
From 117/1965 to

14/11/1968 ..
From 15/11/1968 to

30/6/1969 ..

.4

... 4.375

... 4.25

... 4.4
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From 1/7/1969 to
1/6/1970 .... .. 5

From 2/6/1970 .. 6
(b) State Housing Act loan

funds, all existing
general loan .. .... 5.5

(c) Any other borrowing author-
ity:
Private borrowing-

1939-1940 ..
1902-1963 ... ..
1963-1964

I 00, 109CL

1965- 1966 .. ..
1966-1967_ (one only)

(one only)
(other loans)

1969-1970 ..
1970-1971 (one only)

(other loans)
(2) Interest rates charged to

purchasers from:
Loans advanced prior to

1/7/1956
Loans advanced from

1/7/1956 to 15/5/1961.
Loans advanced from

16/5/1961

4
5.5
5.125
5
5.5
5.75
5,625
5.75
5.875
6.4
6.4
7.4

home

4.5

5.25

5.375
(3) Yes.
(4) Yes.

8. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Adjustment of Boundaries

Mr. COURT, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Local Govern-
ment:

In view of the apprehension and
confusion that exists in respect of
the possible changes in local
government boundaries, will he
state-
(1) What reviews have been

made, and are waiting deci-
sion?

(2) What additional reviews are
currently contemplated?

(3) What opportunities, before a
final decision is made, will
there be for effective objec-
tions-
(a) by local authorities dir-

ectly concerned;
(b) by private people, or

groups of people, directly
concerned?

(4) What are the procedures for
announcing, and then imple-
menting, any decisions taken?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
These questions are based on an
assumption that there is a state
of apprehension and confusion. I

am not aware that this is so, but
the replies are as follows:
(1) and (2) Recommendations by

the boundaries commission for
the reduction of municipal
districts in the Pilbara area
from six to four have been
accepted and will he imple-
mented as from the 1st July,
1972. A recommendation of
the commission in respect of
the district of the Shire of
Boulder and the district of
the Town of Kalgoorlie have
also been accepted and are in
course of being implemented.

(3) Section 12 (6) (j) of the
Local Government Act pro-
vides that the commission
shall afford each municipality
and other persons directly
affected by the matter before
the commission the opportun-
ity of being heard thereon.

(4) Alterations to boundaries are
made by the Governor in
Executive Council and are
Published in the Government
Gazette,

9. LAMB MARKETING
AUTHORITY

Commencement
Mr. REID, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:
(1) Is there any possibility of intro-

ducing the lamb marketing auth-
ority in time for the coming
export lamb season?

(2) If not, when does he estimate this
authority will be functioning in
Western Australia?

Mr. H. D. EVTANS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Early in 1972, subject to the pass-

ing of enabling legislation.

10. EDUCATION
We gin Parents' Associations:

Deputation
Mr. NALLDER, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:*

Further to his answer to question
Nc. 40 on Wednesday Lhe 28th
July. 1971-
(1) Who arranged the deputation

from the Parents and Friends'
Association and the Parents
and Citizens' Association of
Wagin to him on the 12th
March, 1971?

(2) Who introduced the deputa-
tion?

(3) Did any request come from
the deputation to defer the
building of a new manual
training centre at Wagin?
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(4) If not, when was the decision
made not to proceed with the
building?

(5) Who made the decision, and
what were the reasons?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) The deputation was arranged

by telephone by D. ?ranches-
co, Parents and Citizens' As-
sociation, Wagin.

(2) The deputation was not
formally introduced.

(3) It was suggested that the new
manual arts centre would be
better located on a high school
site.

(4) and (5) A decision to cancel
the proposed building was not
made. It was listed in the
1970-71 Estimates but other
high priority works were given
precedence within the funds
available.
Additions consisting of a
manual arts centre, modifica-
tions to toilets and a science
store-room have been listed in
the provisional estimates for
197 1-72.

U. TRADES AND LABOR
COUNCIL

Code o1 Practices
Mr, O'NEIL, to the Minister for
Labour:
(1) Has the Trades and Labor Coun-

cil in this State yet ratified the
code of practices to be followed
in industrial disputes as agreed
to by employers and unions under
Federal industrial jurisdiction?

(2) If so, when?
(3) If not, does he know the reason

why not?
(4) Has any progress been made in

discussions between the Secretary
for Labour, the Trades and Labor
Council, and the employers fed-
eration, which were initiated by
the previous Government, and
which were related to methods of
minimising industrial unrest?

(5) Would he report on such pro-
gress?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) The Trades and Labor Council

and the Employers' Federation
have had discussions on a code of
practices, something similar to
that operating under the federal
jurisdiction, but these are far
from finalised.

(2) Answered by (1),
(3) The committee which functioned

last year comprised of representa-
tives of the Employers' Federation,
the Trades and Labor Council and

(4)

(5)

12.

13.

the Secretary for Labour, is still in
existence and communication has
been continued with the parties
concerned with regard to its func-
tion. It has not recently met
largely because of the change of
Government and because both the
Minister for Labour and the Sec-
retary for Labour have been absent
overseas, the latter for some ten
weeks.
No. This is the same committee
which is referred to in (3) above.
Answered by (4).

ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL
Number of Staff

Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Health:

What were the numbers of-
(a) all employees;
I b) registrars;
(c) permanent medical staff;
(d) residents;
(e) nursing staff; and
(f) administration staff,
at the Royal Perth Hospital for
each of the years ended the 30th
June, 1955, 1960, and 1965 to 1971
Inclusive respectively?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
The answer to this question In-
volves a great deal of research and
wvill take some time. When the
information is available I will
supply it direct to the member.

ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL
irnvestigation by W. D. Scott

& Co.
Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What were the recommendations

made by the firm of W. D. Scott
& Co., following their investiga-
tions of Royal Perth Hospital?

(2) What recommendations were
adopted by Royal Perth Hospital?

(3) How much was paid to this firm
for the above investigations and
report?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) This firm carried out a complete

survey of the hospital's organisa-
tion as a whole and in all its parts
during the period November, 1981,
Up to December, 1964, inclusive.

(2) Most of the hundreds of recom-
mendations submitted were adopt-
ed by the hospital. One of these
was the continued application of
work study techniques within the
hospital. The company trained
the nucleus of the work study
group which is still operating.

(3) Consulting fees paid to the com-
pany amounted to $28,374.
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14. ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL
Pharmacists

Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What was the total number of

pharmacists employed at Royal
Perth Hospital as at the 30th June,
1969, 1970, and 1971?

(2) What was the reason for the
variation?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
R.P.H. R.P. (R.) H.

(1) 1969 .. ... 104 4
1970 .. ... 101, 4
1971 .. ... 13 1
I am sure members will realise
that the duties of the pharma-
cists are split between two hos-
pitals and that the 4 figure does
not reflect another major surgical
accomplishment on the part of
medical services in this State.

(2) The throughput of patients has in-
creased substantially (24,000 pat-
ients admitted in 1970-71 com-
pared with 20,000 in 1968-69). A
branch pharmacy has been estab-
lished at the Rehabilitation Hos-
pital.
Ward charge sisters have been re-
lieved of the responsibility for
maintaining medication supplies
in the wards.

15. MIDLAND BRICK WORKS
Natural Gas: Availability

Mr. MOILER, to the Minister for
Electricity:

Is he in a position to ascertain
the approximate date on which
natural gas will be available to
the Midland brickworks and, if
so, what is that date?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
No. The State Electricity Com-
mission will not supply the Mid-
land Brick Works.

16. BUNBUHY TECHNICAL
SCHOOL

Advanced Education Officer
Mr. WILLIAMS, to the Treasurer:
(1) What will be the purpose and the

duties of the advanced education
officer who is to be appointed to
the Bunbury technical school in
1973?

(2) How will this appointment affect
the establishment of a tertiary
education Centre in Bunbury?

(3) Will this require additional staff
prior to or after the appointment;
if so, to what extent?

Mr. T, D. EVANS replied:
(1) The purpose of such an appoint-

mnent is to provide a professional
person who will be concerned with
tertiary level studies in Bunbury
and the south-west region and
who will also explore the type of
tertiary studies required to meet
professional and other needs in the
area.
His duties will include:-
(a) assisting in the organisation

of tertiary level courses;
(b) assisting and where possible

co-ordinating the work of
external students of the Uni-
versity and the Western
Australian Institute of Tech-
nology in the region.

(2) The appointment of the advanced
education officer is considered by
the Tertiary Education Commis-
sion to be essential as a first step
towards the establishment of a
Centre for advanced education in
Bunbury associated with the Bun-
bury technical school.

(3) No additional staff is anticipated
in the first instance as it is ex-
pected that the advanced educa-
tion officer will need to work in
close collaboration with the ad-
ministrative and professional staff
of the Bunbury technical school.

17, TERTIARY EDUCATION
Facilities at Bunbury

Mr. WILLIAMS, to the Treasurer:
(1) In a statement issued by the Pre-

mier's Department appearing in
page one of the South Western
Times of the 22nd July, 1971,
headed: "Tertiary Education-
Government reveals plan", part of
which states: "The period of de-
velopment may cover several fin-
ancial triennia . . .", what are the
reasons for the indefinite nature
of the statement?

(2) What other projects are likely to
be developed during the several
financial triennia from the 1st
January, 1973?

(3) What projects are planned during
the present triennia, which ceases
on the 31st December, 1912?

(4) When is it likely that a proposi-
tion will be placed before the
Commonwealth advisory commit-
tee on advanced education and/or
the Australian universities com-
mission for the development of
tertiary education facilities in
13unbury?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) The eventual development of a

Bunbury regional college of ad-
vanced education will depend on
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the growth in numbers of tertiary
level students in the Bunbury area
and the inducement of such stud-
ents from the south-west and else-
where to use the centre for
advanced education when it is
established.

(2) Likely developments in advanced
education will depend on a con-
tinuing study of tertiary education
needs in Bunbury and the south-
west region.

(3) No specific projects were planned
for the present triennium because
no financial arrangements in this
triennium proved possible for such
projects.

(4) The possibility of establishing a
college of advanced education in
Sunbury was first discussed by the
Tertiary Education Commission
with the Commonwealth Advisory
Committee on advanced education
early in 1969. No discussions re-
lating to Bunbury have taken
place with the Australian Univer-
sities Commission.

18. STATE GOVERiNMENT
INSURANCE OFFICE

School Children: Premiums
Mr. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Labour:
(1) Has there been a recent increase

in premiums for the insurance of
school children by the State Gov-
ernment Insurance Office?

(2) If so, what was the percentage
increase?

(3) From which date did it become
effective?

(4) What were the reasons for the
increase?

(5) Have there been any alterations
to the benefits under the policy,
and what are they?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Approximately 94 per cent.
(3) The 1st July, 1971.
(4) The increase was necessary be-

cause of an adverse claims trend
coupled with an almost certain
(now effective) increase in doc-
tors' fees.

(5) No.

19. ABATTOIRS
Meat Inspectors: Training Course
Mr. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) is it proposed to conduct a second

course for trainee meat inspectors
during 1971?

(2) If "Yes" will the conditions cover-
ing the length of the course, the
maintenance to be Paid, and the

number of trainees be similar to
those applicable to the course
conducted earlier this year?

(3) If there are to be variations to
the conditions, what are these?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1)

(2)

Yes, commencing the 6th Septem-
ber at Midland Technical School.
and (3) The same conditions will
apply as in the earlier course this
year except that the number of
trainees will be limited to 30.

20. UNDERGROUND WATER
SUPPLIES

Investigation
Mr. MoPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) In view of the very small amount

of information available on the
locating of underground water
supplies, will he authorise a
thorough research programme
into the location of possible sup-
plies in farming areas outside of
the comprehensive water supply
scheme?

(2) If "No" will he give information
on what geophysical methods are
available to assist in the search
for underground water supplies?

(3) What would be the expenditure
Involved if geophysical methods
were used?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) A substantial body of information

on the location of underground
water supplies in the areas re-
ferred to already exists, although
the coverage is locally variable.
This information is being aug-
mented as quickly as the avail-
ability of finance and staff per-
mits. A hydrogeological advisory
service is available from the Mines
Department to assist in under-
ground water exploration.

(2) The resistivity and seismic re-
fraction methods, preferably used
together, are the most appropriate
geophysical techniques used in the
search for underground water.

(3) A properly equipped geophysical
team would at present cost a mini-
mum of $1,000 per week to operate.

QUESTIONS (2): WITHOUT NOTICE
1. GOLDMINING

Subsidy: Effect of Non-increase
Sir DAVID BRAND, to the Premier:

Will he please arrange for a sum-
mary in reasonable detail, to be
tabled at an early date, setting
out the Government's estimates
of-
(1) Workers (including classifica-

tions) who cannot be Pro-
gressively absorbed as the
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goidmines are phased out and
nickel mining and processing
Increase?

(2) Overall impact on population
and other economic, com-
mnunity, and social activities
in the goidmining areas like
Kalgoorlie-Boulder, if the
Commonwealth gold subsidy is
not increased for a transi-
tional period?

Mr. 3. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.

2. TRADES AND LABOR COUNCIL

Code of Practices

Mr. O'NEIL. to the Minister for
Labour:

I assume that the Minister for
Labour has misinterpreted part
(1) of question li on today's notice
paper.
If you will allow me, Mr. Speaker,
to explain in more detail what I
desire to know, the Federal em-
ployers' organisations and the
Australian Council of Trade
Unions came to an agreement
relative to the procedure to be
adopted to prevent industrial
disputes. many unions in this
State are under Federal jurisdic-
tion, and the Trades and Labor
Council of Western Australia
declined to endorse or ratify the
Procedures adopted federally, and
by the other States.
My question Is: Has the Trades
and Labor Council in this State
yet ratified the code of practices
to be followed in industrial dis-
putes as agreed to by employers
and unions under Federal Indus-
trial Jurisdiction?
I appreciate this Is not a matter
directly within the Minister's
Province, but since the discussions
which are proceeding between the
employers, the unions, and the
Government In this State relate
to this Particular Problem, would
the Minister inquire whether the
Trades and Labor Council has
ratified the code of Practices?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
Apparently, when replying, I have
misinterpreted the question of the
member for East Melville.
The secretary of the T.LC. is
away in the Eastern States and I
did not feel it was the right thing
to refer the matter to others. If
the question is represented I will
be pleased to answer it.

B3ILLS (3): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

1. Abattoirs Act Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr. H.

D. Evans (Minister for Agriculture),
and read a first time.

2. Industrial Arbitration Act Amendment
Bill.

3. State Government Insurance Office
Act Amendment Hill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr.
Taylor (Minister for Labour), and
read a first time.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SEVENTH DAY
Motion

Debate resumed, from the 29th July, on
the following motion by Mr. A. R.
Tonkin:

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

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

MR. STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.51 pm.]:
Mr. Speaker, I would like to add my con-
gratulations to those of previous speakers
on your elevation to Your high office. I
cannot, of course, refer to your past per-
formance in the House but, from your
genial expression, I feel sure you will act
with impartiality and will give encourage-
ment and show tolerance to the new
members. In my short time in this House
I think I could safely say that the old
members need neither tolerance nor
encouragement.

I would also like to offer my congratula-
tions to the members of the Labor Party
who have been elevated to Cabinet. I trust
that they will be successful, in the Interests
of the people of the State. I have always
believed that our party system of Govern-
ment operates best when there is a strong
Opposition. I think we have a strong
Opposition at the present time, so if our
friends opposite are successful it may just
be because of the strong Opposition.

I would like to take this opportunity to
express my appreciation to all the members
on both sides of the House and to the
staff of Parliament House who have assis-
ted me since my election to office.

In representing the electorate of Stirling
I follow Mr. Clayton Mitchell, who repre-
sented the area, for nine Years. Prior to
that he was the President of the Shire of
Plantagenet and he held a wide variety
of offices serving the community. I would
like to wish both Mr. Mitchell and his wife
a long and happy retirement.

440
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I am also conscious of the fact that I
represent an electorate that was once held
by the late Hon. A. F. Watts, who served
with distinction not only his Party and
his electorate but also the State.

I recognise the great honour and
privilege that the electors of Stirling have
bestowed on me. I also recognise the heavy
responsibility I have accepted, Particularly
in view of the serious rural situation that
exists in the country today and, of course.
the urgent nezessity for positive and
prompt action to alleviate that situation.

AS members are no doubt aware, the
electorate I represent covers every facet of
agriculture, and the towns therein are
dependent upon agriculture. Because of
the low prices, the drought, and the poor
seasons in the last three years, it is an
area that has seen a great deal of adver-
sity and personal hardship, particularly
in the newer and developing areas, which
are quite extensive.

However, most people have faced up to
their problems with resolution, and I would
like to pay tribute to their determination
to win through. They must win through
because the backbone of our agricultural
economy is still the family unit farm, and
if the family unit farm were to collapse it
would be the ruination of the country towns
and would mean a consequent exodus into
the city. The cost of providing the
additional services that would be required
in such an event would far outweigh any
cost of keeping agriculture viable and keep-
ing the family unit farm intact.

The problems facing the rural economy
today are not insurmountable and, although
they are serious, they are niot as impossible
as some sections of the community would
have us believe. In fact, if the average
price of wool were raised to 40c a pound-
and I think that figure Is not Impossible
-and if the price were kept relative to any
future Price increases, I believe 80 per
cent, of the agricultural problems would be
solved. The low price of wool has forced.
and is forcing, a diversification into other
areas of production. This. in itself, is not
a bad thing but there is a very real danger
that it could lead to overproduction in these
areas, with consequent further problems
arising.

A great deal has been said and written
about rural prices, and I feel somewhat
guilty In speaking on the subject today.
If I could Paraphrase some words of Sir
Winston Churchill's, I suppose It could be
said that never in the field of agricultural
economics has so much been said by so
many with so little result.

Rural reconstruction is, however, only a
corrective measure, and unless comple-
mentary action is taken the day of
reckoning will only be postponed. Rural
towns in country areas will be deserted and
this, in its turn, must have an economic
impact on the city. In fact, it is already
being felt. Hotel licensees have felt the

impact that has been brought about by
the farmers not coming to town so
frequently and, when they do come to
town, not staying so long. Salesmen who
deal with people engaged in agricultural
Pursuits are finding that their order books
are not being filled, which in turn has an
impact on the city. The other day I had
occasion to have a haircut, and the barber
commented that the farmers were not
coming to town and having their hair cut;
he made the statement that we must get
money back into the rural areas, with
which most of us on this side of the House
would heartily agree.

I would like to make a couple of points
which I am sure would have the support
of the large majority of the farming com-
munity. Firstly, the agricultural com-
munity has been forced to bear an exces-
sive burden because of the Federal Govern-
ment's tariff policy, which has resulted
not only in protection to secondary indus-
try but also overprotection.

As has been mentioned by a member on
the opposite side of the House. it is pos-
sibly true that this has led to excessive
Profits being made by some companies, but
it is also true that it has led to large pay
Packets for the workers. I feel that. In
the main, opposition to pay increases has
only been token opposition because indus-
trialists have realised that they could cover
themselves with increased protection. Costs.
of course, are passed down the line, until
they have hit the farmers, who have been
unable to pass the costs on, with the
result that farmers have been forced to
produce on a protected market while sell-
ing on an unprotected or open market.

It has been stated that the annual cost
to the Australian consumer as a result of
the operations of the tariff Policy is be-
tween $2,500,000,000 and $3,000,000,000.
That is a consumer-paid subsidy, but how
often does one hear any complaints about
it? According to Press reports the wool
industry is now to receive some extra
assistance which could amount to some
$150,000,000. That amount, added to the
direct assistance given to agricultural
industries in the last Federal Budget of
some $215,000,000, makes a total of
$365,000,000. Let us round off that figure
and call it $400,000,000: and that is the
amount the taxpayer Is providing to assist
agriculture. That is Just a Pittance when
compared with the previously mentioned
assistance that has been given to secondary
industry. Yet loud Protests have appeared
In the Press-and some from members
opposite-against the rural economy re-
ceiving that assistance.

Mr. Speaker, I ask you: IS this assistance
really such a great price to Pay for an
industry that has been the foundation of
our economy for over 150 years, which still
earns about 50 per cent, of our export
income, sustains directly and indirectly the
large Proportion of our work force, and
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will continue to be Of importance long
after our mineral resources are expended
and Australia is left an empty quarry? In
addition to tariff policies, there are other
factors affecting the rural community such
as Probate, transport, and high interest
rates, all of which constitute a heavy cost
to agricultural industry.

It is not my intention to analyse these
problems; but I feel that the Problems I
have mentioned, together with the inter-
relation of all sections of the agricultural
spectrum, could and should be fully studied
by a rural industries commission set up
by the State and Federal Governments.

Initially the commission could review the
cost to, and effect on, the agricultural
economy of all the present policies, both
financial and otherwise, and formulate a
blueprint for a comprehensive agricultural
policy. Thereafter the commission should
continually analyse the situation and the
effect on agriculture of any Proposed
legislation. The commission, properly func-
tioning, could no doubt anticipate Problem
areas and recommend to the Government
corrective action that would avert or at
least minimise crises similar to the one we
are currently facing.

Governments have been accused of being
too slow to act in an effort to solve the
problem of rural crises. I feel that to
some extent this Is true, but had such a
commission been in operation detailed
information would have been available to
permit the Government to act immediately
and with a degree of certainty that the
corrective measures taken were the correct
ones.

Having briefly reviewed the costs faced
by agricultural industries, I would like to
turn to marketing. This is an area which
farmers have neglected for far too long.
No doubt, of course, the overall returns
have been reasonable and because of this
the farmer gave very little thought to the
costs and effciency of those involved in
handling his products after they left the
farm gate. Today, however, in order to
survive the farmer must receive every
cent possible and to me-and I would say
to the majority of farmers-this means
the abolition of the auction system.

Th2 auction system can be traced back
at least as far as Babylonian days. Having
existed for such a long Period of time, it
may be argued that it has stood the test
of time. No doubt in an unsophisticated
society it served its purpose during a time
when there were many suppliers and many
purchasers who established a supply and
demand. However, in the society of today
with its records, computors, and statistics,
supply and demand can be accurately
ascertained. Today the auction system is
not a means of establishing supply and
demand but rather a system by which
operators can obtain produce at a price
below that which they are prepared to pay.

Look at the situation at the Midland
markets today. The price paid to the grow-
ers bears no relationship to the prices re-
ceived by the wholesalers and Processors,
or to the price paid by the consuming Pub-
lic. It is interesting to note that those who
advocate the continued use of the auction
system, particularly in regard to wool and
meat, rarely if ever use the system to dis-
Pose of the produce once they themselves
have handled it. The auction system not
only places the producer in an extremely
weak bargaining position, but it is also
open to collusion and outright malpractice.

For many years this has been thought to
be so, but proof was established in the
case which is now known as the Borthwick
affair. I cast no reflection at all on the
firm of Borthwick. However, this case-or
cases--which resulted in three men being
jailed, one being fined, and many others
severely frightened, highlighted the weak-
nesses of the auction system-at least in
regard to meat. What has happened in re-
gard to meat could, and no doubt does,
happen in relation to other products
handled under the auction system.

The court proceedings to which I have
referred were given wide Publicity, but
what is not known is that the head office
management of at least one stock firm
knew of the situation months before the
police action took place, and yet it took no
corrective measures. That this firm appar-
ently condoned such malpractice leads me
to suspect that what was happening in the
Albany area is no doubt happening
throughout the State, and possibly
throughout Australia.

In fact, only yesterday I heard of a case
-which I intend to follow up-which
would bear out my statement. It is an his-
torical fact that with the industrial revo-
lution in England and the collapse of the
cottage industries, the workers individu-
ally had no bargaining power and were ex-
ploited until they formed themselves into
trade unions and were able to bargain
for a fair return for their labour.

in my opinion a trade union movement
in its true form-and by true form I mean
one that devotes itself entirely to indus-
trial matters and the welfare of its work-
ers-is really only a commodity board in
which the workers collectively negotiate
the szle of their product-their labour, the
only product they have to sell. The farmer
must have commodity boards or statutory
marketing so that he, too, is able to nego-
tiate for a reasonable price for his product.
I realise that this price may not always
be wvhat he would like, but at least it will
always be the maximum the market will
bear.

