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The Hon. OLIVE GRIFITHS: It has
been made available to me now because
it was in the Possession of somebody else.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: It cannot
be made available until it is tabled.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: During
the course of this debate no mention was
made of the fact that such a document was
being Prepared.

The Eon. A. F. Griffith: You could not
find any reference to It in the Minister's
speech which was made in May?

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: No, none
at all. Irrespective of the full debate which
took Place in another place no mention
was made that such a document was being
Prepared. Mr. Claughton certainly has not
mentioned it.

The Hon. F. R. White: I am sure he did
not know it existed until today.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFrTHS: Then
why is he criticising the fact that I am
saying no information was made available?
I think he knew nothing at all about it.

I believe that in making a report such as
this available at such a late stage of the
discussion on this Bill the Government
has not acted politely. I suggest that in
the future members be informed that
such studies are in the course of being
undertaken so that they may contain
themselves until they have read the report.

The Hon. R. Thompson: If the report
has been on the table for eight days you
do not have to be taken by the hand and
have it handed to you.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: Many
members have spoken prior to the report
being placed on the Table of the House.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: The Bill passed
through the Legislative Assembly before
the report was tabled.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIPITHS: It seems
to me, bearing in mind what my Leader
said, during the course of his speech, to
the effect that he had received a reply
from Dr. Carr Yesterday, that the Metro-
politan Region Planning Authority had
not been consulted on this proposal which
is contained in the Bill. I can only assume
that nowhere in the document is there a
recommendation such as that contained
in the Hill because I notice that some mem-
bers of the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority are also on the committee which
prepared the report. Dr. Canr said Yester-
day that the proposition had not been pre-
sented to the Metropolitan Region Plan-
ning Authority at all.

I say that this is a sorry state of
affairs, indeed, because we have a Metro-
politan Region Planning Authority which
has been set up to advise and make recom-
mendations in regard to the planning of
the metropolitan region but it is not being
consulted in issues as important as this.

It seems to me that the Government is
totally and utterly disregarding the
M.R.P.A.

In another matter concerning the posi-
tioning of power lines through the Guild-
ford Grammar School the Government
completely disregarded the M.R.P.A.

In this instance a major undertaking
on the part of the Government has not
even been referred to the competent and
important body set up by the Parliament
of Western Australia to guide and assist
us in the development of the metropolitan
region.

For these reasons, Mr. President, I have
absolutely no hesitation in Saying that I
intend to oppose the Bill.

Debate adjourned, on motion by The
Hon. D). J. Wordsworth.

House adjourned at 6.09 pa.

?ii1atiur A111elbt!
Thursday, the 24th August, 1972

The SPEAKER (Mr. Norton) took the
Chair at 11.00 am., and read prayers.

BILLS (2): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

1. Youth, Community Recreation and
Naional Fitness Bill.

Hill introduced, on motion by Mr'.
T. D. Evans (Minister for Educa-
tion), and read a first time.

2. City of Perth Endowment Lands Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr.

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

COUNTRY HIGH SCHOOL HOSTELS
AUTHORITY ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR. T. D. EVANS (Ralgoorlie-Mnister

for Education) [11.07 amr.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read ai second

time.
The purpose of this Bill is to give effect
to the recently announced decision of the
Loan Council to increase the ceiling rate
of the borrowing Powers of small authori-
ties to enable the Country High School
Hostels Authority to increase its borrow-
ings accordingly.

At present subsection (4) of section 12
of the Act provides that the Treasurer
shall not guarantee in any one year the
repayment of any principal moneys in ex-
cess of $300,000, or payment of interest
on any principal sum in excess of that
SUM.
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The amount of $300,000 was determined
as being the ceiling 'ate for small authori-
ties by the Loan Council in 1967 and this
has now been increased to $400,000.

Provision has been included in this Bill
for a more flexible arrangement, and to
obviate the need for amendments to the
Act when such adjustments are made by
the Loan Council. by authorising the
Treasurer to approve moneys borrowed by
the authority, in any one year, not exceed-
ing in aggregate, the allowable amount;
the rationale being that no specified limit
is provided in the Bill, but the borrowing
capacity of the Country High School Hos-
tels Authority will, of course, be subject
to the approval of the Treasurer.

Those who have had some dealings with
Government finance will readily under-
stand that no Treasurer would approve of
the authority-this being a small autho-
rity-borrowing more than the amnount
determined from time to time by the Loan
Council. If a Treasurer gave such an
authority the entire amount would be de-
ducted from the Government's own semi-
governmental programme. It is considered
to be unnecessary to spell out automatic
increases in the amount authorised to be
borrowed in each year.

I would like to take this opportunity to
Pay tribute to the excellent work and the
very fruitful results that have been per-
formed or achieved by the authority in en-
deavouring, on behalf of the former Gov-
ernment which was the author of this
Piece of legislation and the present Gov-
ernment. to bring to the parents of coun-
try children and, indeed, to the children
themsbelves a greater form of equality in
educational opportunity.

Last week I had the honour to be offici-
ating at the opening of the Country High
School Hostels Authority's new hostel at
Port Hedland. It was pointed out by a
member of the authority that whilst we
pride ourselves in grading the hotels in
the State-with a top grading of five stars
-the hostel at Port Hedland could truly
be regarded as a six star centre of accom-
modation. He was referring not only to
the quality of the accommodation, but also
to the cost to build the hostel. It was
pointed out that the cost was almost
double that required to build a comparable
hostel in the southern part of the State.