In discussing orderly marketing, any sys-
tem must be based on majority grower
control. many have said that farmers can
never reach any unanimity on marketing.
I mention as an example the case of the
wool industry in which since at least 1932
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attempts have been made to achieve
orderly marketing; but members will no-
tice that whenever alterations have been
suggested the buyers and the brokers have
had more representation than the growers,
and hence more say than the growers
on any board set up to hold discussions.

I put it to the House:- Would the work-
ers tolerate a union controlled by the em-
ployers? Of course they would not. When
one realises that the buyers and the brok-
ers are to the farmers what the employer
is to the worker, it is little wonder that
progress in regard to improving the wool
situation has been slow.

The sooner wool is acquired and sold by
one grower-controlled selling authority-
using modern technology as a basis for
pricing the various types--the sooner will
its true price be established. In other words,
we want a system based broadly along the
lines of the Wheat Board. If under such
a system it is found that it Is impossible
to obtain a payable price-and I have every
confidence that this will not be the case-
then, and only then, should It be decided
to phase it out or subsidise it in the over-
all national interest.

Any orderly wool marketing scheme can
be effective only on a Federal basis. How-
ever, whilst using every endeavour to
achieve a Federal scheme this State could
and should go it alone in respect of the
orderly marketing of meat. The Farmers'
Union meat executive submitted a scheme
for the marketing of lamb: a scheme which
was endorsed by a large majority of
growers when given the opportunity to
vote on it at a referendum. Our leader,
the then Minister for Agriculture and now
the member for Katanning, obtained
Cabinet approval to introduce the neces-
sary legislation so that the scheme could
be in operation by the 1st July, this year.
We all know, of course, that there was
a change of Government and that time-
table will not be kept, but I am pleased
to see that the new Government intends
to continue with the legislation and I
sincerely trust that it will treat the matter
with urgency.

I will admit that at the time of the
negotiations concerning this issue I was,
as a member of the meat executive of the
Farmers' Union. inclined to be a little
critical of the then Minister for Agricul-
ture. However, I realise now that had he
insisted on the Farmers' Union meeting
with the Meat and Allied Trades Federa-
tion, wholesalers, exporters, and represen-
tatives of the abattoirs in order to evolve
a plan, any plan evolved would still be
only at the discussion stage. I give the
member for Katanning due credit for his
foresight.

From lamb it is but a small step to
include all meat. once processed, meat
is always sold according to its weight and
grade and should be purchased from the
grower accordingly. There is no room
for guessing in today's economic situation

and It does not matter how experienced
the stock buyer may be, he can still make
mistakes, as the examples I am about to
give will illustrate.

The first concerns one of my neigh-
bours who had a pen of steers for sale, and
he had the advantage of weighing them
before the buyer arrived. The buyer-I
will not name the firm because I do not
think it is necessary for my purpose-
offered my friend a price which was un-
acceptable, and further negotiations pro-
duced no progress. Eventually my friend
asked the buyer the price per pound the
firm was paying and he was told. He
said, "If that is the price I am prepared
to send them in on a weight basis." That
was done, and my neighbour received
$1,000 more than the buyer was prepared
to pay on the farm.

To give another example: Last year I
went to Midland where a pen of lambs had
been sold at auction. I asked four different
lamb buyers what they considered the
weights of the lambs to be and their
answers ranged from 30 lb. to 36 lb. That
Is a variation of 6 lb. in the weights
estimated by experienced buyers. I feel
this indicates that it is imperative that all
meat be sold on a weight and grade basis.
The Producer will then receive exactly what
he is entitled to, and If the quality is down
he will have a financial inducement to in-
prove his standards.

With the establishment of an effective
meat marketing organisation, it would be
Possible for the organisation to employ
sales promotion officers to aggressively de-
velop existing markets and explore new
ones. In the past I believe markets in
certain areas have been neglected because
they were unprofitable. I do not blame
Private enterprise for that because people
work to make a profit, However, under
an orderly marketing scheme with a single
marketing authority advantage could be
taken of those markets and the price
received averaged over all producers con-
cerned.

In regard to reconstruction, with the
operation of a rural Industries Commission
and effective grower-controlled marketing
boards the single unit fann could be saved
to the undoubted benefit of the whole
economy,

Having spoken a little on the possible
erosion of the rural Population I would
now like to mention another form of
erosion. I refer to the erosion of power
of local government. As members are
aware we have a three-tier system of gov-
ernment: Commonwealth, State, and
local, and to me the most important is
local government, because this form of
government, being closer to the people is
stronger, and the stronger It is the stronger
is our democracy. Local government,
being closer to the people, means that
the ratepayers concerned realise that the
money expended has been drawn from
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their rates and virtually comes directly
out of their own pockets and, therefore,
they take a close interest In the expendi-
ture resulting, I feel, in maximum effici-
ency for the money spent.

I cannot say that the same applies to
Commonwealth and State expenditure.
because, in the main, if there is
excessive spending, people are inclined to
say, "Oh well, It is Government money"
and they could not care less. It is just
over 100 years since local government was
first formed, and I would like to read to
the House the preamble to the original
Act. It Is as follows:-

17th January, 1871.
Whereas It is expedient that the in-

habitants of the country districts
should be empowered to construct and
keep in repair the roads and bridges
in their respective districts, and that
all sums of money devoted to that
purpose from the general revenue of
the colony or otherwise should as far
as practicable be expended under local
authority and supervision.

I think the important words in that pre-
amble are, 'should as far as practicable
be expended under local authority and
supervision."

Quite rightly, during the next 100 years
the scope and the responsibilities of local
government Increased. However, during
the past few years the opinions and func-
tions of the local authorities have been
overruled by boards and authorities in
Perth. This has led to the view, at least
in rural areas, that local government is
becoming just a rubber stamp. Let me
cite a few examples. The Main Roads
Department was originally set up to super-
vise main roads only, but what is the
position today? In the opinion of one
shire clerk-

Road Construction expenditure now
requires Main Roads Department per-
mission for the expenditure of one-
half of Its base road grant on works
not necessarily of greatest advantage
to local needs, whilst the level of Local
Authority expenditure on road con-
struction and maintenance is dic-
tated by a Government Imposed
matching requirement being virtually
guaranteed to ensure that an equit-
able share of the petrol tax fund
allocated to road needs, Is attracted
as a rightful share of the tax that the
ratepayer-motorlst has paid.

In other words, the dominating force in
regard to roads at the moment Is the Main
Roads Department.

Then there Is the Bush Fires Board.
Originally, country areas built up effici-
ent voluntary bush fire brigades. It was
then found that they should be co-ordin-
ated, so a Bush Fres Hoard was estab-
lished but this now tends to become

dictatorial and overrules local opinion.
Recently, I was In one of the shire offices
in my electorate and a telephone call came
through from the Bush Fires Board In
Perth. Apparently the local shire, in view
of early and substantial rains in the area,
had requested permission to lift restric-
tions that were Imposed by certain sections
of the Act. This decision had been ar-
rived at by the councillors who were all
practical men in the area. Nevertheless,
some gentlemen In Perth had decided that
restrictions Imposed under some sections
of the Act could be lifted, but not those
relating to fire breaks. I ask the ques-
tion: Who was in the best position to
make the decision on this issue? Was it
somebody in Perth or the local councillors
residing in the area?

I now instance the Vermin Control
Board. Originally, vermin was controlled
by shires, but a board was set up as a
co-operative compromise. However, once
again it was not long before this board
assumed dictatorial powers, and I believe
the situation now is such that the Vermin
Control Board receives all the rates that
were collected as a result of the imposition
of the vermin rate, and any shire that
has protested and desired to assume its
original authority has been told, "Yes, you
can have the authority, but we will keep
all the money." It is quite easy to under-
stand that no shire could afford to operate
under such a system.

I can even point to an instance where
a member of a local shire was being vic-
timised and he appealed to the local shire
president for assistance. The president
approached the field operator but he was
not even allowed to read the field opera-
tor's book. Apparently a shire councillor
has no authority whatsoever.

I now wish to refer to town planning in
regard to which a council's decision can be
overruled by the Town Planning Board.
I can quote an example of this in the
Albany Shire. Apparently a firm was in-
terested in building a shopping complex
within the area of the Albany Shire, and
the shire council was quite agreeable to
this being done. It agreed on the site
selected and authority was granted to
build, but the Minister for Town Planning
visited Albany, inspected the site, and
refused to sanction it. I understand his
reason was that he could not allow any-
body to lose his money by investing it in
such a project. I cannot understand such
benevolence in a free-enterprise society.

Under the Local Government Act the
Minister can also amend the building by-
laws. So I understand that now a by-law
means exactly what it says except when
the Minister wants it to mean something
else. Lastly we now have the threat of
the police taking over country traffic. The
motive for this would appear to be the
desire to centralise authority, because
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there is no evidence whatsoever to suggest
that such a move will reduce the death
toll on the roads.

Because of the interpretations of the
Constitution by High Court judges, we are
all aware that federalism is not working
as we intended and that the State Govern-
ment has responsibility without authority.
This is because It is not financially auto-
nomous. There is need for a review of
Commonwealth-State financial relations
and the working of federalism. This has
often been mentioned, and we should press
for such a review. If greater financial
autonomy for the States cannot be ob-
tained, perhaps we should investigate the
possibility of abolishing State Parliaments
in favour of a scheme of geographically-
based regional areas, such areas to have
their rights, responsibilities, and financial
reimbursements clearly defined.

I am not a centralist, but if the State
cannot break the shackles of domination
by Canberra then the idea I have pro-
posed could have merit. There need not
be any greater control from Canberra than
already exists and there would certainly
be less domination from Perth.

I will now refer to a few specific matters
affecting my electorate. I have noted
from the Governor's Speech that the
Government is dedicated to providing
country areas with medical services equal
in quality to those available in the metro-
politan area. No country member will
have any objection to that. However, it
is a pity that a similar statement was
not made in regard to education, because
in the rural areas education is in a sorry
plight.

in an advertisement published in The
Albany Advertiser, the Labor Party stated
that its education policy is based on needs
and not economics. So I was really sur-
prised that so little has been said in the
Governor's Speech about education in the
country, where the needs are great, par-
ticularly when incomes are such that it
is virtually impossible for many parents
to send their children away to boarding
schools to further their education.

Mt. Barker is a case in point. That
country town is seeking a five-year high
school. However, the Dettman report has
set down that no further high schools can
be built unless such a school would have
an attendance of some 700 children. When
I asked one educationist where this figure
was obtained, he said, "I think it is a
figure that was just pulled out of the air."

I do not know whether it is correct or
not that no further high schools will be
built in country towns, but the position
at the moment is that Mt. Barker lacks
a five-year high school. which means
that some children in the area have a
round trip of up to 80 miles travelling to
and from school. The distance from Mt.
Barker is 60 miles. but parents have to
travel additional miles in conveying their

children to the bus stops, often at 7.30
a.m. They are thus required to leave home
at a much earlier hour to travel this extra
distance. After travelling 80 miles in one
day I cannot imagine any student in his
fourth or fifth year at school being able
to do justice to his studies so that he can
successfully complete the course he is tak-
Ing.

So I appeal to the Government to give
serious consideration to the provision of a
five-year high school with all the necessary
facilities at Mt. Barker.

In the rural areas the question of school
bus routes is another serious problem on
account of the shrinking population. The
policy of centralising country schools was
laid down in 1935 or 1936, and to illustrate
how the Population is shrinking in the
rural areas I1 will quote figures taken from
the Bureau of Census and Statistics book-
let. They are as follows-

1944-1945 the total area of rural
holdings were 208,001,371 acres.

In 1969-1970 the total area of rural
holdings were 280,818,600 acres. That
is an increase of 81 million acres.

However, children attending country
Primary schools in Aug. 1967 was
51,038, and 3 years later in Aug.
1970 had fallen to 49,042 pupils.

This has a serious effect in the smaller
country towns, and I can quote Frankland
River as an example, where the school bus
will be carrying only 11 children. The
minimum at the moment is 12 and the
alternative is a subsidised bus service. Un-
fortunately, one of the parents living in
this area is a shearer and for six months
of the year he endeavours to earn enough
money to develop his farm. He has stated
quite emphatically that if his children are
forced to rely on a subsidised bus service
he will have to remove. them from the
school which will mean that the number
of children carried will be reduced to eight.

If this policy Is continued throughout
the rural areas it will mean many country
schools will be closing down. Even with
a subsidised bus scheme the people can-
not afford to pay to have their children
travelling 60 and 70 miles a day to attend
school. So once again I ask the Govern-
ment to alleviate the plight of parents who
are placed in this position.

The situation at the Albany High School
is not a very happy one. In spite of alle-
gations of neglect from the present Gov-
ernment, the previous Government did
recognise the need for a second high school
in the Albany area, and it is on record
that this second high school would be ready
by 1973. However, the Minister for Edu-
Cation has stated that at this stage he does
not consider the situation Is such that a
second high school at Albany is justified.

At the moment the existing high school
is hopelessly overcrowded and I would like
to set out a few points relating to this
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school which accommodates 1,230-odd
children. There is only one room, which
measures 32 feet square, to accommodate
a staff of 65 people. If desks and locker
accommodation are provided within this
area members will realise the small amount
of space that is left. There is a library
measuring 52 ft. x 32 ft. and within this
area an office for administration purposes,
measuring 10 feet square is provided. This
means if books are placed in the library
the children are unable to enter the space
provided; or, alternatively, the books have
to be taken out to enable the children to
enter,

Another room being used is a converted
cloakroom with a cement floor. It is un-
heated and in winter it is completely un-
satisfactory as a classroom. There are two
Bristile prefabricated rooms which are
overcrowded and barely satisfactory. An
old rural school building is also in use. I
do not know its origin, but it is more like
an oven in summer and has a low ceiling.
This is also completely unsatisfactory.

Another four classrooms have been made
from what was originally a wooden manual
arts centre constructed in about 1926. The
original hall, also a wooden room and
erected In 1926, is at present being used
as a classroom and is also grossly un-
satisfactory. Some 450 yards away from
the school is a private shed which is being
used as a classroom.

The SPEAKER: The honourable member
has five more minutes.

Mr. STEPHENS: The Minister has stated
that once the new technical school is
completed the present annexe will be avail-
able to ease the accommodation situation,
but once again, according to the principal
of the high school, the technical annexe
is already being used virtually full time
by the school.

The situation is that of the 40 effective
classrooms 12 are substandard and this
number represents 30 per cent. Therefore
I would again ask the Minister to recon-
sider his views with regard to the high
school at Albany,

I had intended to mention quite a few
other matters, but time being short I will
have to be rather brief. I did want to sup-
port some of the remarks made by the
member for Albany with regard to the
situation at Albany. I would also have liked
to couple the town of Mt. Barker with his
remarks. Mt. Barker is in need of a, better
water service and the Minister for Water
Supplies has indicated that a survey is at
present being carried out. I would like
to suggest that if this project could be
speeded up the unemployed in the area
might be able to remain if the Govern-
wient. could go ahead with the laying of
]he pipeline from the Denmark River. it
£ also necessary of course to give consid-
ration perhaps to continuing the pipeline

to the Cranbrook and Tambellup area. In
other words, we want a comprehensive
water scheme for the southern areas.

The other topics in regard to which. I
would have liked to support to somne extent
the words of the member for Albany were
tourism and education; and I did have
some ideas on the Knox report. However.
I will have to leave those subjects and
conclude by referring to the following por-
tion of the Governor's Speech:-

My Government will ask you to en-
courage Western Australians to positive
action in improving the quality of life
for this, and for future generations.
It is proposed to do this by replacing
the unproclaimed Physical Environ-
ment Protection Act of 1970 with more
effective legislation to Provide for an
Environment Protection Authority, an
Environment Protection Council, and
an Environment Protection Appeal
Board.

it requires more than this. It requires
the realisation of the interdependence of
all sections of the community--capital,
labour, and the family unit farm. In our
democratic society the Government should
make laws to ensure that all sections of
the community have equal opportunities.
We -should have laws which Prevent capital
from exploiting; and laws that require the
trade union movement to concentrate on
wage and industrial matters, leaving the
task of government to those who have
been democratically elected to perform the
task.

For these reasons I support in principle
the legislation for consumer protection,
restrictive trade practices, and an omnbuds-
man; and I only regret that there is no
legislation for a Bill of rights.

I1 would like to thank you, Mr. Speaker,
and members of the House for listening
to me.

MR, COURT (Nedlands--Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [5.35 p.m.]: I desire to
say a few words on the Address-In-Reply
debate as I assume it will in all probability
come to a close this week.

Mr. Jamieson: I hope not.
Mr. COURT: At the outset I should say

that I do not intend to make any long
comments regarding the Pilbara area. No
doubt members opposite would have ex-
pected me to devote most of my time to
that particular area. However, I believe
the Opposition owes it to Parliament and
to the record to take an opportunity on
an appropriate occasion to record the real
situation in respect of the Pilbara region.
It amazes me how the Government seized
on the cry that was started by two People
with vested interests that there was alleg-
edly no plan when in fact, of course, any-
one who has been associated with the de-
velopment of this State knows that the
whole of the Pilbara region has developed



Irruesday, 3 August, 1971144

on a well-ordered plan and in accordance
with a concept which I believe will have to
be followed if we are ever to get the full
value from the Pilbara.

Mr. J. T, Tonkin: Who knows that?
Mr. COURT: The Premier well knows It.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: No; I do not.
Mr. COURT: Well, the Premier should

know.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I certainly do not.
Mr. COURT: Just a minute. If the

Premier will keep calm I will tell him. I am
not going to deal with the matter at any
great length tonight.

Mr. Graham: Running away from it!
Mr. COURT: No; I am not. The Deputy

Premier will get more than he wants at
the appropriate time.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: And so might you.
Mr. COURT: Because of his election

commitments the present Premier toot up
these cries. For instance, I well recall that
when he came into office he had a lot of
things to say about the Robe project, but I
gather from the latest comments that he
now realises the Government of the day.
which fought so hard to get this project
in the face of opposition, was in fact doing
the right thing by the region.

I also recall his getting quite friendly
disposed towards what was known as the
Ludwig plan when, if he studied it, he
would realise that any Government which
adopted that plan would have been shot
down in flames and rightly criticised for
ignoring the long-term benefits to the area.
In fact, there would have been no Port
Hedland in its present form had we
adopted such a plan. However, Ludwig and
I had no disagreements. The matter was
discussed and negotiated in a proper, bus-
inesslike manner and he would be the last
person to criticise our reasons for not pro-
ceeding with that project which was
mainly intended for his own benefit. He
was a businessman and he had reasons for
wanting to become involved in this, being
the world's biggest shipping identity; and
he appreciated the fact that we were not
going to accept things just for the sake
of accepting them. We had to be sure of
the benefit to the State.

I want to make it clear that at the ap-
propriate time I propose to move a motion
about Pilbara, not only to give me a
chance, on behalf of the previous Govern-
ment, to indicate what was done but also
what was moving to a very logical con-
elusion. No doubt it will give the Govern-
ment an opportunity to record in an
orderly fashion, and I hope without acri-
mony, just what it plans to do, because
this is one of the great projects for
Australia. What has been done in the PUl-
bara. to date represents the biggest project
of its kind anywhere in the time involved
and was the result of a well-ordered plan.

Before I get on to a number of other
issues I want to refer to some of the
speeches made by new members. In my
experience, which comparatively is not
very long in this place, I cannot recall hav-
ing heard maiden speeches of the same
high standard we have heard during this
session.

Mr. Taylor: Those delivered after the
last election were perhaps as good?

Mr. COURT: I have got the message!
I think this augurs well for Parliament
because I1 believe we all have a responsi-
bility to lift the prestige of this Chamber.
If we do not make it a place of prestige
with some character and dignity, no-one
else will, and that is why I support the
remarks of the member for Dale who de-
plored the general standard which had
deteriorated in this House in the early
part of the session. I hope that now the
Government has got over Its childish en-
thusiasm with its new toy which It ex-
perienced when It was made the Govern-
ment, we can get down to some good,
solid work in the place-

Mr. Graham: When are you going to
stop whinging?

Mr. COURT: -instead of being con-
cerned with pettiness which does this
place and the State no good.

Mr. Jamieson: You had better read some
of the speeches of 1953 and see what you
were doing then.

Mr. COURT: Then I was a fairly raw
recruit around this place, as was the
Minister for Works.

Mr. Graham: Whinging then and
whinging now!

Mr. COURT: I make the point that the
Deputy Premier, who seems to be very
sensitive this session-I do not know
whether this Is because of age or over
work-

Mr. Graham: I am waiting for the
Deputy Leader of the opposition.

Mr. COURT: I make the point for the
benefit of new members that when they
see the Deputy Premier in action they
will see he follows a pattern which dates
right back to the time when he first en-
tered the House. It would do them good
and be to their profit if they read the
proceedings of the Royal Commission held
in 1948 when I believe the Deputy Premier
set the pattern of his conduct In this
place. For Instance, his attitude to Mr.
Swartz I think was quite unfair and quite
undignified.

Mr. Graham: The behaviour of Mr.
Swartz was unfair and undignified.

Mr. May: Why not move a motion on
that?

Mr. COURT: The first thing would be
to go to the Minister concerned and ask
whether this is correct.
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Mr. Graham: It was correct. Do not
make any mistake about that.

Mr. COURT: The Deputy Premier has
come in, boots and all-hook, line and
sinker. That Is just what I wanted to
Illustrate what I was saying.

Mr. Graham: You are a trumpet blower,
but not a fisherman!

Mr. COURT: "Because I, the Deputy
Premier, said it, it Is correct!" He would
accept the word of someone else, foreign
to him, but he would not go to his own
countryman and say, "If you did this, it
is not lair."

Mr. Taylor: Are you not now setting
the standard of the debate?

Mr. May: You brought it up originally.

Mr. COURT: No. I am merely saying
what I am so that new members can get
some Indication of the pattern which the
Deputy Premier follows.

Several members interjected.

Mr. COURT: Coming back to the new
members, I would like to say, before going
on to another subject, that the member
for Subiaco Is probably feeling a little
battered from the brickbats he got follow-
Ing what I considered to be very forth-
right, down-to-earth, and fair utterances.
He was doing what people are entitled to
do In this place and will continue to do,
I hope; that is, express his view.

Mr. Jamieson: You are not blaming the
Government for that, surely.

Mr. COURT: He will learn, of course,
that when he puts his chin out, there are
plenty to throw brickbats at him. I hope
he does give us a chance to hear from him
In his very down-to-earth and rather en-
tertaining waj , his own ideas on a real
health policy because I believe he has
something to contribute.

In his own electorate he is known as a
very kindly, generous, and humane man-
a man who practises medicine rather in
the old style as a general practitioner,
very much the friend and confidant of all
his patients as well as being their doctor
of medicine.

Mr. Davies: I do not think he has been
denied anything yet as far as Parliament
is concerned.

Mr. COUJRT: I am not suggesting he has.
Z hope he does not become discouraged.
if a person puts his head out he must
expect what comes.

Mr. Graham: I think the Deputy Leader
of the opposition is chasing votes in the
party room.

Mr. COURT: Unlike the Deputy Pre-
mier, I do not have any need of them,
fortunately for me.

Mr. Graham: What do you know about
it? You know the same about that as
you know about everything else-you know
everything about everything!

Mr. COURT: I leave that thought with
the member for Subiaco. I know that like
all new members who get in the firing
line for the first time, he got a little dis-
couraged; but I think all Parliament would
applaud him if, having marshalled his
thoughts and facts on the matter, he gave
us another episode of his ideas on health
as a general practitioner very close to his
patients and the community in which he
lives, and his idea of how health should
be developed, quite distinct, of course,
from the more highly sophisticated and
highly technical realms of medicine which
some people have entered these days. I
also hope that when he gives us the next
instalment, he will make it as entertaining
as the last, because his speech was most
refreshing.

Mr. Jamieson: We will make it a serial
and show it on TV.

Mr. COURT: It has not done any harm
in his electorate, I can assure the Minis-
ter of that. The old folks worship him
much more than my electors worship me.

Mr. Graham: That is understandable,
too.

Mr. COURT: I could agree. Dr. Dadour's
electors think that he has done a great
job.

In the course of my comments I would
like to refer to the Argyle homestead. I
wrote to the Minister for Works about
this homestead, because I believe it is
one of the most historic of all the land-
marks which we have in Western Austra-
lia.

Mr. Davies: More than the Arch?
Mr. COURT: I am coming to that. The

previous Government decided that the
homestead would be removed from its
present location and re-erected. It was
our intention to do what is done in so
many of the major dam constructions
these days; namely, to treat this type of
'work as part of the total project. I believe
this is a good thing. At the time I thought
that if we did not remove and re-erect
it immediately so that the artificers could
see the type of building and the atmos-
phere in which it stood originally, they
would -not be able to capture its character
at a later stage. of course, one can have
plans, photographs, and paintings, but it
would be almost impossible to capture the
great character of this homestead, which
is one of the most important historical
monuments in this country because of the
epic journeys it typifies.

I believed that if the homestead were
transferred and re-erected, it would be
something of a tourist money spinner.
Australians long for something of this
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nature to look at so that Australia, and
not only the older countries in the world,
may have its own story to tell. indeed,
there is a dramatic story behind this
homestead. 1 hope the Government will
think again about its decision.

The Minister for Health has mentioned
the question of the Arch. So far as the
Argyle homestead is concerned, quite
frankly I am amazed at the silence on the
part of people who were down upon us,
when we were in Government, like a ton
of bricks, one might say, the moment we
touched a tree, twig, or stone.

Mr. Davies: They are still there.
Mr. COURT: We know the problem of

the Arch. I assume that with the Argyle
homestead it is a matter of out of sight,
out of mind. People could see the Arch
and became emotional about It.

Mr, Jamnieson: A few people living in
the foothills seem to be emotional from
the amonrt of correspondence I am receiv-
ing.

Mr, COURT: If we measure in true his-
toric worth, I consider the Argyle home-
stead is of greater significance and I hope
that citizens who are so minded might
even be prepared to join with the Govern-
ment to provide some of the finance. Per-
haps a little encouragement from people
who believe in this sort of thing might
Persuade the Government to go a little
further in re-erecting the homestead whilst
the matter is fresh in the minds of those
who have to dismantle it.

Mr. Graham: Has the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition any idea of the cost?

Mr. COURT: The figure given to me by
the minister for Works was $55,000. 1
was rather surprised when he said that
this was only the same as the original
estimate, because I thought it was a lower
figure when we made our estimate. In
fact, I thought the Government had
baulked at re-erection because the east
had gone up, but according to the answer
I received from the Minister, it is exactly
the same as the original. Now I have
reflected, I can understand this because
the work force on the spot could pick it
up, put it down, and rebuild. To my mind
this would be done at a much lower cost
than will be the case if it has to be stored,
cared for, and re-erected at a later date.

I hope the Government will reconsider
this matter. it is not emotional or
hysterical; it is really historical. I con-
sider that the people who really know the
area would feel more strongly about this
than, say, the Arch which virtually be-
came a lesson in public relations. Every-
thing was done to try to stir up the com-
munity and stir up the Parliament over
something which, ironically enough, has
now gone the other way. I do not know
whether other members have had the
same experience as myself but when I
go to functions nowadays the very people
who wanted to tear strips off me because

I supported the removal are flaw saying.
"Why are you leaving that horror? We
cannot see the fountains."

Mi'. Davies: A good idea, too.

Mr. COURT: If I remind them that
heavy pressure was put upon me by them
to oppose the removal they seem to think
it is a bit unfair for me to bring that up.

I now wish to touch on a couple of sub-
jects which concern the future develop-
ment of this State. What I have to say
is, I believe, important to us all. I refer
to same of the natural resources in Wes-
tern Australia and the great need to
anticipate developments that will take
place. One of the greet things in a com-
munity of this kind is always to keep some-
thing in the "pipeline" development. Some
projects take 10 years to negotiate while
some might only take 10 days. However
the important ones take a very long time
Indeed.

It is because of this that the then
Premier (Sir David Brand), who Is now
the Leader of the Opposition, included in
his policy speech the idea of having a
survey made of natural gas from central
Australia and he also said that somebody
would be brought In to make a study of
the Prospects of bringing water from the
Kimberley and the northern aquifers to
the back country of the Pilbara, down to
the Murchison, to the eastern goldfields,
and even further.

I know when a Government says these
things people say that it is "starry eyed"
and "a pie in the sky," but I believe that
if the Parliament of the day-particularly
the Government of the day-talks about
having such studies made it encourages
people with the money-international
companies of repute and capacity-to think
bigger and look at some of the deposits,
which are problem children to them as
they stand at the moment, as deposits
which could take on an entirely different
dimension. They must hear the Govern-
ment announcing such things even If
they think it is "starry eyed" and a "pie
In the sky" at the time. I have
been through it so many times and I know
what I am saying. However, if the Gov-
ernment does this the people who have the
money, the experience, the expertise and
who have done such things before will, in
fact, be prepared to take another look.

Let us take, for Instance, the Mt.
Keith deposits which could be one of the
great mines in the world. The area has
problems of water, fuel, and energy. If in
the years ahead-I am not suggesting it
should be tomorrow-interested people
could see that these problems would be
met, major development would be plan-
ned and it would not be of the Improvised
type. Such development would transform
the whole of the back country of the Pi1-
bara, down through the Murchison to the
eastern goldfields, and perhaps even to
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Esperance, which has a mighty water
problem. If Esperance could resolve its
water problem, its whole concept and
outlook for the future would com-
pletely change. Direction of thought
would also be changed. We could think
in terms of Esperance being a great port
for a great region instead of one that is
marginal because of the limited water
supply that is currently known.

The same thing goes for the railway
system in this area. The area to which I
am referring is that north of Kalgoorlie
through Kalgoorlie to Kambalda and
Esperance. It may be argued that there
is never a convenient time to do these
things as there is always pressure for
schools and hospitals, or other political
pressures. However, the Government of
the day makes its mark by its capacity to
find ways of getting around these diffi-
culties.

I1 believe it is possible to standardise the
railway from Kalgoorlie through Kam-
balda to Esperance. I would like to feel
that the Government will not lightly give
up the task of finding a way to get the
standard rail gauge north of Kalgoorlie
and up to Windarra and that general area,
instead of improvising with rail and road
which will always be a shandygaff type of
thing and we will always have an isolated
piece of 3 ft. 6 in. gauge which will be
difficult to maintain and, I consider, always
something of a pain in the neck to people
who operate the system.

I repeat that 1 know it is difficult because
there is never a convenient time.
But there is always a way if one looks
for alternative methods and is prepared to
negotiate with not one company but a
number of companies that might have to
put in, and put in ahead of time.

One final point on the subject of develop-
ment before I turn to another topic. As
a State, I believe we must think inter-
nationally more than we have ever thought
before. It is true it is best if we can do
this thinking in conjunction with Canberra
but, in the past, we have found that this
has not always been easy. We have had
a tendency to "go it alone" and, there-
fore, we have been inclined to think in
terms of some of the other countries which
have tremendous resources that are about
to be developed or could be developed if
the countries concerned had greater
stability.

We should also refer in the course of our
consideration of the Address-in-Reply to
another factor: that is, in the Pacific area
we have Siberia, which is very much a
Pacific part of Russia. In the Past we have
been inclined to think of this country as
the area to which one was sent if one
was a naughty boy in Russia. I think we
used to say, "Someone had been sent to
the salt mines of Siberia."

The fact is that Siberia is a huge area
which faces the Pacific and is very close
indeed to Japan. It is a country of
prodigious resources. I understand its
timber resources equal the whole of the
surface area of Western Australia and it
has tremendous minerals yet to be de-
veloped. The Japanese are negotiating
with the USSR about Siberia on joint ven-
tures which exceed $1,000,000,000 in that
country. It is still at the negotiating stage,
but it is a sign of the times. Therefore, we
have to think internationally ourselves and
realise that these things are going on.
Some of these countries are starting to
get the message of development, particu-
larly Brazil in South America, some of the
Africas, and this other emerging giant,
Siberia, which we .cannot ignore.

My last point is the question of law and
order which is really causing the people of
Australia tremendous concern. I am one
who believes that, no matter how many
Statutes exist, alone they will not give the
law and order in which we in this country
believe. Statutes alone will not do it. It
is something that must be in the hearts
and the minds of the people-particularly
those who have senior positions in various
organisations-to see that the country
works in the way we want it to work.
People in Australia are very concerned.
They are not only people in the Liberal
Party, the Country Party, and this type
of organisation. They are people who in
fact, are in the union movement itself.

As members know, the Labor Party has
a problem about which it does not like
to boast; it has a coalition problem. In
fact, the Labor Party has a coalition
problem which is far worse than that of
the Liberal Party and the Country Party.
We at least know the clear divisions. We
have one party which functions as the
Country Party and another which func-
tions as the Liberal Party. Both parties
have approximately the same policies and
we functioned very well in Government in
coalition.

The Labor Party does not have this
unity but, instead, tremendous upheaval
and restlessness all the time because of
the three wings of the Labor Party: the
revolutionary left, the reformist left, and
moderates who are at the right, so to
speak, of their organisation. This ferment
is going on all the time. My heart bleeds
for some of the leaders who try to sit on
the boiling pressure cooker which they
have for a party. Yet, they are the ones
who criticise us and try to drive great
wedges between the Liberal Party and the
Country Party when those who have great
chinks in their armour are members of
the A.L.P. itself.

Mr. Davies: I suppose your heart bleeds
for Bury?

Mr. COURT: We will leave him alone
tonight.
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Mr. Graham: And Qorton, McMahon,
and MeEwen! A lovely state of affairs
and harmony typified!

Mr. COURT: I refer to a statement as
recent as the 26th July. It was made by
the Federated Clerks' Union arising out
of a conference of that union when a
resolution was passed unanimously. The
resolution said-

This conference views with alarm
the attempts made by persons within
and without the Australian trade
union movement to turn it into a body
of mass political discontent.

It condemns the irresponsible in-
volvement of unions in political strikes
and stoppages.

Further, it is stated-
The resolution said that such stop-

pages had resulted in unionists losing
a good deal of their earnings and had
intensified divisions and dissensions
within the union movement.

This statement does not come from the
Liberal Party but from one of the con-
stituent members of the A.C.T.U.

Mr. Davies: What are the right wing
groups you spoke of?

Mr. COURT: Do you not give them the
right to say something?

Mr. Davies: Of course, we do: we are
democratic, not like the autocratic Federal
Leader of the Liberal-Country Party
coalition.

Mr. COURT: Another member of the
union/Labor movement-they are all tied
up together-Mr. Grenville had some-
thing to say. He spoke In exactly the
same vein as the A.C.T.U. and, of course,
he got pretty short shrift. I think it was
the Minister for Works who said some-
thing pretty strong about Mr. Grenville
by way of Interjection.

Mr. Jamieson: Did I say something
about Mr. Grenville?

Mr. COURT: This Is what Mr. Tom
Burns had to say about him, "Anything
Mr. Grenville says would not surprise me
any more." He said that Mr. Grenville's
criticism was particularly ill-informed.

This means that the Labor Party, at the
very top level, is prepared to condemn
these people within their own movement
who want to stand up and be identified in
this community as people concerned about
the failure of their union movement to
follow its industrial line. So far as the
union is concerned this should be its main
brief. It becomes involved not only in poli-
tics, as such, but dissention, disaffection,
and disruption in the community.

The cry of these movements Is always
"peace", "freedom for the individual", and
they always use some respectable facade
to hide what they are trying to do. The
last thing they want Is peace.

Mr. Jamieson: You only believe In peace
by force, do you not?

Mr, COURT: Nothing of the sort.
Mr. Jamieson: Yes you do.
Mr. COURT: We can have no peace

unless there is law and order, and people
can live in freedom and move in security
and safety because there Is law and order.
The thing we on this side object to is
the fact that the Labor Party has iden-
tified Itself, as a Government, with people
who defy law and order and have no
other Intention but to cause disruption
and disaffection, The last thing they want
is peace In this community; they want
power.

So this Government has been guilty of
going along with these movements. Some
of these movements have a very respect-
able facade-well -meaning people join in
the cry of freedom for the individual, the
cry for people to protest, and so on. They
do not want to do what Dr. Cairns wants
them to do-to take revolt into the streets
and defy authority and parade the fact
that they are taking the law Into their
hands. This is not the way we survive.
These people often unwillingly find them-
selves as the banner bearers.

I want to refer to the situation In which
the Premier found himself. He patronised
the Moratorium organisation; he Is its
patron. The Moratorium organisation
finished up with a parade and the Premier
went marching along In the front, was
interviewed on television, and was shown
to be very proud of the fact that he was
there. I will not get onto touchy ground
about the parliamentary questions that
were contentious, but I think it is quite
within Standing Orders to say that I do
not believe the Premier can divorce him-
self from his position. He can have his
personal views but he has to be extremely
careful where he identifies himself because,
just as I thought of Mr. Chifley, when he
was Prime Minister of Australia, a~s my
Prime Minister, I think of the Premier as
my Premier, be he Labor or Liberal. I do
not think he had the right in that top
position to take the stand that he did.

Even leaving that argument out of It
by saying that it does not hold water, the
fact Is that by authorising school teach-
ers to have time off without pay if they
so elect, and authorising children to at-
tend, he did Identify himself officially be-
cause he happens to be the Minister for
Education. In any case, of course, as
Premier, he holds the senior portfolio and
if he gave a direction that Is all there
would be to It, I believe that by identify-
ing himself with this particular move-
ment in the way he did, he was doing a
great disservice to this Parliament and to
this State because, say what he will, the
fact Is the people identify the Government
of this State with that particular parade.
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In the short time available to me I want
to tie up these facts. 'The Labor Party has
these divisions within itself; it has this re-
formist left, it has the revolutionary left,
it has moderates, and it has rightwing
people; but, of course, this all ties up into
one package deal and the Labor Party finds
itself In government subject to the direc-
tions of an outside body not elected by the
people of this State.

We had a case of this kind recently.
The Premier put up a bold front and said,
-I am not going to be directed," but, of
course, in fact he was directed. Leave out
the question of what they directed him
about-whether it was convenient or not,
that is not the point. The point is, they
directed him because until that point he
was not going to do as he was directed.

Mr. Jamieson: You are surmising now.
Mr. COURT: So we have a Government

that is given directions from outside the
party.

Mr. Jamieson: You are still fishing.
Mr. COURT: I am not.
Mr. Jamieson: Because you know noth-

ing about it.
Mr. COURT: Unless the Premier and

Deputy Premier said things which were
wrong, and Mr. Chamberlain said things
that were wrong on the television, I would
not be fishing. I happen to have read what
the two gentlemen who are here in Parlia-
ment said and I also happened to see Mr.
Chamberlain when he first gave his tele-
vision interview. We must admit that old
gentleman in his address stayed cool, calm.
calculating, and collected. He went straight
through and Put it on the line. He told the
people when they elected a Labor Govern-
ment they knew the rules and he meant
that the party policy was to be imnple-
mented without question by the members.

Just let us take the pledge as set out in
this little brochure that was issued with
the letter. I gather this caused the Prem-
ier some embarrassment. This is the
pledge. It says-

I hereby pledge myself to adhere to
and uphold and support the principles
of the A.LP. I accept without reserva-
tion to be bound by the Constitution.
Rules, Platform and policies of the
A.L.P. and will take no action to re-
pud~ate them.

I1 pledge myself that while a mem-
ber and/or a delegate to or officer of
any section of the A.LP. I will only
work through the constitutional chan-
nels of the Party to secure any altera-
tion of the Constitution, Rules, Plat-
form and policies of the A.L.P. or any
of its decisions.

I also declare-
I like this-

-I am not a member
Party, Country Party,
munist Party or any
party.

of the Liberal
D.L.P., Corn-

other political

In the event of my becoming a can-
didate for parliamentary selection I1
Pledge myself to support any other
candidate who may be selected.

If elected I will vote on any ques-
tion before the House as decided by
a majority of the Parliamentary Labor
Party in a properly constituted Caucus
meeting.

I think one of the rules carries this a bit
further. The Labor Party has to advise the
State Executive of all those who attend a
caucus meeting, or fail to attend-I forget
what rule it is.

Mr. Jamieson: There is nothing wrong
with those rules. Why do You not get the
full book like the member for Dale did and
You can read the whole lot again; we en-
joyed that.

Mr. COURT: I have read the book and I
am not going to weary the House by read-
ing it again. Here is the application for
membership and it finishes up by saying-

I hereby make application to become
a member of the Australian Labor
Party, and in so doing I sign the Pledge
of the A.L.P. as appended hereto.

But once a person joins that he is in up
to his neck. The Liberal Party, of course.
operates under a different set of rules.

Mr. May: That is for sure!
Mr. Jamie son: It is a funny thing that

nobody ever sees them in print.
Mr. COURT: We will not accept direc-

tions nor are we expected to accept direc-
tions from our people. I do not want to
run out of time because I only have 10
minutes left according to my calculations,
but there is another aspect to this matter
and that is the failure of the Government
to intervene when the freedom of the in-
dividual to go about his life and his em-
ployment has been endangered.

Mr. Bickerton: What about Mr. Bury?
Mr. COURT: Every citizen in this State

was horrified when he saw this picture
in The West Australian on the 22nd May.
Here is a man who came to this country
to get away from bad things; all the
things which horrified people who used to
live in Europe, and here he is confronted
by Mr. Peden, an organiser of a union and
State President of the Communist Party,
and two other unionists. What they said
about their efforts to "persuade him" was
very quaint but if that is your idea of free-
dom-

Mr. Graham: What is depicted there
that makes You say that?

Mr. COURT: If the Minister has a look
at The West Australian of the 22nd May.
he will see the heading is "Dismissed men
picket two firms.' I am also referring to
the circumstances which Prevailed for four
months at F'orwood Down and Structural
Engineering.
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Mr. Graham: What are the terrible
things those gentlemen are doing?

Mr. COURT: I will continue. A few
days later this gentleman had his car
painted with whitewash. This was in-
tended to indicate he was a "scab" because
he wanted to exercise his right to work.

Another case was that of a man who
lost his wife and who wanted to keep
working because he needed the money to
keep his family together. The union sooled
a Child Welfare officer onto him. In fact,
the welfare officer looked into the case and
it was found the man's conduct was ex-
emnplary. Members all know of the trucks
with loud speakers blaring out Insulting
and inciting messages.

Is this the way we go on? These people
want to work. Even Mr. Coleman was
distressed when he had to watch it on
television one night. We could see the
look of horror on his face for one or two
seconds before he recaptured his poise. Of
course he was not happy about it; no Aus-
tralian was happy about it,

I1 believe the time has come when it is
up to the Government to give an answer
to these questions as to why it is condon-
Ing the lack of freedomn of these people.

I want to come to one final thing, and
that is the case of Mr. Farrow. Anybody
who stands up to be counted in union
circles is a fairly brave bloke. Mr. Farrow
was a properly elected State Chairman of
the T.W.U. When another union came over
and intervened in an earlier case related to
the S.E.C. the Premier and the Minister for
Works quite rightly got very annoyed.
They talked about industrial blackmail in
the case of the S.E.C. union but not a word
was said in respect of Mr. Farrow and his
T.W.U. followers sacked from their Jobs--
not by a vote of the people involved but
by the representatives of the executive
from the Eastern States.

I repeat that the time has come for the
Government to give us some answers to
this question and with your Indulgence,
Mr. Speaker, if the Clerks would distribute
the copies of my motion it would save
time.

Mr. Jamieson: Are they all the ques-
tions?

The SPEAKER: You can move the
motion first.

Mr. COURT: Mr. Speaker, in view of
the fact that I have only two minutes
lef t-

The SPEAKER: You have seven minutes.

Amendment to Motion
Mr. COURT: In that case I could even

leave it until after tea. But now I have
started, Sir, I will carry on. I move-

That the following words be added
to the Address-in-Reply-

;but we express concern that the
Government is subject to direc-
tion by an outside body, namely

the State Executive of the Aus-
tralian Labor Party, which is not
a body subject to the control of
the electors under the Electoral
Laws of this State.

We also express concern-
(1) that the Government has

condoned and identified
Itself with actions in-
tended to cause disrup-
tion lin our community
and defiance of the Laws
of this State and of the
democratically elected
Government of Australia,

(2) that the Government has
failed to take effective
action to uphold the
worker's right to work
and be free from intimi-
dation for exercising this
right, and

(3) that the Government has
condoned-

(a) threats to the per-
sonal freedom andl
safety of people
seeking to go about
their lawful busi-
ness and employ-
ment;

(b) action by the
Federal body of
the T.W.U., which
removed from
office a person
properly elected as
the W.A. State
President of the
Union, because he
and some other
local unionists
sought to allow the
W.A. section to
function in a de-
mocratic way and
disassociate itself
from a political
question not con-
sidered by the local
body to be within
the industrial role
of the Union.
Through this and
other associated ac-
tions, the Federal
body denied free-
dom of thought on
matters of cons-
cience.

This is a very strongly worded motion, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. Jamtieson: I thought it was mnild-it
surprised me as a matter of fact.

Mr. COURT: It is intended to be com-
prehensive.

Mr. Jamieson, I thought you were los-
Ing your punch.
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Mr. Graham: Did Mr. Cash prepare this
for you?

The SPEAKER: You are going to con-
tinue after tea for a very brief period?

Mr. COURT: Just for a brief period,
Sir.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 P.
Mr. COURT: At the tea suspension I

moved the amendment of which I had
given notice. I want to conclude by saying
that members will appreciate that the
amendment has been put forward by the
Opposition and is directed at a number of
matters of vital concern to the whole
question of law and order in this country.

It is a vexed question. It is not a ques-
tion that is causing concern to people
on our side of politics alone; it is causing
concern to all people throughout Australia.
There was evidence of this in Queensland
where people were given the chance to
vote at a by-election for a seat wvhich
normally would have gone to the Labor
Party but, because of the circumstances,
we know how the people there voted. We
know how strongly they felt about indus-
trial unions being used for political pur-
poses by certain political parties.

Mr. Graham: How would you know their
reasons?

Mr. COURT: It is not the people on
our side of politics alone who are con-
cerned. I have here an article, from
The West Australian dated the 28th July,
1971, which Is headed, "Furniture Men
Warn T.L.C." I have already read about
the warning given to the A.CT.U. at
Federal level by the Federated Clerks'
Union. On the 26th July, 1971, there
appeared the following heading in
The West Australian: "Strikes No Help,
Says 'Pensioner"; and on the 29th July,
1971, there appears an article headed,
"Egerton warns union congress of anar-
chists."

If these are not strong words I do not
know what strong words are. I would like
to make further emphasis of the points I
have been trying to get across this even-
ing about this dangerous revolutionary left
wing in the Labor Party-whether it is
the industrial wing or the political wing
it matters not, because this much-vaunted
division between the wings is a sham.

I have here an article in The West Aus-
tralian of Friday, the 23rd July, 1971,
headed. "Metal unions to widen pay cam-
paign" which states-

Three metal trades unions decided
yesterday to widen their campaign
for over-award pay rises.

These three unions are trying without any
qualms at all to send bankrupt firms like
Forwood Down and Structural Engineer-
ing.

Mr. Jamieson: How could they send a
structural engineering firm bankrupt?

Mr. COURT: These unions are trying to
do all in their power to hold up great
export Projects like the refinery at Pin-
jarra. We have Mr. Peden saying the fol-
lowing:-

Another stoppage by fabrication
and construction workers will be held
next Wednesday to review progress in
the campaign.

Industrial action is certain to play
a big part in the wider campaign.

Union officials made it clear at
yesterday's meeting that more intense
industrial pressure could be expected.

Mr Harold Peden, an organiser of
the Boilermakers' Society, said that
the unions had not seen the Welshpool
dispute in its proper perspective. They
had underestimated the ability of the
two firms to farm out their work to
smaller shops.

In other words he is serving notice on the
little fellow; not on Structural Engineer-
ing and other large firms which may be
able to ride out a fairly big storm; he
is serving notice on the little fellow. I
repeat the warning that these people will
be denied by the union the opportunity to
work.

Mr. T. D. Evans: It is interesting to
hear the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
so interested in the little fellow.

Mr. COURT: I make no apology for
moving my amendment which covers a
wide-ranging front dealing with law and
order ..

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member's time has expired. I would draw
the attention of members to the fact that
there is a Standing Order which calls on
members to resume their seats when the
Speaker rises.

MR. TAYLOR (Cockburn-Minister for
Labour) (7.38 P.m.]: This is the first occa-
sion I have had to address the House this
session. Normally I would like the oppor-
tunity to make some complimentary re-
marks to this Assembly. I would, however,
start by making one comment and by
agreeing with the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition on one point only-that new
members are seeing something of the
machinations that go on in Parliament. I
also agree with the hope that was expressed
that from this point onwards they may be
able to raise the level of debate and make
some worth-while contribution to this Par-
liament. As I have said, I agree completely
with these sentiments expressed by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

There are 16 members-roughly one-
third-in this Chamber who are within
three years of entering Parliament. They
certainly have a chance to lilt the level
of debate and to make something worth
while of government. Certainly they have
learnt a lesson tonight, particularly when
they listened to the Deputy Leader of the

454



ITuesday, 3 August 19711 455

Opposition's generalisations; 'when they
listened to his waffling and his itemisatlon
of individuals to try to make a case for the
disruption and the breakdown of Govern-
ment within this State. The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition could not be further from
the mark.

If the new members 'wish to learn some-
thing of the art of government they may
well look at some of the Previous debates
in this House. Perhaps it is opportune
that it is my lot to answer the criticism
that has been raised in the amendment
before us.

If members would look at two or three
debates during which I spoke over the last
three years-one was in August, 1969, and
another in August, 19'70-on this matter.
they will see that I tried to put the point
to the former Government and I suggested
what action it should take-as the elected
representatives of the people of the State
-to try to alleviate industrial unrest.

As far as I can recall, nothing was done.
We have been in Government for five
months and now we have a situation where
we are called upon to answer a charge that
things are happening in this State that
perhaps did not happen before-or it Is
certainly being suggested that things are
worse now than they 'were in the past. The
charge has at least been levelled that we
are taking no action in the matter.

I hope to be able to disprove this charge
as incorporated in the amendment which
roughly covers three sections. The first
part of the amendment is an attack on
the Australian Labor Party which, of
course, is something 'which has been going
on for the last 70-odd years.

The people in this State and in Austra-
lia generally have been supporting the
A.LP. for at least 70 to 75 years. The
Labor Party has the longest history of any
political party. Its practices are known to
all people and the people still support it.

The amendment implies that the Labor
Party is dictated to by an outside body and
that it follows some small and subversive
group. The people in this State and in
Australia generally have supported the
Australian Labor Party as the largest party
in this country over the whole of the period
to which I have referred. It is the long-
est-lived party of any in this country.

The Labor Party has certainly done more
than any other party so far as social leg-
islation is concerned. Its record is well
known. Its meetings are open to the Press
and hence criticism appears from time to
time. So, when one member criticises
another, this is mentioned in the Press
the next day. The activities of the Labor
Party are always in the Press and I hope
they always will be.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
made the point that the Labor Party boils
and bubbles. It certainly does. As long
as it continues to boil and bubble I will

be happy to be a member of that party.
There is not a major issue in the history
of this country during the last 70 years that
has not been fought out by the Labor Party.

Mr. Court: You are not happy about this
left wing group.

Mr. TAYLOR: We have considered and
debated such contentious issues as protec-
tion and free trade, conscription to Viet-
nam, fluoridation, Pollution, and the
termination of pregnancy, to mention
but a few. These are all matters that
have been thrashed out by the A.LP. We
have certainly had our troubles with these
matters, but this has all helped maintain
the Australian Labor Party in the minds
of the people.

I do not think I need comment onl the
remark that the party is dictated to except
to say that such a statement flaunts the
vote of half the people of this State; it
implies they do not know what they are
talking about.

Mr. Court: I would like another vote
now.

Mr. TAYLOR: I think we would enhance
our vote if that happened. The amend-
ment indicates that the Government has
condoned and identified itself with actions
intended for the disruption of our com-
munity and defiance of the laws of this
State, and so on.

As Minister for Labour for a short term,
perhaps I could try to outline the Govern-
ment's attitude in this field. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition made quite a
good point when he said, as I understood
his remarks, that laws by themselves were
not sufficient; that People must believe
in these laws and they must have rele-
vance, otherwise we are likely to have
problems.

Let me try to outline what this Govern-
ment has endeavoured to do with regard
to industrial activity during the five
months it has been in office. First of all,
on becoming Minister for Labour I Iden-
tified myself with the Employers Federa-
tion and addressed that group. I joined
the Industrial Relations Society at the
university which bad on it employers and
employees, and I identified myself with
them.

We considered the problem as to whether
present legislation was enough to help cut
down industrial unrest and we decided It
was not enough; that there must be some
backing by the various groups to help the
arbitration system work. We have at this
stage a group or committee within the
Trades and Labor Council which is Pre-
paring suitable changes to the Industrial
Arbitration Act.

The Industrial Commission Is also pre-
paring material for submission to the com-
mittee to which I have referred, which is
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in operation, as I Indicated to the member
for East Melville. People have been dis-
cussing this matter with me.

Mr. O'Connor: Which submission will
you accept?

Mr. TAYLOR: Everybody will be able
to see everybody else's submission. There
is a group of lawyers who are working in
the arbitration court: among them one
gentleman-he was the Liberal Party can-
didate for Swan-has been invited to make
submissions. Apart from this the Employ-
ers Federation itself will be asked to sub-
mit proposals. The laws themselves are not
sufficient, so the Government will try to
assist to raise the level of advocacy and
participation with the trade union move-
ment to help lessen the gap between it
and the employers.

Recently the Government approved of a
grant of $5,000 to my department for use
in union education. A Programme has been
put before the Government with regard to
the establishment of educational schools
for shop stewards and senior union mem-
bers. I realise some of these schools were
in operation Previously. There were cer-
tainly some good ones, but they were not
always able to reach the people who
needed them most, because of the ques-
tion of finance. In the main, the people
who will be invited to participate in the
schools will be those at the shop steward
level.

Mr. McPharlin: Will Mr. Latter be one
of them?

Mr. TAYLOR: No doubt he will. Cer-
tainly the lecturers at the schools will in-
clude people from the Industrial Commis-
sion, the university, and the employers and
employees associated in one group. This
will be done to try to raise the level of the
grass-root worker so that he understands
his union, the arbitration system, and the
employers. That programme Is under way,
and the Government has agreed to con-
tribute $5,000 to be used at my discretion,
as the Minister for Labour, in order to
assist in that regard.

I have already had talks with the ad-
ministration officer, and very briefly with
Professor Bayliss of the Murdoch Univer-
sity. I have not Involved them in this
matter, but have discussed with them
the possibility of establishing a school of
industrial relationship at the Murdoch Un-
iversity. Certainly preliminary talks are
under way, and the Under-Secretary of the
Department of Labour has collected ma-
terial from overseas in an effort to promote
this matter. I have had discussions with
the Chief Industrial Commissioner, who Is
seeking some support for a research group
within the arbitration commission itself.
This we hope to do.

I would like members to try to picture
what the Government Is hoping to achieve
in this regard, because It comes within the

scope of law and order and industrial un-
rest. Steps are being taken to form a
framework within which to tackle the
whole question of industrial relationship
as between the employers and the employ-
ees. We want a research group to be
formed, and research to be undertaken at
the university. We want educational groups
within the trade union movement to be
established, subject to the co-operation of
the employers in giving time Off to em-
ployees to attend; in this I am speaking of
the workers at the grass-root level. Ali
this is to complement the legislation we
have in mind.

I am not able at this juncture to outline
the details of what we wish to Put forward
for the Industrial Arbitration Act. If any
member has an interest in our current
thinking he should refer to the speech of
the member for Collie, who spoke the other
evening and outlined some moves which
are currently under way elsewhere, the
activities undertaken by the A.C.T.U., and
the discussions with the appropriate Fed-
eral Minister. It was announced in a news
release the other day that the responsible
Federal Minister is currently making a re-
view of the ambit of the Commonwealth
Arbitration Act. That Act is to be amended
and certainly Western Australia will not
be far behind in making a similar move.
That is the gamut of the moves around
which we wish to erect a framework in
tackling industrial unrest.

Let us look at the history of Industrial
unrest in the last six months. Regrettably
I have not with me any figures for this
period, but as I recall the position there
has been less industrial unrest than for a
long while previously; and this is the per-
iod since this Government has been In
office. I can suggest one reason for that.

Mr. Court: It is Pretty obvious that was
about election time, from what Mr.
Coleman has said.

Mr. TAYLOR: In reply, one of the first
matters mentioned by the Secretary of the
Trades and Labor Council was that this
would mean less industrial unrest. Imme-
diately after that a pamphlet appeared in
the Kwinana area declaring that this point
of view would not be tolerated, and the
workers should continue to strike. The
point is the secretary of the trade union
movement in this State was Prepared to
make the public statement, but a small
dissident group tried to cause disruption.
This supports the view that this Adminis-
tration and the bulk of the trade union
movement were prepared to make that
statement public that there now might be
less industrial unrest.

Mr. Court: The dissident group is the
group which calls the tune.

The SPEAKER: Order! I wish the debate
to be maintained on a fairly decent level.
I am sure the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion will admit that during his speech
earlier there was very little interruption.
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I hope the same freedom will continue to
be granted to other members in the debate.
Matters can get out of hand if the Stand-
ing Orders are not observed. I hope there
will not be any more interruptions.

Mr. TAYLOR: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I felt the Opposition had been remarkably
kind to me, because I did anticipate more
interjections, but nonetheless, I hope the
debate will continue without many more
of them.

The SPEAKER: It will continue in ac-
cordance with the Standing Orders.

Mr. TAYLOR: Reference has been made
in this debate to strikes during the ad-
ministration of this Government. We
should bear in mind that the House is
being asked to vote on the amendment
that concern is expressed that this Govern-
ment-and this means myself as Minister
for Labour-has condoned and identified
itself with actions intended to cause
disruption, and has failed to take effective
action.

Let us look at the history of industrial
unrest in recent months. When we assumed
office there were two instances then under
way. The first concerned the State Elec-
tricity Commission. This matter had not
yet reared its head when the Opposition
was in office, and I make no comment on
what it should have done. The matter
came to a head in. a strike which lasted
one day; and this occurred some time in
March last. No effective machinery could
be used in the short term in relation to
this dispute, because one union which
wanted certain representation was a
Federal union. It approached the Gov-
ernment, and the Government declared
that it would allow the men themselves
to make a decision.

Then a small group-about 80 out of
some 500-of the employees decided to
take action themselves. At the time the
Government had been in office for only
three or four weeks. We formed a Cabinet
subcommittee of three members, and met
the people concerned on one afternoon.
Within 24 hours the strike was virtually
over. It has not been settled completely
as yet, because we are still engaged in
negotiations with the men. We have not
determined what increases, if any, will be
granted. The fact of the matter is that
this dispute has remained submerged for
four or five months. However, after a
stoppage of one day and after a discussion
was held, a settlement was reached. This
was because the Government Immediately
involved itself, and the individuals con-
cerned involved themselves in the matter.
We did not leave it to the others.

Mr. Court: That was an interunion
dispute.

Mr. TAYLOR: Yes. The Welshpool
dispute has been on since December last.
Again I make the comment that it did

not become enlarged until, perhaps, after
we became the Government. In saying
that no criticism of the previous Govern-
ment is implied. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition made some play on the in-
dustrial troubles at Welshpool. He men-
tioned threats, and he showed a picture.

Perhaps this Is an appropriate time to
show that this Government does not con-
done this sort of thing, and it deplores
what the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
has mentioned. However, I want to put
the Government's view, to place these
matters in their proper perspective. The
industrial dispute at Welshpool Involved
one-third of the work force there, and
approximately two-thirds of the work
force continued working.

Mr. Court: Continued working, with
harassment.

Mr. TAYLOR: To use the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition's words without
accepting them, they continued with har-
assment. Two-thirds of the work force
have remained at work throughout the
dispute. There were something like over
100 men Involved. I have not had the
chance to work out the various times when
stoppages occurred. They went out for
one day then went back to work: then
they went out for another day and re-
turned to work. They went out at one
lunch hour, and took half a day off. They
were Putting pressure on the employers.
This dispute involved approximately 100
men, but it was not a strike over the
whole of that period.

Again the Government Involved Itself
In this dispute. I personally contacted
the unions concerned and called their
representatives into my office. I con-
tacted the employer groups and had their
representatives In my office. I also had
the principals of the firms concerned in
my office. In this I was assisted by the
Deputy Premier. That is the extent to
which this Government takes its responsi-
bilities. We called these people together
in discussion to see what could be done.
In that way we believed we were largely
responsible for averting a major Indus-
trial stoppage in this State. Here was a
small group of men who were prepared to
take direct action. I am pointing out
that the Government was not acting Ir-
responsibly; It did involve Itself at great
length to settle this dispute, and It suc-
ceeded. I personally was Involved in this
matter, and I certainly did not condone
actions intended to cause disruption.

I believe that the figures relating to
industrial unrest In this State for a period
of six months--from the 1st January to
the 30th June last-are among the lowest
for many years past. in part this has
resulted from the action of the Govern-
ment in involving itself directly, and In
taking its responsibilities seriously, and
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also from the fact that it has the confi-
dence of both groups involved In such
industrial unrest.

I understand that the Director of the
Employers Federation when asked to com-
ment on the Welshpool dispute made a
statement which included words of thanks
or congratulations, or something of the
nature, to myself and to the Deputy
Premier f or what we had done. What I
have said can be checked. However, that
comment did not appear in the news-
papers. Certainly the director appeared
to be satisfied with what the Government
was doing.

When we examine the cases that the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition has put
up we should make a comparison with
what happened in the last three years be-
fore we became the Government. I can
only refer members to the speeches I have
made in this H-ouse. In 1969, as recorded
on page 34 of the 1969 Hansard, I made a
speech in which I said-

For the first time for many years
we saw groups of farmers protesting,
looking at their own areas, and their
own standards of living. I attended
one meeting In Capel and one In An-
sac House, but I was aware of others
In Boyup Brook and other centres.
All members agree that this is some-
thing which has not been experienced
bef ore.

In industry, we saw an increased
number of strikes in the north-west,
in Kambalda, and in Kwinana, in
the building trades. We saw water-
siders and bakers on strike. We saw%
police taking action of their own ac-
cord and virtually putting themselves
on the mat as far as their occupa-
tions were concerned through appear-
ing on radio and television. Eveni
to this date, teachers are taking part
in open discussions about the Govern-
ment.

I suggest there has net been any sign of
such things occurring during the time
we have been In Government.

Mr. O'Neil: The present Premier did
lead a protest march since you have been
in Government.

Mr. TAYLOR: He was protesting on a
matter outside the jurisdiction of the
State. Since this Government has been
in office it has experienced difficulties with
finance, and today things are certainly
not booming as they were previously. To
anyone who reads the newspapers it Is
patently clear that today there Is far less
industrial unrest throughout the com-
munity. Overwhelmingly, the great bulk
of the work force is contented; at least,
if they are not contented they are not
taking the action which they did In the
past three years.

In regard to the Premier and his asso-
ciations I would leave it to other members
to comment. I will, however, say that I
was happy to be associated with him in
the march in which he participated.

Regarding the question of law and order
I could perhaps wind up my remarks by
Quoting a poem wrhich was written 72
years ago. I think this pricks the bubble
that has been raised by the Opposition.

Mr. Court: Before you conclude, were
you happy with the chain of events that
has been outlined?

Mr. TAYLOR: Whether or not one is
happy is not important. The photograph
which the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion showed was not a pleasant one. it
shows the sort of thing which one sees
each Saturday at soccer, and Sometimes
at football, matches. I do not condone
these things. However, if we take into
account those incidents-such as a man's
life being threatened and a car being
splashed with paint-and compare them
with some of the events that occurred in
the last four or five months when we
have been the Government we will be
convinced that the Opposition is way off
the mark in condemning this Govern-
went.

Mr. Court: I was mentioning something
else. I was referring to the chanting and
the flags.

The SPEAKER: There is no mention of
chanting or flags in the amendment be-
fore the Chair.

Mr. TAYLOR: I do not wish to bore the
House completely so I will quote two verses
written in 1898 concerning a riot in Kal-
goorlie. The verses concern the Premier
of the day-John Forrest.

The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot see
that anything which happened in 1898 will
have very much to do with the am end-
ment before the Chair. If the poem which
the Minister is about to read brings out
any points in relation to the amendment
he can read it. Otherwise, please refrain.

Mr. TAYLOR: I accept what you have
said, Mr. Speaker, and you are quite right.
It is a derisive poem, and points out what
the newspapers of the day made of the
riots in Kalgoorlie. The Premier of the
day had his top hat trodden on, and he
lost a button.

Mr. O'Connor: Did he have his head
in the top hat at the time?

Mr. TAYLOR: I do not think so. I
repeat the point I have been making: Con-
cern has been expressed that the Govern-
ment is subject to direction by an outside
body. The bulk of the people have elected
us to the Government benches. It is also
claimed that the Government has con-
doned and identified itself with actions
intended to cause disruption, and that
the Government has failed to take effec-
tive action. I feel I have effectively re-
futed those statements.
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MVR. R. L. YOUNG (Wembley) 18.02
P.m.): I was interested in the remark made
by the Mivnister for Labour that the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition had, in some way,
lowered the standard of the debate in the
House. If that is the case I am afraid I
will probably sink the debate because, per-
haps, I would not be as competent as Pre-
vious speakers. I am certain that the Min-
ister has not refuted the suggestion in the
amendment, as he claimed to do in the
closing stages of his speech.

I do not think the Minister refuted the
suggestion that the Government of the
day is a proxy Government; that it is
really only a proxy for Trades Hall. on
the 10th June, 1971, the State Executive
of the A.L.P. called on the Government
to defer a decision on the proposed Pac-
minex alumina refinery until environ-
mental protection machinery had been set
up by legislation. At the behest of the State
Secretary of the A.L.P. (Mr. Chamber-
lain), the State Executive of the A.L.P.
made this a directive to the Government,
and not a suggestion. He made this quite
clear, not only in the Press but also on
television when he said, "The decision is
binding on the Government. If anyone
is unsure of what that means I suggest
he consults a dictionary". I do not think
there is much doubt as to the meaning.

Mr. Graham: Will the member for Wem-
bley quote the Premier's reaction to that?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Yes.
Mr. Graham: What about doing it?
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The only reaction

from the Premier was that some days later
he said the dispute between the A.L.P.
State Executive and the Government had
been overcome, or words to that effect.
There was no further rift between the two
wings of the party. However, I do not think
that is terribly important.

Mr. Graham: What about the newly-
appointed research officer?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I can tell the Dep-
uty Premier that the research officer does
not carry out any research for me. As I
was saying, the decision was binding and
those present at the meeting, when the de-
cision was made, included the Minister
for Works in his capacity as President of
the A.L.P. Also the Minister for Health was
present.

When those Ministers were asked to
comment on the decision they had no com-
menit to make. They could not very well
comment because it is very difficult to
serve two masters. Obviously, two masters
had appeared on the scene. How could
those ministers comment on an A.L.P.
State Executive decision which would
mean immediate disfavour with Mr.
Chamberlain and the inevitable chop? On
the other hand if they disagreed with the
Cabinet decision, they would make a
laughing-stock of the Government.

Mr. Taylor: Does the member for Wem-
bley know of anyone who has ever been
chopped?

Mr. R, L. YOUNG: No comment was
made by the Minister for Works who said
that, in his opinion, the Deputy Leader of
the opposition was only fishing. I can only
say that the bait seems to be right and the
fish are biting.

On the 12th June the Minister for Works,
as State President of the A.LP., said that
the State Executive would probably view
the situation in a different light because
of the information that had now been re-
vealed by the Premier. The information
which had been revealed was that the re-
finery would be bound by all future legisla-
tion, as well as existing legislation, on en-
vironmental protection and would be sub-
ject to the decisions of the environmental
protection authority.

However, that is not the point. The point
I want to make for the benefit of the De-
Duty Premier is whether or niot the State
Executive of the A.L.P. tried to influenqe
the Government in any way. The main
point is that the conflict occurred, and the
Deputy Premier made a plea to his party,
at the time, for unity. He thought the
matter important enough to make such
a plea. He said, "We are in this together,
we will sink or swim together." He criti-
cised Party members who viewed the par-
liamentary wing with suspicion and
thought it necessary to put controls on La-
bor members of Parliament. He said. "It is
time we grew up and displayed confidence
in our parliamentary members. Members
of Parliament should not be regarded as a
race apart."

I agree. I saw the Deputy Premier make
statements to this effect on television, and
he made them freely and extremely well.

Mr. Court: They were impassioned.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I thought the re-
marks were reasonably impassioned. The
Deputy Premier went on to say that when
a Labor man, previously regarded as above
reproach, became a member of Parliament
it was found necessary to have some
strings, some control over him, to see that
he kept to the straight and narrow path.
He said he wondered how the only ones
able to interpret Labor policy-entrusted
to do the things the party was founded for
-are people who have not been elected to
Parliament. while those who are parlia-
mentary members are somehow under sus-
picion. I think that is fair comment. It
had to be said, and it was said well.

The main point is that the conflict did
occur. Not only is such a conflict against
the recognised principles of a democratic
Government, but it goes dangerously close
to intimidation of members and interfer-
ence with Cabinet Ministers, both offences
being punishable under the Criminal Code.

Mr. Jamieson: Who would back the
authority?
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Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Professor K, Bray-
brooke.

Mr. Jamieson: What would he know?
Mr. R,. L. YOUNG: Is the Minister for

Works any better qualified?
Mr. Jamnieson: Well, is the member for

Wembley?
Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: I am prepared to

admit I am not taking the part of an
expert. We have a suggestion that has
not been refuted: the condemnation of the
present Government because It Is subject
to Trades Hal] domination. When this
sort of statement is made there is always
a laugh, as the Minister for Works is now
laughing. Whether such statements are
made on the hustings or In this House,
or anywhere else, members of the Labor
Party are always prepared to laugh and
say that it does not happen. However.
it has happened; it always has happened;
and it will always happen.

Secondly, let us examine the charge that
the Government condoned the actions of
the Federal body of the T.W.U. when it
unceremoniously and undemocratically
threw out the State President of the
T.W.U. The Government clearly condoned
the action of the Federal body. By the
very statement of the Premier on the
Government's support of the Hawke line
in regard to the controversy that led up
to the sacking of the State President of
the T.W.U., the Government clearly con-
dones the subsequent actions of the Federal
body.

What an indictment that action was on
the credibility of the trade union move-
ment. On the one hand the Federal body
of the union gave the right to its branches
to exercise their discretion based on moral
grounds in respect of decisions to be made
on moral issues. When a decision is made
and it goes against the wishes of the
Federal body the wise men from the East
simply come to Western Australia and
carry out their form of justice-what they
call justice is Hungary justice and Cheko-
slovakia justice.

When the member for Mt. Lawley re-
cently referred to Mr. Farrow's treatment,
the Deputy Premier implied that Mr.
Farrow had become a Liberal Party hero.
It was a shame that a man like Farrow
was forced to take steps that made him
a hero in some people's eyes and a traitor
in others. Farrow was probably a man
who was quite happy to go on doing his
job as a trade union leader, and as a
worker. He did not expect that because
of a moral decision he was to be thrown
into the glare of the public spotlight. He
suddenly found he was hated by the people
who previously supported him, just be-
cause he took a certain stand.

Mr. Lapham: Farrow exceeded his
authority; he did riot understand his Job.

Mr. ft. L. 'YOUNG: That is true. To do
what he was told to do; that is what
he did not understand.

Mr. Court: He thought his appointment
was dinkum.

Mr. R,. L. YOUNG: How insulting is it
to suggest that because a man has the
courage to stand up for his principles he
somechow acquires the aura of a traitor.
That man did not deserve that treatment.

Mr. Graham: If the member for Wembley
does not do as he is told he will find the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition on his
b ac

The SPEhAKER: Order!I
Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: We, on this side of

the House, do not stand around in quaking
fear of our leaders. The member for Collie,
in an attack on a well reasoned speeckby
the member for Flo reat, spoke about the
Eureka Stockade, and the early strugglb$
of the union movement. How often have
we heard such justification, and how true
such Justification was in the days of the
Eureka Stockade.

Mr. Jones: Was it true or false?
Mr. ft. L. YOUNG: I said: how true the

justification was-aO years ago when the
Eureka Stockade took place.

Mr. Jones: There was need for the for-
mation of a trade union movement then.

Mr. R,. L. YOUNG: Yes, there was need
for the formation of a trade union move-
ment then. The speech by the member
for Floreat was not based on the founda-
tion of the trade union movement.

Mr. Jones: It was a condemnation of the
trade union movement.

Mr. R, I.. YOUNG: The member for
Floreat was talking about the trade union
movement now.

Mr. Jones: it was a perfect condemna-
tion of the trade union movement.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: How hollow these
suggestions are now when we see trade
union movements putting in the boots
whenever they see a head. Of course, there
is a necessity for a trade union movement,
but it seems to me to be a fairly unskilled
approach to matters for the unions to set
themselves up as dictators.

Mr. Jamieson: The member for Wembley
wears the same Jackboots as Frank Cross.

Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: Look who's talking
about jackboots[

Mr. O'Neil: He is a man who compli-
mented your Minister for Labour.

The SPEAKER: Order!I Would members
please address the Chair.

Mr. ft. L. YOUNG:- I ask: What is the
role of the trade union movement? its
role is to protect the worker, but it seems
that the worker is not being protected-
regarding his income-by continued strike
action which occurs at the drop of a hat
on every single issue that one can possibly
imagine. Another role of the trade union
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movement is to protect the working condi-
tions but this occurs very rarely these days
since Hawke-ism became the popular thing.
How often does the trade union movement
try to influence its own members and
convince those members that the best way
to ensure-and insure-their own future
and their income is to ensure that the
productivity for which they are responsible
keeps pace with the income protection they
are getting? That sort of thing is very
rarely spoken about by trade union leaders
because they are too busy talking about
other things that have no industrial basis.

I did not intend to speak for such a
long time. It is quite clear that the Gov-
ernment has condoned the actions of the
unions in political irresponsibilities and
that it should be condemned for doing so.
I support the amendment.

MR. W. A. MANNING (Narrogin) (8.16
p.m.]: Mr. Speaker, I rise to support this
amendment to the Address-in-Reply. I
have noted the words of the Minister for
Labour when he told us how he had taken
an interest in various associations and
groups in order to put himself in the
right position to make wise decisions. I
certainly commend him for that-it is a
move in the right direction-but surely it
is an indication of an intention only, and
it should be supported by some action to
control the organised disruption that is
taking place in the meantime.

we are concerned at the things that have
been happening recently. I think the Gov-
ernment has a responsibility in regard to
them. Surely the whole community is not
to be held to ransom because of a few men
-whom the Minister mentioned-in some
of these groups. I do not know how few
they are in number but they are causing
disruption.

We are faced with organised disruption
in the industrial sphere in many respects.
We are faced with a railway strike. Why
should these things be permitted to take
place and disorganise the whole com-
munity? Everybody suffers. The Govern-
ment has not been able to prevent these
things from occurring. There is, therefore,
something wrong with a policy that only
dips into the future and is not revealing
itself in the present.

I would like to Point out that this mo-
tion does not deal only with industrial
activities: it deals with any activities
causing disruption. We all noted the action
of the Premier in encouraging disruption
in connection with the tour of the Spring-
boks. In my opinion, that is not the role
of the Premier of a State of which we are
justly proud. Many remarks were made
about M.T.T. buses being used to transport
the Springboks. This was looked on with
disfavour by the Government; so much so
that the Premier has said he would take
action to ensure that M.T.T. buses did not
transport the Springboks if they came here
again.

Such actions should not be indulged in
by a Premier who upholds the law and
integrity of the country, and I think it
is time this sort of disruption ceased. If
disruption is encouraged at the higher
levels, how can wve expect respect for the
law amongst the younger generation? We
are told of the hundreds of cars that are
stolen. We are told of the incidence of
rape. We are told of the wilful damage
to Property, which costs the M.T.T., the
railways, and local government thousands
of dollars. If the Premier and Ministers
encourage disruption we cannot expect the
rest of the community not to break the law.

Mr. Taylor: Did this not happen during
the last 12 years when you were in gov-
ernment?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: At least the Gov-
ernment showed respect for the law. I
do not say such things did not happen but
I do say there is a reason for them when
people follow the example of the Premier
and the Government, whereas this reason
did not exist previously.

I would like to mention that considerable
compulsion is exerted on people who are
genuine trade unionists. I have no objec-
tion to this. I was once a unionist myself;
I had to join the clerks' union.

Mr. Taylor: Do you know that farmers
once declared some farms black?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: One has to dig
a long way back for that. In my opinion,
this idea of calling things black is only
another form of apartheid. To call a thing
black seems to derogate it. People then
complain about apartheid.

Compulsory unionism is a feature of the
present day whereby a man is com-
pelled to join a union in order to
get a job, or to retain his job.
It is essential that a man should
have what is called a right in order that
he may carry on with the job he is cut out
for. Surely this implies a right to work if a
man desires to work, and to work in a place
where he desires to work. It also implies
a right to resign from a job If a man so
desires. But no-one should have the right
to tell a man he cannot work in a job when
he has Paid for what might be called a
license to work in that job.

That sort of thing is happening today.
People who continue to work when they are
told to go out on strike are called un-
imaginable names because they are doing
their Job. This is encouraging the break-
ing of the law, and when the Government
gives its support by inaction it is time
something was done about it.

The Deputy Premier is recorded in
The West Austraian of the 15th June this
year as warning the A.L.P. not to inter-
fere with the party's political wing. "It
is time we grew up," he said. Surely that
is an acknowledgment that the A.L.P.
interferes with the Parliamentary Labor
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Party. The Deputy Premier's remarks fol-
lowed an order by the A.LP. State Execu-
tive that was binding on the Government,
or so we were told by Mr. Chamberlain.
The State Executive of the A.LP. took the
matter of a recommendation and made it
a directive. The Premier told us there
was a conflict between the oath taken by
Ministers and their obligation to the
A.LP.

It will be interesting to see which one
prevails because the A.L.P. has the right
to expel any member who does not con-
form with the pledge. That is the
extreme penalty contained in the A.LP.
platform. Yet we have these faceless men
who do not have to face the electors. This
principle in government is entirely wrong.
We should not be governed by people who
have no right to govern or dictate to mem-
bers of Parliament, who at this time, un-
fortunately, are members of the Govern-
ment. When Ministers are told from out-
side what to do, it is time to draw the
line.

The Premier has been a great advocate
of observance of the law. When he was
on the Opposition benches, I can recall
his telling us many times how the law
should be observed. Let us take one or
two instances of more recent date when
the Premier has mentioned this subject.
In his political notes on the 18th March
he said-

If it's right for hairdressers to dis-
regard the law, then it follows that it is
right for everybody else who, for selfish
reasons, believes that when the law
imposes some restraint which is irk-
some to the individual, then that indi-
vidual is entitled to disregard the law
and to expect that no penalties will be
imposed.

Mr. Rushton: Shame!
Mr. W. A. MANNING: That is fairly

straight talk. Why should we obey the
law when others do not? In the same
article the Premier said-

(We) have to decide for ourselves
what Is the real authority of the law.

One cannot disagree with that, and the
Premier said it. He also said, as quoted in
The West Australian of the 16th February.
19711, when he was asked what he intended
to do about abortion control-

I have always been a very firm be-
liever in the necessity to obey the law
as It stands--no matter what the law
Is.

That is probably right, yet the following
statement is reported in The West Auzs-
tralian of the 23rd March. 1971-

The Premier. Mr. Tonkin, said yes-
terday that the Government had in-
structed the Midland Junction Abat-
toir Board to stop its prosecution of
the Meat Industry Employees' Union
over last year's meat strike.

There has been considerable disruption
to the trade and business of the State
and to the farming community, which is
in dire straits at the present time and
which, during the election campaign, the
Premier so many times promised to help.
He told the united farmers and graziers
he was really behind them. Yet the whole
industry was disturbed and the farmers
lost thousands of dollars because the sheep
could not be slaughtered.

When it comes to punishing those who
took part in that strike, and enforcing the
lawv, the Premier says, "Don't do any-
thing about it." An atrocious state of
affairs exists at the present time when,
on one band, we have tbe Premier telling
us how the law must be observed, and,
on the other hand, the law is being dis-
obeyed.

It Is true that the Premier cannot stop
people disobeying the law but he can dis-
courage them and punish them when they
do so. To do nothing is to accept a state
of affairs which we cannot tolerate, and
it is quite Proper that the amendment
which has been moved should be made
to the Address-in-Reply so that the Gov-
ernor himself will be made fully aware
of the current situation, If he is not al-
ready aware of it. I support the amend-
ment.

MR. MENSAROS (Floreat) (8.26 p.m.]:
Mr. Speaker, as you know, about a week
ago I expressed the same concern as that
contained in this motion to amend the
Address-in-Reply to His Excellency's
Speech. I would have expected some
criticism-or at least something which I
would call criticism-of the remarks I
made which would also have indicated
negation of the contentions In this amend-
ment. Instead, apart from a few of the
customary remarks--such as, "A lot of
rubbish and nonsense," when I sat down,
and the Introductory remarks of the mem-
ber for Collie who said that what I had
said was utter nonsense-I have heard
nothing from the other side, either in
reply to my remarks or in reply to this
amendment, which could be taken as con-
tradicting those arguments, Certainly the
member for Collie made a few remarks
regarding one of my suggestions&-and I
am grateful for that to a certain extent-
but he was stirring quite different waters.
During the speeches of the member for
Collie and the Minister for Labour a de-
fence was made of propositions which
were not put forward from this side of
the House.

During the course of speeches and inter-
jections, the question was asked as to what
interest, information, or understanding I
would have about the whole matter when
I had not been a member of a union. You
Mr. Speaker, did not rule out this amend-
maent because the mover, the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, had never been



[Tuesday, 3 August, 1971] 6

a member of the Labor Party, which
would have been the logical consequence
of such an argument. I1 do not think the
member f or Collie would have regarded
the Attorney-General as not being com-
petent to speak about chiropractors be-
cause he was not a chiropractor, nor that
the Minister for Industrial Development,
when he was Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition, knew nothing about scientology,
when he made his marathon speech on
that subject, because he was not a scien-
tologist.

Mr. Jones: I did not suggest that the
speech be ruled out of order.

Mr. MENSAROS: No. I said that the
member for Collie's argument and Inter-
jections were to the effect that if one Is
not a member of a union one does not
understand matters concerning unions.

Mr. Jones: That would be so.
Mr. MENSAROS: In that ease everyone

who speaks on a subject does not under-
stand that subject unless he has a per-
sonal and physical experience of it. Would
the honourable member suggest that the
Minister for Agriculture may not speak
about anything other than education be-
cause he was a school teacher? Would
he suggest that the minister for mines or
the member for Northam may not speak
about anything other than railways?

Mr. Jones: Prom where do you get your
knowledge in regard to the function of
trade unions? That is what concerns me.

Mr. MENSAROS: I am merely saying
that that is not an argument against the
whole contention.

Mr. Jamieson: That is if you saw both
sides. But you do not see both sides.

Mr. MENSAROS: The only speaker tothis amendment from the other side of the
House was the Minister for Labour. AS
the Minister has always spoken with in-
telligence and logic I would have expected
that he would deal one by one with the
charges-that is what he called them-
contained in the amendment in order to
answer them. However, he read into the
amendment certain words which are not
contained in it at all. He spoke about
industrial unrest which does not even
figure in the amendment, and he answered
a case which does not appear in the amend-
ment. It was most convenient for him to
defend a charge which we did not lay.

Mr. Taylor: An amendment to the
Address-in-Reply can be only an attack
on the Government. We can only answer
an attack on the Government. We cannot
support individuals from outside.

Mr. MENSAROS: In brief, the amend-
ment concerns a problem which is similar
to one I mentioned in my speech on the
Address-in-Reply. I said that certain
organisations-whether they be unions, or

the Executive of the A.LP., as mentioned
by the mover of this amendment-are
usurping the power of the Government.
The Minister did not defend the Govern-
ment at all in this respect. He spoke
about industrial unrest, and what he said
was probably correct-I cannot check his
figures. However, he did not speak to
the amendment.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, when you were
reading the Standing Orders I wondered
whether you were on the verge of checking
him for not speaking to the amendment.
The Minister said that the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition attacked the Labor
Party. I can see nothing in this motion
attacking the Labor Party. Certainly it
says that the Government is subject to
direction by an outside body which is not
subject to the control of the electors.

Mr. Jamieson:* There are none so blind
as those who cannot see.

Mr. MENSAHOS: I see that the Premier
is laughing, but that is what is contained
in the amendment and that is what the
Minister did not answer.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Don't you think I'm
entitled to laugh at something which is
funny?

Mr. MENSAROS: Certainly; but in this
case I was hoping that the Premier was
listening to me and not to someone else.
The Minister said the amendment com-
plains that the Government condoned dis-
ruption in industrial disputes. I can see
nothing like that in the amendment. He
went on to say what preparations his
Government made, or is making, to reform
the Industrial Arbitration Act. That
could be very commendable, but it has
nothing to do with the grievances expressed
by the Opposition about the circumstances
which caused this amendment.

in fact, if I were to use the argument
Produced by the Minister for Railways in
relation to a previous amendment, I could
say that no evidence has been produced
that the contentions contained in the
amendment are not true. If we were a
court of justice and the Attorney- General
presided he surely would have to allow this
amendment because certainly no evidence
has been Produced to refute the charges
or the allegations made by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition.

On the other hand plenty of evidence has
been produced in support of the amend-
ment. There are numerous people who hold
opinions which support the complaints
made in the amendment. I have before me
a remark made by Mr. J. R. Grenville, the
Assistant Secretary of the Trades Hall
Council in Queensland. I will not quote it
in full because it has already been quoted.
Probably the Minister for Works will say
that Mr. Grenville is not an authority on
this matter. I1 would not know whether he
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is because I do not know who, in the opin-
ion of the Minister, is an authority on this
matter. However, he said that there are
people who arc using the power given to
them by the union movement as a force of
evil. He went on to say that the people re-
ferred to use that power without regard
for the welfare of the working community.
That is exactly the complaint I made pre-
viously. He also said there is a growing
tendency towards direct confrontation
with the Government, and this must be
resisted. Is not that almost the same word-
Ing as the amendment?

We can go further. The Minister for La-
bour and Industry in Victoria said that
companies have to be protected from be-
ing blackmailed by the unions.

Mr. Taylor: To which party does he be-
long?

Mr. MENSAROS: I suppose that, as the
Minister for Labour, the Minister would
know to which party the Victorian Minis-
ter for Labour belongs. However, that
makes him no less important In his com-
ments.

Mr. Taylor; As long as you know.

The SPEAKER: I would not travel too
far dut of the State. This amendment deals
with the State Government.

Mr. MENSAROS: Thank you, Mr,
Speaker. I do not want to deal with purely
industrial unrest. I am interested in strikes
only if they are called for other reasons
and hinder people going about their lawful
business. Nevertheless, as the Minister
mentioned the number of strikes in the
last six months may I refer to some fig-
tires which give comparisons of strikes In
the years 1988 and 1970? Of course, the
figures are not divided into States; they
refer to the situation in Australia, gener-
ally, which has been referred to before in
this debate. In 1988 there were 1,713 stop-
pages exceeding 10 man-days, whereas in
1970 there were 2,738. In 1968, 1,079,500
working days were lost, and in 1970 the
figure was 2,393,700.

Another proof of the intimidation which
is alleged in this amendment can be found
reported in the Daily News of the 29th
June, under the heading, "Union Leader
Alleges Red Threat on M-Day."1 The union
leader concerned said that the threats
seemed to take the form of "You're stop-
ping on Wednesday or else. . ,.t If that is
not proof of interference in Government
action taking Place, I do not know what
is.

I have another article from The West
Australian of the 29th July which says
that the President of the Queensland
Trades and Labor Council, Mr. J. Egertoni
-and I do not know whether he is the
right or wrong man from the point of view
of members opposite-rightfully said that

the trade union movement was the big-
gest and most important single force in
Australia. He went on to say, however,
that a few anarchists were attempting to
force the movement over to their partic-
ular line of action. He then went on to out-
line what that line of action is. Of course,
that is just the same as the argument out-
lined in the amendment.

Is not the recent general stoppage in
Queensland an argument in support of the
amendment? That stoppage had no indus-
trial grounds whatsoever; it was purely
against an action of the Government,
which action could be supported or opposed,
according to different views. Nevertheless,
the action taken by that Government was
lawful and because the Queensland trade
union movement objected to it a general
stoppage was called, thereby interfering In
Government action. Of course, the stop-
page cost a tremendous amount of money
and caused great inconvenience, and
many lost wages as a consequence.
So Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to
point out in my brief contribution
supporting the amendment that the
Government did not refute the argu-
ments put forward by the Opposition. At
least, I could not hear any-thing in that
regard. These arguments are supported
by many people outside, and even inside,
the union movement.

MVR. L. W. MANNING (Wellington) [8.41
p.m.]: I would'Ilike to support the amend-
ment to the Address-in-Reply which is
now before the House. I am particularly
interested in that part of the amendment
which states that the Government has
condoned and identified itself with actions
Intended to cause disruption In our corn-
munity. I would like to take the oppor-
tunity at once to say how surprised and
dismayed I was when the Premier of Wes-
tern Australia made the announcement
in regard to the visit of the Springboks
rugby team to Australia. I say, "surprised
and dismayed" because I am surprised
that the Premier, who occupies the senior
position in this Parliament, and who has
been a member for many long years,
should take such an action.

The SPEAKER: I do not think the
Springboks' tour can be related to the
amendment before the Chair. I cannot
see any mention of It in the amendment.

Mr. I. W. MANNING: Yes, Mr. Speaker.
I intend to point out to the House that
much of the disruption brought about in
the community in recent times stemmed
from the announcement by the Prem-
ier that his Government was hostile
towards the visit of the South African
rugby team, and that a great deal of dis-
tress amongst unions was caused by that
action. I would also like to refer to the
visit of certain people to China to open
up lines of communication with the people
of China.

464



[Tuesday, 3 August, 19'71l 6

The SPEAKER: Order! No member of
this Government has visited China to open
up lines of communication. I would like
the member for Welllngton to keep to
the amendment.

Mr. Jamieson: I think the member for
Wellington should be sent to China.

Mr. 1. W. MANNING: Mr. Speaker, I
am endeavouring to keep to the amend-
ment and I was using that point as an
illustration to show how important it is
to use sport as a means of opening up
and maintaining lines of communication
between one nation and another. I was
pointing out the success of a certain
sporting team's visit to a certain country
which opened up lines of communication
which are now being exploited.

I seek to prove that there is a. line of
communication between this country and
South Africa through the medium of sport.
It cannot be denied that a great deal of
the distress which has been brought about
recently stemns from the arguments which
arose over the boycott of the South
African team, so I can see a great deal
of relevance between that situation and
the amendment with which we are con-
cerned now.

I think, too, that while we associate our
Ideas with certain events that take place
in South Africa and with certain policies
of the Government of that republic in
regard to the separation of the white and
the black people, and compare them with
the policy in this country of practising
integration between white and black people,
only time will tell which country Is cor-
rect in regard to the policies that are
followed. In our country the policy that
has been laid down has not been 100 per
cent. successful and therefore, as I have
said, only time will tell whether such a
policy will be completely successful, in
much the same way as time will tell
whether the South African polity of
separating black people from white people
will be successful.

I also consider It was rather unfortu-
nate that the Premier made an announce-
ment in regard to the Government's
attitude towards the visiting rugby play-
crs, which attitude was Supported by the
activities encouraged by Bishop Crowther
and Mr. Peter H-amn. Those two gentlemen
purposely visited this State to organise
disruption, and I think the attitude
adopted by the Premier encouraged them
a great deal to contribute much to the dis-
ruptions and disturbances that occurred
throughout the State at the time.

Undoubtedly, the only way to prevent
similar occurrences In the future will be
for the Government to change its attitude
towards those people who take part in
them, because if the Government Is to
give them not only silent support but also
active support by way of making a pro-
nouncement to the people who visit this

country to organize deliberate disruption
we are In for a grim time in the future.

A visit by a South Mfrican cricket team
is also mooted in the near future and If
similar action Is taken to disrupt the com-
munity life of Western Australia, I think
some early indication-

The SPEAKER: Be careful! You are
getting right away from the amendment
because you are surmising that something
will happen in the future. I suggest you
keep to the motion before the Chair. You
have already referred to Springboks and
now you are referring to something that
may happen In the future.

Mr. I. W. MANNING: I advise the
Premier not to make a similar announce-
ment in the future, especially when one
keeps In mind the events of the past few
weeks where a great deal of trouble and
unhappiness was caused by the attitude of
and the action taken by the Government.
Also, this has not yet been cleared up.
I repeat that the amendment seeks to
achieve something inasmuch as we should
have from the Government some indica-
tion of what the Government's attitude
will be in the future when these issues
arise once again.

The other matter on which I join issue
with the Government and on which I wish
to express my surprise and dismay was
the manner In which the Premier associ-
ated himself with the Moratorium march.
This is something that has been bugging
me personally, because once again I could
hardly believe that the Premier would
march up the street with people who were
waving Viet Cong flags. Such action
caused many people throughout the length
and breadth of the State a great deal
of concern. I hope, therefore, that if an-
other Moratorium march Is held the
Premier wvill not associ ate himself with It.
With those few words, and bearing in
mind that I had to keep within the
bounds of the amendment, I again offer
my support of it.

MR. O1CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) [8.50
p.m.]: I support the comments made by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition when
moving this amendment, because I believe
many people in Western Australia are
extremely concerned about the actions of
the Government in certain directions and
its inactivity in others. The lack of support
for the Government by the back-benchers
on the other side of the House is very
obvious because apparently they are con-
cerned for the Government and its obvious
lack of concern for the electors of
this State.

We have had only one speaker from
the Government side of the House. The
Minister spoke very well but he evaded
the points set out in the amendment and
this is rather strange when the Govern-
ment is the subject of a censure motion.

Mr. Jones: Is that what it is called?
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Mr. O'CONNOR: The honourable memnb-
her can call it what he likes, but in this
instance we have had five or six speakers
from this side of the House. but not one
member has spoken from the Government
side of the House. It would appear, there-
fore, that the Government's own members
are not prepared to come in and support
it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The night is still
young.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I know that, but we
are still waiting for the Premier or some
other Government member to speak, and
it is quite obvious that they are Prepared
to let the debate finish without contribut-
ing to it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Don't tell me that you
let Yourself be tricked into getting up!

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier got him-
self tricked into taking part in various
activities, including the Moratorium
march, and I will have something to say
about that as I go along. In the first
part of the amendment the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition has stated-

;but we express concern that the
Government is subject to direction by
an outside body, namely the State
Executive of the Australian Labor
Party, which is not a body subject to
the control of the electors under the
Electoral Laws of this State.

I think it is a pity we have so many
members in this House who are not speak-
ing for themselves or for their electors
and who are belted into submission from
time to time by their leader or deputy
leader. I know that since I have been in
this House-

Mr'. Jones: You were booming us up the
other night. Can't you remember that?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I recollect the incident,
but the member for Collie has gone down
in my estimation. I do not think he should
be on the front benches, because he is
barely attaining the same standard as those
occupying the back benches.

Mr. Taylor: He will be on the front
benches one day.

Mr. O'CONNOR: It is a pity that so
many members of the Government are not
allowed to speak for themselves. Even
when they do say something they often
have to change their views because their
leader or deputy leader belts them into
submission. I can cite what happened
to the present Treasurer when he tried
to support the Government of the day
whilst sitting on this side of the House
as member for Kalgoorlie about five or
six years ago. He had a quick change of
heart when someone got on his back.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Be more specific!

Mr. O'CONNOR: we had another
instance the other evening when the
member for Albany committed himself to

something but
he had said in
on the People

eventually welched on what
the H-ouse and also welched
of Albany.

Mr. T. D. Evans: If the honourable
member wants to speak of something the
member for Kalgoorlie did in the past he
should spell it out.

Mr. O'CONNOR: It was quite obvious
what happened to the member for Albany
the other night. As soon as he was com-
mitted and the motion was moved in the

House, the deputy leader of the Govern-
ment, who was in charge of the House at
the time, almost burned a track across to
the member for Albany to advise him what
he should do or what he should not do.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I cannot see
any mention of this in the amendment.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I will bow to your view,
Sir, and get on with the comments I have to
make on this amendment.

Mr. Jones: We are waiting to hear from
you.

Mr O'CONNOR: We on this side have
been waiting to hear from the honourable
member too, but I do not think we will. It
is very noticeable that the A.L.P. had tc
kow-tow to the T.L.C., because what it
says and does has a great bearing on the
A.LP. I am sure the T.L.C, was one of the
bodies to which the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition was referring when he men-
tioned that some such bodies and the
AL.P, were running this House. I think
there are three or four communists whc
are members of the executive of the T.L.C.
in this State and It Is a Pity that they have
so much to do with the State's administra-
tion. I have mentioned Mr. Marks, Mr.
Paddy Troy and Mr. Latter. There are
many more, but I must confess that I am
not up to date with the names of such
people.

What did concern me greatly were the
comments made by the Premier during the
strike at the Midland Junction Abattoir
some time back. We all know how dis-
tressed the farmers of this State are at
the moment. We also know that their fin-
ances were in a parlous state at the time
when the strike was on. Yet, when the
union members were pulled into gear over
the strike and the abattoir intended tc
fine them, we saw headlines In the paper
such as-

Tonkin: No fines over meat strike.
The article went on to say-

The Premier, Mr. Tonkin, said yes-
terday that the Government had in-
structed the Midland Junction Abat-
toir Board to stop its prosecution of
the Meat Industry Employees' Union
over last year's meat strike.

Mr. Taylor: And there has not been a
strike in that industry since.
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Mr. O'CONNOR: Admittedly, if prompt
action had been taken against the men the
amount the union would have had to pay
would have been small compared with the
amount that was lost by the farming com-
munity in this State as a result of the
strike. This type of disruption is something
we do not want to see again.

I think that the tour of the Springboks. is
extremely relevant to this amendment and
the action taken by the Premier to asso-
ciate himself with this problem is regret-
table; that is, to announce that he would
not make facilities available to the rugby
team that visited this State. I do not care
whether sportsmen are black, white, or
brindle. We should receive them in a
sporting manner and they should not be
treated as they were by the Premier at
that particular time.

We have seen how the Premier inter-
fered with the affairs of the abattoir
board, and how he asked that inquiries be
made into the actions of the police in re-
gard to certain disturbances. I certainly
hope he will niot interfere with any polie
action taken in this State, but will allow
the police to enforce our laws as and when
they are required. It is Parliament's duty
to make the laws and it is the duty of the
police to enforce them, but it is not our
duty to tell the police what to do.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Did the Premier do
that?

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Press quoted the
Premier as having done so.

Mr, J. T. Tonkin: No, it did not; not
doing what you say.

Mr. O'CONNOR: In regard to the possi-
bility of some action being taken against
the police, would the Premier like to tell
us what he did say?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You are making the
speech, and you are saying something that
is not true.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I will say something
that is true. The Premier did take part
in the Moratorium march, and this was
deplorable. It is a pity that the film that
was taken of this march had to be
destroyed. I wonder whether this was
done at the request of the Premier because
he did not want to be associated at some
future time with the people who marched
with him. This is unfortunate because
many disreputable people take part in such
marches-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You are blowing up a
case on pure supposition.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I ask the Premier,
through you, Mr. Deputy Speaker, whether
he took part in the moratorium march?
Of course he did! Also, were instructions
issued to have the films destroyed?

Mr. Court: Deathly silence!

Mr. O'CONNOR: I believe they were
issued. Further, was an officer from the
Minister's office instructed to make sure
the films were destroyed? This is the first
time such action has been taken in this
State and it is deplorable that it had to be
taken by the Government in order to keep
the police under control to a certain
degree.

Sir David Brand: Did not the executive
request some inquiry?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not think the
A.L.P. executive did request an inquiry in
this case at least so far as I know. I think
the Premier also showed very slow action in
connection with Revolt.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That is a reflection on
the Police Force.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am speaking about
the Premier.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You do not know what
the Premier did.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The last letter I re-
ceived from the Premier in connection with
this matter told me that it was not in the
bands of the Police Force. He left it in
tbe hands of the Director -General of Edu-
cation and the Director of the Western
Australian Instiute of Technology. I
wrote back expressing my concern about
it and I have received nothing further from
the Premier.

Mr, J. T. Tonkin: You know it was in
the hands of the C.I.B.

Mr. Court: How would we?
Mr. O'CONNOR: The last letter I re-

ceived stated that it was in the hands of
the Director -General of Education.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Who had placed it in
the hands of the C.IlB., and you knew that.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I have here the letter
from the Premier and it is obvious he does
not remember what is in it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Read it.
Mr. O'CONNOR: If the Premier does not

mind waiting a moment, I will read it. I
am sorry to take up this much time-

Mr. May: Hear! Hear!
Mr. O'CONNOR: -in connection with

this matter.
Mr. Jamieson: The letter is in the blue

file!
Mr. O'CONNOR: r think the Minister

could be right!
Mr. Court: We would not have any red

ones, anyhow!
Mr. O'CONNOR: I know it does take a

while to find some of this information at
times, but the Premier has asked me to
read the letter and therefore I will read
the last one I received from him, dated
the 28th May, 1971, as follows:-

With further reference to your letter
of 11th May regarding the distribution
in high schools of the Publication
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"Revolt", I forward for your confiden-
tial information a copy of reports
recently received from the Commis-
sioner of Police on this subject.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Does that not tell you
where it was?

Mr. O'CONNOR: Hang on. I have not
finished the letter. Does the Premier not
realise he wrote more?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: There is no need to
read any more. That is enough.

Mr. O'CON'NOR: The letter continues-
You will note that it has been de-

cided to await the outcome of the
forthcoming discussion between the
Director-General of Education and the
Director of the Institute of Technology
in relation to the student mainly con-
cerned in the activities of "Revolt".

I wrote back to the Premier immediately
following that, along these lines:

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What date?
Mr, O'CONNOR: The 30th May. I wrote

as follows-
My Dear Premier,-

Sir David Brand: Very cosy!
Mr. O'CONNOR: To continue-

r acknowledge with extreme dis-
appointment, your letter of the 28th
inst. regarding the article 'Revolt' and
advising you are awaiting outcome of
discussions with the Director General
of Education and the Director of the
Institute of Technology regarding this
matter.

In my opinion this matter is of such
importance that I feel a decision
should not have been left to these
people, but that you should have in-
stigated an inquiry to find who is
responsible for this action.

It would appear that student
Graham Milner could be just a front
for an Organisation obviously bent on
undermining our state with this vici ous
propaganda, and you are prepared to
sit back and not take the quick and
urgent action necessary.

Communism has crept into many
parts of the world through apathy on
behalf of many People, fortunately we
aro still reasonably free in Australia,
but I believe you have a responsibility
to the electors to endeavour to main-
tain a free and democratic State.

That is the last I heard from the Premier
on that publication, as I indicated.

As I said, it is with regret that I report
I have heard nothing more in regard to
this matter, because I believe that this
Organisation is a front for the communist
group in this State. I believe it is a
very big front and that it is moving at a
much greater speed than we would like.
It is up to this Government to take action
to prevent this type of uprising in this

State, including this type of behaviour in
schools and the takeover of schools by
students with the use of Molotov cocktails
against principals and police.

In connection with law and order we
have already heard the comments of the
clerks' union, and I believe those comments
are very good. it is a pity more unions
are not rising up and giving same sort
of indication of their own ideas in con-
nection with the Springboks' tour. It is
quite obvious that the T.L.C. has lost the
support of many unions on this matter.

It was a pity, too, to see an Organisation
such as the Bright Spot acted against by
the unions in this State because it served
food at the Perry Lakes stadium. No
action was taken against the M.T.T. which
supplied the buses. If we consider the
position of the Bright Spot, we must realise,
that had it not supplied alcohol to members
of the tour entering its hotels it would
have broken the laws of the State and
action could have been taken against it.
But here again the unions stated that if
the Bright Spot did supply liquor it would
be banned. When an organisation takes
this action and encourages people to break
the law, it is a Pity action is not taken
against it.

The Minister for Labour did make some
comments regarding the fact that the last
six months was the period most free from
strikes in this State for some time. I
would remind him that we were the Gov-
ernment for some of that time and I
would assume the first three months
covered the most strike-free period. The
Minister also stated that if there were an
election today the Government might be
returned with a bigger majority. I think
he is quite right. The Government might
be returned; but I feel it would not
be! In this regard if we look at the last
Gallup poll we find there is a big swing
back to Liberals in Australia and the
biggest swing back would be in this State
because of the actions of the present Gov-
ernment.

It is good to see a fellow like Farrow
who showed the courage of his convic-
tions and took the action necessary in
connection with the Springboks' tour. Then
he was immediately sacked. What chance
has a union man in this State unless he
falls into line with the desires of Mr.
Hawke?

I believe the comments made by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition are very
worth while and that this amendment is
a good one. I therefore who leheartedly
support it.

MRt. ,JAMIESON (Belmont-Minister for
Works) 19.07 p.m.]: I think the Opposition
would realise that at some stage I would
have reason to defend the mighty Australian
Labor Party and that it would be most
inappropriate if I did not. However, before
doing so I would like to say that the
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:hing I like least of all in political humbug
s hypocrisy; and the hypocrisy shown by
.hose Opposition members who have spoken
.onight is so obvious.

As members of political parties we will
d~l face up to another election. However,
:he difference between the Country Party,
be Liberal Party, and the Labor Party is
Mat the Liberal Party and the Country
?arty have their conclaves in silence and
n secret in what are known as caucuses.
In other words, what takes place within
;heir precincts neither we on this side
ior the public at large have any idea
ibout. We do not know whether their
members are instructed or requested, or
xvhether they are dealt with in any way
)y their organisations, No-one knows be-
:ause their meetings are held in complete
;ecrecy.

On the other hand you, Mr. Speaker,
AviIl be well aware that the Australian
tabor Party has open councils. My brother
.Winister earlier this evening clearly indi-
rnted that this was one of the reasons the
Press has such a birthday; and we do not
leny it this right. We believe the proceed-
ings of a public organisation should be
mnown to the public.

Surely the complaint against the Corn-nunist Party, about which the member
bor Wembley was speaking so keenly, as
;'ere some other members, is that we do
iot know what it is doing. Its members
ire insidious. Well, we cannot have it
both ways. We cannot display to the
)eople our openness and be prepared to?ace them and tell them what we are
loing, and on the other hand be castigated
)ecause we do Just that.

Mr. Court: You are talking about open
Iounclls, not the State Executive.

Mr. JAMIESON: That is open. The
)eputy Leader of the Opposition cannot
ittend its meetings, but the Press can and
loes so each week.

Mr. Court: But the Press does not decide
what information it will make public.

Mr. JAMIESON: Of course it does. This
s where the Deputy Leader of the Op-
3osltion does not understand what he is
;alking about.

Mr. Court: I know more about it than
ou think, and I know how they come

mo give you directions on occasions.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. May: You want to come along one

iight.
Mr. JAMIESON: We might be able to

;neak the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
.n under a nom de plume.

Mr. Court: I remember the case of Mr.
4 awrence.

Mr. JAMIESON: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition might be so impressed he
night want to sign the pledge he so often
luotes.

Mr. Court: Like fun! They tried hard
for years to get me to sign that!

Mr. JAMIESON: He might think it has
great merit.

The fact that we have done this has
been proved over a long time. We have
found during the past that because we
did not show our hand the Press dealt with
us as it liked and chose to make an image
of 36 faceless men, and all that sort of
thing. With the State Executive as it is
now constituted with about 120 delegates,
if they all attend, the image would prob-
ably now be 120 faceless men. However
we chose not to have that situation and
our councils right through the movement
are open to Press scrutiny, and the Press
is not restricted in any way with regard
to what it may report.

Much has been expressed concerning the
way the trade union movement might in-
fluence us. There again, because of long
and hard experience of difficulties we have
a Labor Advisory Council which is equally
representative of the Parliamentary Labor
Party, the Executive of the Australian
Labor Party, and the trade union move-
ment and if we face any difficulties we
conduct a round-table talk. This is the
difference between us and what is now
the Opposition.

The opposition wants to whip in and
fine people, belt them, kick them, and do
anything as long as they knock them
down and as long as there are no strikes.
As far as I am concerned this is quite
ridiculous unless we are able to carry it
to its conclusion, and no Government has
ever been able to do that. It is true that
fines have been imposed and surrepti-
tiously, of course, when the Brand Govern-
ment was in office someone paid the fines
for the unions, and federally, when fines
were imposed someone paid them. The
fines never seem to be collected from the
right source, so what is the use of such
legislation?

Mr. Court: You have probably a far
better idea of who Paid that last fine
to get the unionists out of a mess.

Mr. JAMIESON: Probably it was the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

Mr. Court: No. It was someone closely
associated with the trade union move-
ment.

Mr. JAMIESON: The point of the matter
is that someone always comes along and
pays these fines and it is always someone
unknown to the public. Someone does it
secretively. If justice is to be done and
appear to have been done we should know
who is paying the fine and the person pay-
ing the fine should be the person upon
whom it was imposed if there is to be any
sense in Imposing a fine in the first place.
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It is tar better that we have dialogue
between the various forces in the com-
munity than to stand off throwing rocks
at one another as the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition chooses to do.

Mr. Court: That is not true.
Mr. JAMIESON: The Deputy Leader of

the Opposition knows it is true.
Mr. Court: You know your three mili-

tant unions have been trying to-
Mr. JAMIESON: The Deputy Leader of

the Opposition has been doing it ever since
he has been in the House and he will be
doing it long after he leaves the House.
I do not know what he is trying to prove.

Mr. Court: You know people are stopping
men earning money they want to earn and
they should earn.

Mr. JAMIESON: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is harping on this. The fol-
lowving appeared in The West Australian
of the 29th July:-

FALL IN COST OF STRIKES
By ALAN THORNH!ILL

The State's losses through strikes in
the first three months of this year
were much lower than in the same
Period last year.

In round figures the cost of strikes
fell by about 75 per cent.

From January to the end of March
last year the State lost almost 41,000
working days through strikes.

In the same period this year the loss
was less than 9,000 working days.

In the first three months of 1970
W.A. workers lost almost $509,000 in
wages by striking.

In the March quarter this year
strikes cost them less than $134,000.

Whether it was because of the election or
for any other reason, I say that they knew
they could enter into dialogue with those
on this side whereas they cannot meet
those on the other side on any terms.

Mr. Court: You know instructions went
out from the T.L.C. to go quietly on strikes
before the election and your communist
friends baulked about it.

Mr. JAMIESON: I only wish that in-
structions had gone out. The first week
after I took office as Minister, as I have
already mentioned, we were in turmoil over
a strike, but we were not prepared to do
what the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion would have done; namely, threaten
penalties and other kinds of reprisals and
cause People to be without electricity for
three or four days while fighting and
"skivvying" around rather than entering
into some form of dialogue and getting
down to the job that should be done with
the trade union movement.

Mr. Court: It was an interunion strike.

Mr. JAMIESON: How many times has
the Deputy Leader of the opposition sat
at a table in conference with trade union
leaders and tried to work things out?

Mr. Court: How many times have I re-
ceived union deputations? I was Minister
for Railways for seven years.

The SPEAKER: order! The honourable
member will address the Chair.

Mr. JAMIESON: Do you know, Mr.
Speaker, from your own experience how
many times the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position has done this? Perhaps if I ask
the question through you, Sir, he may be
able to reply through you.

Mr. Court: If Mr. Speaker agrees to ask
me, I will tell you. The answer is "plenty."

Mr. JAMIESON: I do not know why the
Deputy Leader of the opposition would
not have discussions at that level. I am
particularly surprised at the attitude of
Country Party members on this matter,
because the member for Narrogin and
others of his party are more closely asso-
ciated with those who bend their backs
to earn a living from menial tasks in the
country. Why do they not have discussions
at this level?

Mr. W. A. Manning: Who told you that?

Mr. JAMIESON: I only say the Country
Party does not seem to be able to. but
wvants to have a slap at everybody, too.
for no reason at all. It is quite unneces-
sary to do this.

Mr. W. A. Manning: Don't believe it.

Mr. JAMIESON: There are far better
means. This brings me to the criticism
that has been levelled at my leader in
connection with the Moratorium march.
All individuals in our society should be able
to express their attitudes in life freely
and should, necessarily, be able to express
their opposition to the situation in Viet-
nam. The Moratorium march was aimed
at that.

I was proud to be associated with the
first march. My wife and two children
were associated with it, too. My wife
associated with it of her own choice, and
our children came along with us. We got
wet through but wve thought it was well
worth while. I would have been on this
march with my leader except for a com-
mitment associated with my office which
precluded me from marching. There is
nothing to be ashamed of. My leader has
nothing to be ashamed of through associat-
ing with this.

Mr. Court: And involving school child-
ren?

Mr. JAMIESON: He should feel proud
to be associated with a movement that
aims towards world peace. People in the
world are coming around to the view that
they should talk about this, in any event.
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Nothing has been achieved in any other
way over many years. Surely it is time
we tried to achieve a satisfactory con-
clusion and see an end to the carnage
about which we protest so strongly. It
is true that in such marches-the same as
with Prosh-we see the ratbags, the
stupids, and the fools -who do foolish things.
They are hard to control in a big crowd.
No matter who the organisers, are-
whether undergraduates at the university
or people associated with the Moratorium
march-this is a factor which is very
difficult to control. To their credit, the
organisers of the Moratorium march did
reasonably well. It was a peaceful march
and, ats I Say, people who tried to disrupt
it and did silly things like sitting down
in an attempt to stop the traffic were not
appreciated by the many genuine people
who took part in the march.

Mr. Court: What is your reaction to
People who were chanting, "Victory to the
Viet Cong"?

Mr. J'AMIESON: They are some of the
stupid people.

Mr. Court: They didn't think they were
stupid. They were there with a mission.

Mr. JAMIESON: They were only part
of the march.

Mr. Court: They want the other side
to win.

Mr. JAMIESON: I wish one side would
win up there and hurry up and do so. We
seem to be achieving nothing at the
present time. I hope it will not be long
before neither side is in the position of
wanting to win. We know that the
President of South Vietnam now wants to
talk with the North. This is encouraging
and this has been the aim of protests;
namely, to get the minds of people focused
upon talking to one another instead of
throwing stones at one another. We
should see a little more of this change in
attitude.

Mr. 1. W. Manning: Can we apply that
to the Springboks, too?

Mr. JAMIESON: I was just going to
come to the Springboks, which is an inter-
esting subject. The other evening we
heard the member for Floreat. refer to
various charters and covenants of the
United Nations in support of his case. It
is strange, but tonight he did not deal with
the attitude of the United Nations. I seem
to remember that about last Thursday
that body had something to say about the
Springboks' tour in Australia. The
United Nations is not too keen on the
various Governments in Australia asso-
ciating with the tour and the way it pro-
gressed. Not only has the United Nations
express:!d its opinion in this way, but also
the World Tennis Federation and the
Olympic Federation. We are in fairly
good company. These people are organ-
isers. of world sport.

Mr. W. G. Young: Why was there no
protest about the South African life-
savers who came here earlier in the year?

Mr. JAMIESON: There was a protest.
If the honourable member throws his
mind back he will recall considerable pro-
tests at Scarborough and one or two ar-
rests.

Mr. W. G. Young: They were not de-
prived of facilities.

Mr. JAMIESON: No, they were not de-
prived of facilities, but the crescendo has
risen since that time.

Mr. W. 0, Young: It has become popu-
lar.

Mr. JAMIESON: it is getting greater all
the time. This will happen and was evi-
dent with the first and second Mora-
torium marches.

Mr. R. L. Young: The Premier said he
did not regard the lifesavers as organ-
ised Sport.

Mr. O'Neil: It was the Premier's own
statement.

Mr. R. L. Young: Dualistic!
Mr. JAMIESON: The Premier did a re-

markable thing; he supported a move-
ment that aims for peace. It may go
against the grain of the member for
Wembley if he wants a continuation of
the hostility.

Mr. R. L.. Young: I am talking about
supporting the South African lifesavers
when they were here.

Mr. JAMIESON: I do not know in what
way the bonourable member claims the
Premier supported them. Perhaps he is
claiming that the Premier went to see
them. I do not know. I do know that the
Premier has not changed his mind in
many years on the matter of apartheid.

Mr. R. L. Young: That is Quite clear.

Mr. JAMIESON: Nor do I think that
the Deputy Leader of the opposition has
changed his mind. He made a very per-
tinent statement on apartheid once after
he had been to South Africa. He said
that it was right, correct, and proper.

Mr. Court: I did not say that apartheid
in itself was right. I said wvhat the South
African Government is doing-if people
would give it a chance-is a very good job
to lift up the Bantu. This is very difficult
and it is a pity the Minister does not go
and look for himself.

Mr. JAMIESON: It Is apartheid by an-
other name.

Mr. Court: You will not get anywhere
the way you are going.

Mr. JAMIESON: It is still apartheid.
Mr. Court: Do you want to put

3,500,000 whites to death overnight? That
is what you would do.

Mr. JAMIESON: This is not to be done.
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Mr. Court: That is what you would want
to do.

Mr. JAMIESON: Will it improve the
situation to deepen the schism until some
support from outside-whether a com-
munist influence or otherwise-gives
enough strength to some who want a
bloodbath? Is that sensible? It is not.

Mr. Court: The South African Govern-
ment is making tremendous progress, if
you people would listen.

Mr. JAMIESON: Of course it is mak-
ing progress. Everyone who does not pro-
gress is either hanged or locked up in
jail.

Mr. Court: South Africa will not make
progress when there is this kind of talk
from outside.

Mr. JAMIESON: The Tasmanians, too.
made Progress against the Aborigines on
their island. There are no Aborigines
alive to be in the way. That is progress
I suppose.

Mr. Court: How do you explain six so-
called "black countries" have now estab-
lished normal relations with South Africa?

Mr. JAMIESON: That is their own
choice. They may find it better to talk to
the country than to disregard it.

Mr. Court: It is a pity-
Mr. JAMIESON: It is a pity the Deputy

Leader of the Opposition cannot change
his Philosophies in respect of certain coun-
tries in Asia. If he did we might get some-
where instead of hearing vitriolic talk. We
might even be on the way to peacefully
living together in one world. However, the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition will never
change his philosophy.

Sir David Brand: What are you talking
about in Asia?

Mr. JAMIESON: I am talking of any of
the Asian countries: China, North Viet-
nam, Cambodia, or any of those countries.

Mr. Court: The countries you are talking
about are, I presume, those under com-
munist domination and they are a threat
to Australia in their objectives.

Mr. JAMIESON: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is getting way out.

Mr. I. W. Manning: He is right on the
ball.

Mr. JAMIESON: He is way out because
he does not understand the situation. The
countries concerned have enough troubles
within their own borders to see them out
until the turn of the century. Perhaps the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition wants to
look further than that and wants to be a
Nostradamas. I draw his attention, if you
allow me, Sir, to the fact that a mere 20
years ago we were very concerned about
Sukarno's sabre rattlings. He was going to
attack and tear us to ribbons. We never
hear of the Indonesians as a problem now.

Mr. Court: Sukarno is gone. There is
now a friendly Government under Suharto.

Mr. JAMIESON: Sukarno had his p rob-
lemns and would have had them as long as
he lived and we all lived. It is of no use
saying otherwise.

Mr. Court: We were not worried about
him,' but the people who wanted to take
him over and then threaten us.

The SPEAKER: Order! One member will
speak at a time.

Mr. JAMIESON: There is no indication
on the part of any of these People of dom-
ino theories, or the other fancy talk men-
tioned by the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position. There is no indication on the part
of Asians that they will come to this part
of the world. It is true we nearly had
Asian dominance once, but from a people
who until that time had been influenced
by the war lords of their country. Those
war lords have been superseded by the in-
dustrial lords who find it more profitable
to go about their business in the world of
industrial conquest rather than military
conquest. I think this attitude is to be en-
couraged.

Mr. MePharlin: Are you opposed to the
South African cricket tour to the West?

Mr. Graham: Yes.
Mr. JAMIESON: I would not like to see

it occur. What we have seen on this
occasion will increase. I must add that I
appreciate the views of the sportsmen con-
cerned who personally expressed dismay
that coloureds were not to be included in
the team, and even went on strike.

Mr. May: They walked off the field.
Mr. JAMIESON: They did this to idi-

cate their disapproval of this policy, but
the Government still clung to the pol'cy
and they had to go along with it. We are
not protesting about individual sportsmen.

Mr. I. 'W. Manning: Why take it out on
them?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. JAMIESON: Mr. Speaker, the mem-

ber for Wellington asked: Why take it out
on them? I ask you, Sir: What other way
is there, as an Australian, to protest? We
cannot go over in canoes to South Africa
and sit on the shore. Anyone who
attempted anything so foolhardy would be
locked In gaol and not heard of again.

Mr. Court: Are you in favour of these
demonstrators who want to use lead cov-
ered and dangerous firecrackers?

Mr. JAMIESON: It is all very well for
members opposite to shake their heads but
they do not know the conditions which
apply in South Africa. People can still be
confined without reason. This is one con-
dition to which the Government of South
Africa sees no objection but which is so
very objectionable to anybody who is
opposed to that Government.
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Mr. W. A. Manning: How long is it since
you took the White Australia Policy from
your platform?

Mr. JAMIESON: We have kicked that
one around for many years. It was the
Australian Labor Party which brought in
the White Australia Policy. This, of course,
was brought in for a very good reason. At
the time of its inception the Kanaka
people were causing a good deal of trouble
In Queensland. Queensland was the origin-
ator of the Australian Labor party from
organised unionism, The policy was
brcught in with A.W.U. influence to
Protect the workers of the time against
this cheap labour from overseas.

It is probably just as well that these
conditions were imposed, because it was a
less sophisticated age. Now we would only
accept these people having regard to their
ability. These people would have been
exploited then, or we may have had a
situation arise as in America where these
people would try to get out from under
and be dominant in the society in which
they are mixing. This would not be good;
it would not be good for anyone.

Because of enlightened thinking in the
world in this regard, we believe that every-
body can live with one another under
sjcial and economic circumstances which
are the same. There is -nothing wrong
with that thinking; there is nothing to be
ashamed of in that attitude-that change
of mind.

Mr. W. A. Manning: South Africa did
not impose it on Us. They did not impose
this enlightenment on us.

Mr. JAMIESON: They did not impose a
South African theme on us; they chose
to come.

Mr. Court: They were invited end
approved by the Government.

Sir David Brand: They were guests of
'his country.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: A Government out
)f touch.

Mr. Court: You did not object to the
Russian football team.

Mr. JAMIESON: We are supposed to
nabscribe to the United Nations through
)Ur Government. The Government plays
Ldons with them when It suits it and it
roes against their policy when it suits it.
['he Government cannot have it both ways.

I would say there Is nothing in this
imendment that concerns me, except per-
iaps the good name of the Australian
sabor Party. That party has always as-
:epted the responsibility of facing up to
Ltuations as they occur;. lacing up to
ituations and making a determination-
iothing to be ashamed of.

For the information of those who are
iere-and this may shock the House-the
Light the decision was made on Pacminex
t was a unanimous one. There were no

fewer than eight, and probably a lot more,
members of this Parliament in attendance.
No fewer than eight and probably many
more-now that might shock members.

Mr. Court: No, it does not shock me at
all; it makes it more confusing.

Mr. JAMIESON: They were prepared
because they had made their judg-
ment; they thought this was in order. There
is nothing wrong with that attitude-our
councils are open; they are free; we do
everything open and above board. The
Liberal Party shuts the doors at 1140.
Unless somebody breaks a window after a
party and lets some air in all their council
activities are behind closed doors. We
never know what that party stands for; it
never publishes a booklet.

Mr. Court: Yes, we do.
Mr. JAMIESON: Well then, make it

freely available. We are even proud
enough to say that the library in Parlia-
ment House is kept stocked with the latest
edition so that any member of this Par-
liament can go there at any time and
secure a copy and have a. look at it. Of
course, the member for Dale often chants
from it and is most delighted to do so.
Unfortunately, the only copies that we
can get of Liberal Party publications are
usually about eight or nine years' old. If
one quotes something from it the Opposi-
tion says, "That no longer exists, we did
away with that."

Mr. Court: You ought to become a
financial member and then you would get
an up-to-date copy.

Mr. JAMIESON: In fact, in a copy of
not so long ago that party stood for a
policy of segregation in Government
schools. This is not very long ago and it
is printed in black and white, when Mr.
Ockerby was signatory to it.

Mr. Court: That is a very long time ago.
H e has been to Queensland and retired
since then.

Mr. JAMIESON: it is a lot longer than
that since we have done away with the
White Australia Policy of which one mem-
ber was talking some time ago. It has to
be remembered there can be skeletons in
the cupboard on both sides.

I refer again to the matter I started
on-that we are all in political parties.
None of us is here as an independent,
therefore, let none of us say we are beyond
the pale as regards some of the actions
of the peers in our party. because we are
not. If we step out of line we have to
face up to preselection and endorsement
again. I look back on some of the people
who stepped out of line a bit in the past
in the Liberal Party.

Mr. Graham: Mr. St. John.
Mr. JAMIESON: Mr. St. John and Mr.

Oldfield-we could mention many of them.
They stepped out of line. The Liberal
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Party took the same action as the A.L.P.
would if its candidates stepped out of
line as they are entitled to do when they
sponsor people into the House. It is a
system we live under. This is a tried
system and we find it better than having
a lot of independents. If we had a House
of independents the Government would
not know from one day to the other
whether it would live out the day. I do
not know how we could form a Govern-
ment without having a party system, be-
cause we would have to form some sort
of Cabinet and, therefore, we establish
a group, and without a party this could not
exist.

We know the party system as it is has
proved effective for the people of this
country. They accept it; sometimes they
accept the Liberal Party and sometimes
they accept the Labor Party, and I would
say, with all honesty, I think the members
of each of those parties try to give of their
best as they see the parliamentary system
in the State. Whether they achieve the
utmost is doubtful, and as in all other
things, beauty in politics is in the eye of
the beholder, and the beholder, of course,
is the electorate. The electorate some-
times thinks the Opposition more beauti-
ful than wve are, and at other times we are
the most beauteous. We happen to be
here for the time being.

Perhaps we were not as well fancied as
we would have liked to be at the last
election, but even if we were elected by the
skin of our teeth, as the deputy leader
referred to it, or whether it be by a
majority of nine, 20, or a dozen, we are still
here for the time being and we will en-
deavour to govern the country as we see
it. We will give leads, whether it be on
apartheid, or on Springboks' tours, or on
trade union affairs, or any other of a
dozen things; we will give the lead in the
way the leader and other members of the
party have indicated.

Mr. Court: Before you sit down, will you
answer the question on Farrow?

The SPEARER: He has already sat
down.

Mr. Jamieson: I am already sitting.

MR. RUSHITON (Dale) [9.39 p.m.): Mr.
Speaker, I rise to support the amendment
to the Address-in-Reply moved by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition. It was
Particularly interesting to hear the Minis-
ter for Labour speak on this issue and I
am looking forward with great interest to
his activities in this Portfolio. He declared
himself rather strongly and as I have com-
menided him on previous occasions I hope
he will be successful in implementing his
ideas. He has thrown us red herrings to-
night. or what we could accept as a white
Paper of what ha intends to do.

Of course, we can refer to his speeches
and it will be very interesting to see
whether he can carry out the plans that

he has outlined. Many of them are very
close to points which I hold quite dear.

I was particularly interested in his idea
for the severance of the political workings
of the Labor Party and the unions, giving
them separate autonomy so that they can
operate to greater effect for the good of
the employees of this country. As a mat-
ter of fact, it is with interest that I look
to the Labor Party's policies. I will just
read out this clause.

Mr. Jamieson: You would be stuck for
an argument without it.

Mr. RUSHTON: You will not be laugh-
ing! This is the clause, and the Minister
might interpret it for me. I interpret it
that it is going to restrict the Industrial
Commission. It reads--

Particular attention will be given to
those sections of the Act restricting
the jurisdiction of the Commission in
the enforcement of awards and in-
dustrial agreements.

So does this mean the penalties which
relate to this kind of thing are to be cut
out.

Mir. Taylor: That is quite correct. At
the same time we are going to add
another. There is a Bill coming up.

Mr. RUSHTON: That is interesting, but
I think this needs to be well remembered
in the future.

It was interesting also to listen to some
other points raised by the Minister for
Works, and I wish to comment on a few
of them. He spoke about hypocrisy. Let
us have a look at hypocrisy in relation to
this motion before us. The honourable
member spoke about nothing but red her-
rings. He spoke about secrecy and the oper-
ative wording of this motion Is direction
to the Government. This is what we are
concerned about-direction. We are con-
cerned with the secrecy as well; that goes
hand in hand.

Mr. Jamieson: We do not know if you
are directed or not; we only have your
word for it.

Mr. RUSHTON: Let us look at the
article the Minister read and go on from
where he stopped. It is headed, "Fall ir
Cost of Strikes." To me this is industrial
blackmail to an extent. The clerks' unlor
is most concerned about it, and I think the
Minister for Labour' is, too. If he carriei
out his previous intentions, he will be con-
cerned about this Industrial blackmail. II
showed itself in these ways-"Go quiet
boys, we have an election going, we musi
win."

Mr. Graham: Are you suggesting you an(
not directed?

Mr. RUSHTON: You have the obriowu
answer! I will give my thoughts, too, il
the Minister wants them. Let us go or
about the Minister for Works.
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Mr. T. D. Evans: Bury was directed, was
he not?

Mr. RUSHTON: I will go on with what
the Minister quoted from this article in
The West Australian of the 29th July, 1971.
This is an interesting part which he did
not Quote. It reads--

Several factors are believed to have
contributed to the improvement.

They include:
A distinct slackening of the

labour market.
That is clear enough. The article goes
on-

The State election this year and
the labour movement's attempts to
regain political power.

This is what I have already commented
upon and this repeats the remarks of the
Minister for Labour. It is quite obvious
what went on. This is not acceptable to the
people of this country, we have strikes and
unionism working in such a way as to de-
prive Lhe people of a Government able to
act in the way it should. This is what is
concerning us.

Let us go en to the next one-
Th-3 1970 State basic-wage judg-

rment, which did mnuch to help the low-
incomne, low bargaining- power worker,
hzlIpinz to contain the spread of
strikes into previously peacelul areas.

The spread had been one of the
most serious industrial problems be-
fore last year's State basic wage
decision.

That finishes the article and I only wanted
to mnent ion this because we only had half
a quote to scttle an argument and we
should have had the whole item to look
at practically and truthfully.

I hope the Minister for Labour is trying
to bring about some sanity in his work.
if he carries out some of the things he
mentioned in his speeches in years gone
by there will be a little more sanity.

Let us go to some of the other things
he mentioned. He talked about Vietnam,
and North Vietnam with a Government of
one party and no opposition, so we can
wipe that point out.

Mr. Thompson: They have a good op-
position in South Vietnam.

Mr. RUSHTON: As to the Moratorium,
the man in the highest office in this State
says, "Let me out if you are going to be
disruptive because I want to be out of it
when that happens." How good is that
leadership? This is the part that worries
US.

The question of apartheid I will cover
briefly, as it comes from the Minister for
Works. I happened to bump into Bishop
Crowther in the Terrace and he said to me,
"Of course, Australians are very strongly
against apartheid." That is fair enough
morally. I then asked him this question:

How would Australians react if you said,
'Let us have a free inflow of people from all
these various nations,?" He said, "Do not
be unfair, that is another question." Let us
face our consciences and see what our
thoughts are on this. Let us look. at the
Labor Party's immigration Poltcy, and so
on.

Mr. Jamieson: You are looking at a
hypothetical question and niot a factual
one.

Mr. RUSHTON: No, that is not correct.
Mr. Jamieson: Yes you are.
Mr. RUSHTON: The comments made by

the Minister for Works clearly show that
he was flying a kite or drawing a red
herring across the trail.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are mixing your
metaphors.

Mr. RUSHTON: Let me return to
"direction," the operative word. It is this
action that concerns us, because it is so
obvious and several Ministers have men-
tioned it. It only. needs the Minister for
Works to become a little agitated and he
soon gets out his little book. I thank him,
because the book is here for all of us to
see and I am appreciative. Let us look
at a couple of the ruic-s in the Australian
Labor Party's platform relating to direc-
tion. One of the pledges contains the
following:-

I accept without reservation to be
bound by the Constitution, Rules, Plat-
form and policies of the A.L.P. and
will take no action to repudiate them.

Further down it states-
If elected I will vote on any question

before the House as decided by a
majority of thc Parliamentary Labor
Party in a properly constituted Caucus
meeting.

If that is not direction I do not know
what is. Let us relate that to one inci-
dent that has happened.

Mr. Graham: You are parliamentary
members and you have meetings from
time to time and make decisions.

Mr. RUSHTON: We are not under direc-
tion in the same way as the Minister and
his colleagues are.

Mr. Graham: We agree to abide by a
majority decision of our own people in
our own meeting room and you do exactly
the same.

Mr. RUSHTON: A great deal of direction
comes to the members of the Government
through the unions. They make the deci-
sions and the Government members are
directed to implement them, Of course
that is direction; there is no other ex-
planation for it. Another indication of
such direction was contained in a news
headline in The Australian of the 26th
June to the eff ect that hands should be
kept off the unions. This was said, at the
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Launceston conference when the repre-
sentatives of the A.L.P. were having a little
difficulty in getting their platform intro-
duced on industrial matters--

The SPEAKER: The State Government
had nothing to do with what happened
on the other side.

Mr. RUSHTON: I was merely interpret-
ing the point as it relates to the problems
within Australia.

The SPEARER: We are talking of the
Western Australian Government at the
present time.

Mr. RUSHTON: Is it not reasonable to
interpret that the question of direction
affects us as much as it affects them?

The SPEAKER: Order! This is a
motion of censure on the Government of
this State, I take it. That is how the
question appears to me.

Mr. RUSHTON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
It is an amendment to the Address-in-
Reply which I hope to cover in the manner
you direct. All I ask is to get the same
consideration that was received by the
Minister for Works, which was very limited,
I must admit. However, I will proceed to
speak to the amendment to the motion.
AS I have said, this direction is set out
in a clause of the Australian Labor Party's
constitution and is linked with a direction
given in regard to Political funds. Direc-
tion such as this is causing us some con-
cern. We have a party in Government
that is assisted by funds that have been
collected as a result Of compulsory
unionism. I will read the following rule
of the A.L.P.'s platform to the House:-

Payment of Union Affiliation Fees
(a) Affiliation fees of 25 cents per

annum shall be Paid to the State
Executive in respect to adult males
and females receiving the adult male
rate, and 15 cents per annum, in re-
spect to females and junior males not
in receipt of the adult male rate.

it overwhelms me to think that we have
such a situation in this State, because
it is totally undemocratic.

Mr. Jamieson: Unions do not have to
belong to it; they make their own deci-
sions.

Mr. RUSHTON: It is very pleasing to
hear that interjection and to see that the
Police Union has withdrawn itself from
such a situation. I would like to see this
compulsion removed and secret ballots
introduced.

Mr. Jamnieson: The only time you had
one of them you regretted it.

Mr. RUJSHTON: I seem to bear some-
thing from the Minister for Labour to
the effect that he hopes to introduce
secret ballots.

Mr. Taylor: That is Putting words into
my mouth.

Mr. RUSHTON: In referring to clause
2 of the amendment, we express concern
that the Government has identified itself
with actions that cause disruption within
our community and which are taken in
defiance of the laws made by a demo-
cratically elected Government. This, of
course, refers to the tour of the Spring-
boks. as interpreted by others and by the
Minister for Works. I will not elaborate
on the point but it is extremely worry-
ing and I am concerned that we have
done nothing to enhance our stature over-
seas in the way we have behaved in re-
gard to the incidents that occurred dur-
ring the Springboks' tour. It is most
important to this country of ours to en-
sure that our standing in the eyes of the
rest of the world is not besmirched in
this way.

Mr. Jamieson: The United Nations
thinks otherwise because the Common-
wealth has done what it has.

Mr. RUSHTON: This represents an in-
volvement in the political scene by the
A.C.T.U. and the unions. It is a mat-
ter which greatly concerns the clerks'
union at present, because it condemns
such action and it is interesting to note
what its members have to say. I have
here a cutting from The West Australian
dated the 26th July, 1971. An extract
from that cutting reads as follows:-

The Federated Clerks' Union today
expressed grave concern at the
A.C.T.U.'s increasing involvement in
political matters.

This is the one with which the House is
dealing now. The article continues-

"It condemns the irresponsible in-
volvement of unions in political
strikes and stoppages."

The resolution said that such stop-
pages had resulted in unionists los-
ing a good deal of their earnings and
had intensified divisions and dissen-
sions within the union movement.

The strikes had also hardened the
public's attitude to unions, resulting
in a further decline in the percentage
of workers prepared to join the
organised work force.

They object to the action of the trade
union movement in attempting to take
over from the properly constituted Gov-
ernment of this country. it is in this regard
that we are expressing our concern.

I now refer to items 3 and 4 Of the
amendment. These relate to the threat,
made against the freedom and safety ol
the people. I know the Minister fon
Labour cannot support this, because he
would be very unhappy to be placed in
the terrible situation of supporting the
attacks of unions on employers.
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Mr. Taylor: I am tonight in a sense
being confronted and insulted about my
work.

Mr. RUSHTON: I have noted the Min-
ister's statements and the work he has
done in the past and I have embarrassed
him sometimes in expressing my appre-
ciation. I merely wish to see the results
that the Minister seeks to achieve. I
am referring to the way that people can
abuse their fellow Australians while they
are on their way to work and call them
scabs. Surely the Attorney-General
could step in and prevent this from hap-
pening. Surely this is an objectionable
practice that should be stopped by law.

Mr. Bertram: Why not by the Police
Force?

Mr. RUJSHTON: Calling a man a scab
is like striking him in the face.

Mr. Jamieson: It is a little different.
Mr. RUSHTON: Of course it is not.
Mr. Jamieson: You should bear in mind

the rhyme that was often chanted by child-
ren at school-"Sticks and stones will
break my bones..."

Mr. O'Neil: The Minister for Works does
not think it is objectionable?

Mr. Jamieson: Some people call me a
lot of things in Forrest Place, and they
call you a lot of things too, but it all
drains off.

Mr. RUJSHTON: We consider this to be
a most objectionable activity. It was clearly
put to us that a man who has not been
in Australia for very long was threatened
that he would be unable ever again to
obtain employment in Australia. This Is
the sort of intimidation that is concerning
us; that people can be so threatened. This
man was a newcomer to the State. I won-
der what others thought about it when
it was publicised over TV. This man was
told that if he attended his place of work,
despite his qualifications, he would
not be employed again in Australia. This
is a matter which the Minister for Labour
wants to bring into proper perspective to
ensure that it does not happen in the
future. I am heartened by his interjection
that he will look into the matter of
secret ballots.

Mr. Taylor: You are buying into some-
thing there about which you are not sure.

Mr. RUSHTON: We will wait and see
what will happen. What concerns me is
that we have in office a Government that
is attempting to act in the same way as
the previous Government in many ways.
In this instance it is poles apart. We now
have the word of the Minister for Labour
about his intentions, and I am looking
forward to a result. Socilism does not
give us confidence in regard to the direction
in which this Government is heading. It
is only because the Government has a
majority of one that it has kept a little

closer to the intentions of the previous
Government. It may be as well to requote
what are the beliefs contained in the
Liberal Party platform and supported by
those who sit on this side of the House
because they are very pertinent to this
amendment. They set out that in which
we believe. One of these reads as follows:-

WE BELIEVE IN THE INDIVIDUAL.
W~e stand positively for the free
man, his initiative, Individuality,
and acceptance of responsibility.

That is all important. I now move on to
another of our beliefs and I might get
some odd remarks as a result of quoting
it in this way. it reads as follows:-

WE BELIEVE THAT THE "CLASS
WAR" IS A FALSE WAR. The
real conflict of our time is not
between "classes" in the old sense,
but between the iron discipline of
autocracy-whether Communist or
Fascist-and the self-imposed di-
scipline of the free man. The
spirit of man must prevail.

They are the issues as we see then and
they are clearly understood.

I come to the last clause which deals
with the action by the Federal body of the
Transport Workers' Union. That was why
I mentioned the items in our platform;
they are very Pertinent. it is surprising
that this Federal body can do what it has
done. There is no dispute about this and
the Minister for Works is proud of it.

It is interesting to see what happened
to the gentleman who had the courage to
stand up to the tremendous Pressures. I
think Western Australians will be very
proud of the stand he took.

There are some matters which need
clarification, and I can best put them for-
ward in the form of questions. Does the
Government believe the unions should have
the right to strike for other than industrial
reasons? We will wait to see what its atti-
tude is. We say "No.",

The next question is: Does the Govern-
ment believe in the right of the unions to
usurp the rights of democratically elected
Governments? We on this side answer the
question very clearly; we say "No" just as
we gave a negative answer to the first
question.

Is it acceptable to the Government to
have employees accosted, threatened, and
insulted? We have not had an answer, but
from this side of the House the answer is
very clear. We do not think they should be.

Is it acceptable to the Government to
have shop stewards dictating to the work-
ers and the employers? We have had in-
stances of how they affected our econ-
omy. It is very frustrating to have this
power vested In such hands. I find It
frightening to think that these things can
go on. I hope the Minister for Labour will
have something to say about this matter.
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because he is bringing forward a pro-
gramme for the training of Shop stewards.

Does the Government support secret
ballots to bring about industrial justice?
I do. and we have heard from the Minister
for Labour that this will be considered.

The next question is: Does the Govern-
ment support compulsory financing of La-
bor Party funds? This does occur and I say
it is a shocking thing.

Mr. Graham: What a silly thing to say!.
The Government supports the financing
of local authorities' funds, but not a
whinge about that.

MIR. DAVIES (Victoria Park-Minister
for Prices Control) [9.59 P.m.] : I expect
that as a Government we can always ex-
pect the moving of amendments to the
Address-In-Reply. It was even known in
the corridors this afternoon that an
amendment to the Address-in-Reply would
be moved, and the betting was odds on
that it would be moved by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. The odds were
even money that the amendment would be
about law and order.

Mr. O'Connor: Did you take any of the
odds offered?

Mr. DAVIES: It is illegal to bet.
Mr. Court: This shows your guilty and

Your uneasy conscience!
Mr. DAVIES: It was not surprising that

the odds were so short, when one realised
what an Opportunity there was for the
Opposition to give us in Government an-
other bucketful of the reactionary right-
wing rubbish which we have heard on
many occasions in this House. Only the
other evening w;e saw the member for Mt.
Lawley emerge as the newly crowned
king of the communist can kickers stand-
ing up and giving publicity to some occasion
which* he thought would bring about the
fall of democratic government in Australia.
It is a type of thing that is best forgotten,
but seeing it was out in the open he could
not help but find out about it. He felt
he had to be brave enough to bring the
matter up in the House. I said then it
was rubbish, and I say so now.

We know where it came from! Security
knows what is behind it all; security knows
its effects, and security exists because the
Liberal-Country Party coalition Govern-
ment set up a security organisation
throughout Australia. I hope the People
sleep well at night. I am sure that the
ecurity service has a dossier on me. I
would imagine it has a dossier on two or
three members in the Opposition who, at
various times, have had the courage to
stand up and refuse to toe the line.

This is the kind of expression we have
come to expect ffrm the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition. I remember the only other
time I heard him speak on the Address-
in-Reply was when he got up in this House
to make an unwarranted attack on Bob

Hawke, whom he called the new messiah
of the Labor Party. He did not even dif-
ferentiate between the trade union move-
ment and the Labor Party.

Mr. Rushton: He is not in Western Aus-
tralia.

Mr. DAVIES: We heard the honourable
member's pontification tonight; he should
be quiet for a while. He must know the
pledge of the Labor Party by heart, be-
cause he has read it out so often. On
another occasion the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition made an unwarranted
attack on Bob Hawke in this House, but
he refused to repeat it outside the House.

Mr. Court: I have said much more about
Bob Hawke, but he was not prepared to
appear with me on television, and neither
was Mr. Whitlam.

Mr. DAVIES: I do not blame Bob Hawke.
We in this House find it difficult to get a
word in edgeways when the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition is speaking. I have seen
him in action before. It would be impos-
sible for one to get a word in if one ap-
peared with him on television. I am sure
he will get a great deal of publicity out of
this amendment. This is the kind of thing
he wants, because he must look to the
interests he represents.

The fact that the A.C.T.U. was able
to break down the retail price main-
tenance on some goods-and this has
been accomplished largely through the
efforts of Bob Hawke-must be a severe
blow to the interests represented by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition. It will
be recalled that on the same occasion the
honourable member told us to beware of
those people who worried about the
environment, and he mentioned what a
great amount of money it was costing
industry overseas to meet the wishes of
those people. There again he was reflect-
ing the concern of the interests he repre-
sented. In trying to be a spokesman for
the worker, as he did tonight-it looks to
me as though the word "worker" should
be in Inverted commas-he must surely
have cause for alarm.

If he feels he must do these things then
I should imagine publicity must be fairly
hard for him to get. He implies, of
course, that there is something sinister in
a Moratorium march. Here again, how
can a thing be sinister when it is out
in the open? The trouble with members
of the Opposition is that they were so
concerned with watching who was leading
the march that they did not look to see
who else was in it. I was in the march
and yet not a soul has asked me why.

Mr. O'Neil: We did not notice you.
Mr. DAVIES: No; because the members

opposite were too concerned trying to tie
the Premier in with the march.

Mr. O'Neil: You are just annoyed be-
cause we did not see you.
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Mr. DAVIES: Members opposite do not
have the intestinal fortitude to express
themselves.

Mr. Court: Don't be childish.
Mr. DAVIES: They imply that if a

person marches he believes in something
sinister. That is quite ridiculous.

Mr. O'Neil: You accept responsibility
for those sitting behind you.

Mr. DAVIES: It would be equally stupid
for me to say that because members
opposite did not march they believe in
war, death, and killing, because that is
the type of argument and rubbish which
is being advanced in this House tonight.

Mr. O'Neil: You accept the responsibility
for the people behind you.

Mr. DAVIES: People are attacked be-
cause they took part in a Moratorium
march, but their views are being proved
correct, just as A.LP. views are being
proved correct in regard to China. In
this morning's news we heard that America
is to vote for the admission of China to
the United Nations.

This is the type of thing the Australian
Labor Party has been saying for years
and now it is coming true. I am referring
to the recognition of Mainland China. I
am sure the Government is concerned
with what the D.IJ.P. is going to do with
its preferences at the next election.

.Point of Order
Mr. RUSHTON: On a point of order,

does the matter being discussed-that is,
China-relate to the amendment before
the Chair?

The SPEAKER: I have listened to quite
a number of speakers and they have wan-
dered all over the world and right away
from the amendment. I have been
reasonably tolerant, but I was just about
to ask the Minister to return to the
amendment and not go too far abroad.

Debate (on amendment) Resumed
Mr. DAVIES: I think that is a good

decision. if I may be so bold as to com-
ment- I have noticed that as soon as the
debate starts to hurt, there is always somie-
one to-

Mr. Court: The Speaker bad to save
several of your fellows from annihilation
earlier.

Mr. DAVIES: I will say a few words
about the amendment and keep them
directly related to it. It commences by
expressing concern that the Government
is subject to direction from an outside
body. I think this shows a complete lack
of understanding of the machinery of the
Australian Labor Party. It Is so Interest-
tig to hear people telling us how we run
our business. This is quite-

Mr. O'Neil: But Mr. Chamberlain told
us. He told the people.

Mr. DAVIES: This is quite an outstand-
ing feature. I might say that I was at
the meeting that night and I had drafted
an amendment to the initial motion on
the agcnda sheet. However I did not
think there was any need to go on with
it because I certainly did not take it as
a direction and I certainly knew our posi-
tion.

Mr. O'Neil: Did not Mr. Chamberlain
move that the recommendation be binding
on the Government? Didn't he?

Mr. DAVIES: I did not go on with the
amendment because there was no need to.

Mr. O'Neil: But Mr. Chamberlain moved
that the recommendation be binding on
the Government,

Mr. DAVIES: Was the member for East
Melville at the meeting? I was there. A
motion was moved, but I did niot take it
as being binding because I knew the posi-
tion with regard to -

Mr. Court: Be your age.
Mr. O'Neil: It was a specific motion.
Mr. DAVIES: As Ministers we are re-

quired to uphold the duties of our office-
Mr. O'Neil: Just as well the President of

the A.L.P. is out of the Chamber.
Mr. DAVIES: We know our standing. We

know the position in regard to policy mat-
ters; and here again I repeat what has
been repeated before; that is, that the
whole of the electorate knows where we
stand on policy matters. The policy is
printed and so much of it as we are able
to bring into being we bring into being. I
repeat that I have yet to see a copy of the
Liberal Party's platform and standing
orders circularised in a similar way. The
only publication 1 have seen is one which
features the member for Wembley and
that was issued some years ago. It certainly
looks like him. He says it is a good party
to be in and he is here to prove It. There
must be a moral somewhere there.

However, the fact remains that as mem-
bers of the Opposition know more about
how we operate than we apparently do, I
will be pleased to listen to some further
discourse from them on what mistakes we
are making and what things ought to be
done to make us into what they might term
a respectable party. If we ever get to the
stage where the Liberal Party believes we
are respectable by its standards, I will sub-
mit my resignation.

Mr. O'Neil: Don't go too far.
Mr. Court: Is that a threat or a promise?
Mr. DAVIES: I would not belong to 4

party such as that. I hope we always hant
elements to bring forward new ideas and
keep us on our toes so that we will not
become a tame-oat party like the present
Opposition.

The fact remains that our meetings and
conferences at all times are open to the
Press and when the present Liberal and
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Country Parties are able to tell me they
have offered the same concession then I
will say that a great step forward has been
made in regard to communications be-
tween the elements they represent and the
public compared with what we have to
offer.

Mr. Rushton: You have not answered
the charge of direction yet.

Mr. DAVIES: I suggest the member for
Dale wait and see what transpires. I am
sure he will lie awake at night worrying
about it, but if he will just have a little pa-
tience, as I think he was exhorting some-
one else to have the other night, he will
be satisfied and then be able to sleep in
peace.

The amendment also expresses concern
that the Government has condoned and
Identified itself with actions intended to
cause disruption in our community and de-
fiance of the laws of the State and of the
democratically elected Government of
Australia. This means that the Police Force
has not been doing its duty. People have
been breaking the laws and no action has
been taken against them. That is the only
interpretation I can place on it. If people
are breaking the laws, then the police are
there to take the necessary action. There-
fore, why was not necessary action taken?
The Opposition says, of course, that the
police were not doing their duty.

Mr. Court: The police would have done
so, but we want to know why they were
not allowed to.

Mr. DAVIES: The amendment also
states that the Government has failed to
take effective action to uphold the work-
er's-I do not know the worker Involved-
right to work and be free from intimida-'
tion for exercising this right.

Some time ago the Deputy Leader of the
opposition appeared on television and told
the world at large what Intimidation was
being exercised at Welshpool. However.
as I understand it, the Deputy Leader of
the opposition had never been near Welsh-
pool. He had not been out there to see
for himself if there was any intimidation.
He was merely listening to tales over the
telephone from the Employers Federation
probably, and Some of the elements which
should have been trying to settle the strike,
but which were doing nothing about it.
He was the spokesman and was telling the
world about the intimidation-

Mr. Court: Was there not intimidation?

Mr. DAVIES: -so I went to find out for
myself what was going on and it looked
like a Sunday School picnic.

Mr. Rushton: TO you it would appear
to be.

Mr. O'Neil: You must have been there
on a Sunday.

Mr. DAVIES: I doubt whether the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition would
know anything about Sunday School Pic-
rnics, but I made inquiries myself of the
policemen out there and they said that the
accusations were utterly groundless.

Mr. Court: Don't talk such utter rot!
Mr. DAVIES: I went to speak to the

people concerned and asked them-
Mr. O'Neil: Didn't you hear Mr. Coleman

on TV?
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. DAVIES: -on the very morning

after the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
had been out there, and then on the next
morning, and the next morning, and then
a week later and I was informed there was
no intimidation. I do not know what
stories were brought to the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, but it might have been
better and he might have done the whole
incident a great deal more service if he
had gone out and seen the position for
himself instead of pontificating.

It is now claimed that the Government
has condoned threats to the personal free-
dom and safety of people seeking to go
about their lawful business and employ-
ment. This, of course, has been occurring
only since this Government took office! If
it is suggested that the type of incident
which is complained about has only hap-
pened since the 20th February, then that
is far from the truth.

Mr. Court: The worst incidents in the
history of Western Australia have hap-
pened since this Government took office.
This is a grave problem. it is not the
number of strikes, but the ferocity and the
intensity of them.

Mr. DAVIES: That statement would in-
dicate that the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has forgotten what he said in
this House. If I were to refer to some of
the statements which he has made in
earlier years they would show the concern
he felt in this State about 12 months ago.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
not altered his viewpoint, and we cannot
expect him to alter it. If I were to repeat
the right wing reactionary rubbish that
has been said this session that would be
quite obvious.

Of course, there were some electoral
gains In Queensland because of the state
of emergency which was declared. It is a
fact that the Labor Party did suffer defeat
by, I think, a 14 per cent. swing against
the party at Maryborough. However, I
believe that there have been explanations
for some of the loss. I agree that the
strikes which took place just before the
election would have had some effect on
the election.

I believe that the Opposition honestly
thinks that some direction went out to the
unions just before the last election that
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there were to be no strikes; I only wish
the Australian Labor Party had this power
to order the unions not to go on strike.
We have no power to tell the unions what
to do.

Mr. Court: It is the other way round.
Mr. O'Neil: You have the law behind

you.
Mr. DAVIES: The Opposition is misjudg-

ing the type of power we have over the
trade union movement.

Mr. O'Neil: The laws of this State make
strikes illegal.

Mr. DAVIES: We cannot help that.
We cannot direct a union to go on strike.
What is more important was the direction
from the present Opposition, when in
Government, to Government departments
to be careful of what was said, and not to
start any disruption during the last par-
liamentary session. The Government did
not want to handle any hot potatoes with
an election coming up. That is the kind
of direction which came from the present
Opposition to the Government depart-
ments before the last election.

Mr. O'Neil: Can the honourable member
prove that such a direction was sent out?

Mr. DAVIES: If the honourable mem-
ber opposite can prove that the Australian
Labor Party gave a direction to the unions.
then that will have a bearing on the state-
ment I have just made.

Mr. O'Neil: You are a Minister and you
should be able to Prove that statement.
You know very well that you cannot.

Mr. DAVIES: The Opposition has made
a stupid statement about the Australian
Labor Party directing the trade union
movement. Then, of course, the Opposi-
tion wants to hold up as a hero one man
who did not take action in accordance
with the direction from his union.

Mr. O'Connor: He did not want to be
dictated to.

Mr. DAVIES: It Is a matter of obliga-
tion, whether he was dictated to or
whether he was willing to abide by the
rules of the union. The unions cannot
have any old rules. When the Opposition
was in Government it amended the Arbi-
tration Act so that it was necessary for
union rules to first of all go through a
solicitor to be vetted before they were
taken to the court to be registered.

Mr. O'Neil: That was simply to make
sure they were not ultra vires the Act.

Mr. DAVIES: That was the first control
Put on trade union rules; they had to be
vetted by a solicitor. That is my inter-
pretation.

Mr. O'Neil: The rules had to go to a
solicitor simply to make sure they were
not ultra vires the Act, just the same as
do any Government regulations.

Mr. DAVIES: By interjection, that Is
the interpretation placed on the rules by
the member for Melville.

Mr. O'Neil: The member for Melville is
the Premier.

Mr. DAVIES: I am sorry.
Mr. O'Neil: I am sorry, too!
Mr. DAVIES: I was referring to the

member for East Melville and I apologise
most sincerely to the Premier for my mis-
take. The fact remains that the interpreta-
tion of the Opposition is its own preroga-
tive. That interpretation is not the same
as that of the trade union movement.

Mr. O'Neil: There can be no other inter-
pretation.

Mr. DAVIES: The fact remains that the
unions are operating under all kinds of
restraints and controls. Some are Feder-
ally registered, and some are registered
only in the State. The unions properly
attend to the running of their affairs, and
no-one is suggesting that the unions have
not been properly run. The unions would
probably never have been under discussion
except that one man decided that he
wanted to kick over the traces. A situation
did not appear to him in the way he felt
it should.

Surely to goodness if a man is to belong
to an organisation, and accept the benefits
which it can provide, he should stand
by the rules of that organisation. In this
case the rules were clearly defined. The
union members both State and Federal
know what is expected of them. They do
not have to make exceptions for one
person. However, the Opposition is mak-
ing a hero out of one person because it
suits the needs of that party. The Opposi-
tion is suggesting that the Government
should intervene and say that the union
is completely wrong.

Sir David Brand: Not only the Opposi-
tion, but the clerks union, as well.

Mr. O'Neil: It was not only one man; it
was the State branch.

Mr. DAVIES: If those People belive
that they have been harmed they have
the Processes of the law available
to them. They can take action
through the Federal court or by civil
action. However, I have not seen the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition starting
a fund to provide legal fees for those
people because he believes that a great in-
justice has been done. These people are
being used by the Liberal Party-I do not
even say the Liberal-Country Party in
this instance-because of the forces they
represent which, on this occasion, are quite
diffe rent.

Are we saying that one or two men
were right, and all the others were wrong?
We believe the amendment has been
moved tonight because the Opposition be-
lieves it is a popular Issue. I would like
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to remind the Deputy Leader of the Op~-
position, and other members of the op-
position, of what happened in New South
Wales when the Liberal Premier. Mr.
Askin-

The SPEAKER: Order! Do not wander
out of the State again.

Mr. DAVIES: -fought by-elections on
law and order. He was absolutely
thrashed. If we were to debate law and
order in this House there would be many
members including myself, who would be
prepared to debate it to see whether or
not the majority think that the action
taken by the Premier of Queensland was
right, and whether in our hearts we Aus-
tralians want this kind of action which
seems to be sneaking in.

Let me remind members of the expressed
attitude of so many sections of the world.
I am referring to the free world, because
we don't have to worry about the red
menace. Many expressions of opinion have
been given in regard to the position in
South Africa. It would only be tedious
repetition for me to continue on this line.

We will have many motions and dis-
cussions of this type during this session,
because it is the popular issue. Last year
it was pollution. The year before it was
youth, I think. Issues come from year to
year. Law and order and reactionary
movements seem to be the favoured one
at the moment.

Let me say I am not afraid to march
in any Moratorium campaign, and I do
not care who else marches with me. I
do not care whether Liberals, members of
the Country Party, communists, or mem-
bers of the Democratic Labor Party march
with me. My right to march is a public
expression of rmy opinion that I do not
like wair. I will continue to march and
I am not ashamed to do so. I know there
are other people who would like to express
themselves in this way, but they will not
parade through the streets. Let me say
it 'a hard to do this. It is certainly
not easy. one feels a gig at times.

Sir David Brand: That is how you look.
Mr. DAVIES: The fact remains it may

have some effect. Moratorium marches
have been gaining in strength and this is
encouraging. It does not matter how
much tha Opposition giggles, the fact
remains that more and more members of
the public are coming round towards
agreeing with people who for so long have
been trying to point out the need to try
and bring peace to the world.

Mr, Rushton: As many people marched
over the S.E.C. power lines.

Mr. DAVIES: The amendment moved to
the Address-in-Reply was described on the
news as far-reaching and it has brought
a few old reactionaries to the gallery.
I noticed our old friend, Viv James, was
there. He was on his ladder taking photos

of the march, too. I gave him a double
wave and asked him to take a second
one in case he missed me the first time.

Mr. Court: Brave fellow!
sir David Brand: He is only 80.
Mr. DAVIES: The fact that people go

out and express themselves publicly is
supposed to be sinister. What about the
things that go on behind the doors at
1140 Hay Street to which the Press are
not admitted? What about some of the
meetings that are held when the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition hoicks off to
Japan to stir and do discredit to his State?

Mr. Court: How silly can you be!

Mr. DAVIES: Do not let us worry about
what is done in public. Do not let us worry
about issues of revolt. indeed these are
not. Do not let us worry about people
who express themselves In public. Let us
worry about the people who have not the
courage to do so.

Mr. Court: Are you telling us you agree
with people being kicked outside the For-
wvard Down factory?

MR. THOMIPSON (Darling Range)
f!10.30 p.m.]: I had not intended to speak
tonight but the former speaker has raised
a point and, in consequence, I feel I must
make -a contribution to the debate. In the
first instance, let me say that I strongly
support the principle of unionism. Every
section of our society should have some
fonm of representation so that their
rights and privileges are not eroded.

Mr. A. R%. Tonkin: What are you doing
on that side then?

Mr. THOMPSON: I believe the people
on this side of the House, particularly the
Liberal Party, represent all the people and
not just a section of the people.

Sir David Brand: There is no monopoly
whatsoever.

M. THOMPSON: Many benefits have
been gained by the working man in our
society through the activities of unions,
particularly in years gone by. In many
respects, however, I suggest that unions
today are not closely allied with what
the trade union movement was a few
years ago. There has been a consider-
able rise in prosperity in this country
and today there are not the issues that
made unions the strong voice they were
before. For that reason the great bulk
of union members today do not take an
active interest in their organisatlon and
I think that is to the detriment of the
trade union movement.

It creates a situation where disruptive
elements are able to come to the fore
and virtually to lead the trade union move-
menit. The reason for my rising to speak
tonight Is that the Minister f or Prices
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Control said earlier that the Deputy
Leader of the opposition had not been
out to witness the intimidation that was
going on at the factories at Welshpool.
I had a very close association with one
worker who suffered considerable intimi-
dation. Might I say be knew consider-
able fear and some degree of-

Sir David Brand: Victimisation.

Mr. THOMPSON: -victimisation, thank
you. This man was not a member of the
union on strike and he was pursuing his
legal right to work. He was approached
after work one afternoon by a group of
people and was told he had to resign from
his employment and leave the place. In
fear for his safety he said, in fact, that
he would resign from his employment. On
thinking it over his thoughts were, "I have
a legal right to work and I shall continue
to work."

He returned to work next day and
worked for a couple of days. The people
again approached him and followed him
home on a couple of occasions. On
another occasion, in true Al Capone style,
they drove a car in front of his and forced
him off the road. He was dragged out
of the car but stood up to them. For-
tunately for him some passers by came
along and the people who were intimidat-
ing him soon departed.

A friend of mine came to hear of this
and asked me to have a word with him
as the man lived in my electorate. I did
this and I found that he was scared stiff.
This fear was not solely for his own self,
because the people who intimidated him
told him they were going to take action
against his two small children. One after-
noon he came to the point where he
regularly met his children and he could
not find them. However, a car containing
four people who had been picketing the
factories at Welshpool was there. He
looked for his children for a considerable
time and could not find them. When he
eventually did, with the aid of a certain
bank manager, he found them cowering
at the back of a row of shops. They were
too scared to come out for fear of what
would happen.

Mr. Court: It is a good thing for the
Minister for Prices Control to hear this.

Mr. THOMPSON: I suggest that this
is not the sort of thing the trade union
movement should do. I believe there is
intimidation to people who want to pur-
sue their legal right to work. This is to
be deplored in our society today. might
I add that the man concerned has been
an energetic supporter of the Labor Party
for probably all of his life. He does not
see much difference between the trade
union movement and the Labor Party. I
can assure memnbers he has probably voted
Labor for the last time In his life.

Mr. Davies: A delightful story.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following resut:-

AYes-fl
Mr. Blaikie Mr. O'Connor
Sir David Brand Mr. O'Nel
Mr. Court Mr. Ridge
Mr. Coyne Mr. Runcimn
Dr. Padour Mr. Rushton
Mr. Grayden. Mr. Stephens
Mr. Lewis Mr. Thompson
Mr. W. A. -Maning Mr. Williams
Mr. McPharlin Mr. Rt. L. Young
Mr. Mensaros Mr. W. G. Young
Mr. Nalder Mr. I. W. Manning

(Teller)

Mr. Bateman
Mr. Bertram
Mr. Brady
Mr. Brown
Mr. Cook
Mr. Davies
Mr. H. D. Evans
Mr. T. D. Evans
Mr. Fletcher
Mr. Graham
Mr-. Hartrey

Ayes
Mr. Reid
Mr. Gayfer
Mr. Hutch inson

Noes-22
Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Lapham
Mr. May
Mr. McIver
Mr. Moiler
Mr. Norton
Mr. Seweill
Mdr. Taylor
Mr. A. R. Tonkin
Mr. J1. T. Tankin
Mr. Harman

(Teller)
Pairs

Ngoes
Mr. Jones
Mr. Burke
Mr. Bickerton

The SPEAKER (Mr. Tomns): The voting
being equal, I give my casting vote with
the Noes.

Amendment thus negatived.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr. W,

A. Manning.
House adjourned at 10.41 p.m.

Wednesday, the 4th August, 1971

The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C. Diver)
took the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read
prayers.

QUESTIONS (8): ON NOTICE
1. RAILWAYS

Increased Fares
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH, to the
Leader of the House:

Would the Minister explain to the
House just how some of the public
became so confused and incon-
venienced as a result of statements
apparently emanating from the
Railway Department concerning
recent increases in railway fares,
and will he also advise whether the
misunderstandings on increased
rail fares have been resolved to
the reasonable satisfaction of those
Persons concerned?

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE replied:
It was intended to issue tickets at
the old fare up to closing time on
Saturday, 31st July, but the staff
were unable to cope.
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