Mr. Nalder: What was the figure?
Mr. T. D. EVANS: From memory,I

think it was $660,000.
Mr. Lewis: flow many children will it

accommodate?
Mr. T. D. EVANS: At present the num-

ber is between 48 and 50. but it has the
capacity to accommodate 96 children. I
take this opportunity to pay tribute to the
members of the authority, and in particu-
lar to the chairman and his hard-working
secretary. I commend the Bill to the
House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Lewis.

LAWV REFORM COMMISSION BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 17th August.

MR. R. L. YOUNG (Wembley) (11.13
a.m.i: If members have any special job
to perform in Parliament it Is to make
laws. Admittedly we have to represent
the people on matters other than those
which eventually come before us in the
form of legislation; but probably It would
be fair to say that the law-making acti-
vities of this Chamber are the most im-
Portant. Therefore it is a little discon-
certing to members of the Opposition-
I say this with all due respect to the At-
torney-General-to find a Bill, which
seeks to set up the machinery for the
establishment of a law reform cormmission,
introduced on Thursday of last week and
the second reading debate continued to-
day. I say this, because in the past we
have found some legislation floating up
and down the notice paper for any period
up to six months.

It does become frustrating if a mem-
ber wants to undertake an "in depth"
study of the Bill, and carry out some re-
search not only by examining it on the
surface level but getting down to the
facts of what it should contain.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The member for Wemn-
bley has been a member of this House
long enough to realise that such an ad-
journment is not an inordinately short
one. The adjournment is not inadequate
by previous standards.

Mr. O'Neil: We believe that such an ad-
journment on an important Bill is in-
adequate.

Mr. Brady: Your Government when In
office introduced some legislation dealing
with the abattoirs, and passed it in 12
hours.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: If we look at the Bill
before us in the light of other legislation
of equal Importance, we find that in some
cases the second reading debate was ad-
journed for periods up to two months. It
is reasonable to say that the debate on a
Bill as important as this one should be
continued after a longer adjournment than
has been given.

In referring to the laws which we make
in Parliament it is reasonable for us to
canvass the source of legislation that
eventually comes out of this place. Firstly,
a Government Bill Is the result of either
a plank of the party platform or the
policy of the Government. Secondly, a
Bill could be a machinery type of measure
to amend the relevant Act. This is in-
troduced perhaps as a result of a depart-
ment or the head of a department draw-
ing the attention of the Minister to the
fact that representations have been made
by the public or by other members of the
department suggesting certain changes to
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the law. This type of measure comprises
the majority of the Bills which arrive be-
fore us. Of course, the third type com-
prise private members' Bills.

Because of the inadequacies of the past
system of arriving at a policy as to what
legislation should be introduced in Par-
liament, It was quite rightly decided by
the previous Government that the Law
Reform Committee be set up. Such com-
mittees by world and other States' stan-
dards are not new. It would be fair to
say that the Attorney-General agrees with
me that the Law Reform Committee which
has been established has done an excel-
lent Job in examining some of the Statutes
of the State, and making certain recom-
mendations to the Attorney-General.

It was obviously necessary that people,
who dealt with the law and who came
into contact with the law and with the
methods that affected the people under
the law, should have the right to make
representations to the Attorney-General
via the Law Reform Committee for the
amendment of Statutes, because of the
effect of such laws on the people.

it is possible for what I have just out-
lined to be done under the Law Reform
Committee. The principle is sound, but
whether or not it works adequately can
only be detennined in the course of time
by the people who are closely connected
with the committee. I refer to parties such
as the Attorney-General and the Crown
Law Department, who are in a better posi-
tion to Judge on an intimate basis exactly
how well the committee is working.

The principal purpose of the Law Re-
form Committee at the present time is to
advise the Attorney-General 'what topics
should be investigated. The Attorney-
General then determines what topics will
be studied, and on Instructions from the
Attorney-General the committee prepares
a working paper. The working paper is
issued and recommendations are made;
and these are circulated to interested
parties who may make comments on the
working paper. After that has been done
the Law Reforn Committee prepares a
final report which Is subsequently for-
warded to the Attorney-General. The
Attorney-General and, no doubt, his
Cabinet colleagues make the decision on
whether the recommendations made in the
committee's report are to be Included In
legislation to be introduced in Parliament.

According to the second reading speech
of the Attorney-General the Bill before us
seeks to establish the existing Law Reform
Committee as a statutory body. That Is
probably the intention of the Government.
Although it Is not spelt out in the Bill,
I understand from the second reading
speech of the Attorney-General that the
intention of the Government is to set up
the existing Law Reform Committee as
a law reform commission.

The Bill provides that the commission
may consider proposals received virtually
from any person. In that context I refer
to clause 11 of the Bill. if the commission
chooses to consider submissions from
whomsoever the subrmsons are received,
it shall prepare and submit proposals to
the Attorney-General as to how those
submissions should be dealt with.

The Attorney -General is then under an
obligation to present the proposals to
Parliament as soon as practicable after he
receives them. However, under clause 11
the commission if it so desires may bypass
the Attorney-General and deal direct with
Parliament and virtually have its recomn-
mendations laid on the Table of both
Houses. It appears therefore that the
powers of the commission are very wide.
Clause 12 reads--

12. The Commission shall If so
requested by the Attorney General
submit a confidential advisory report
to him on any topic.

I think that would apply only to a topic
the Attorney -General himself had referred
to the commission and on which he had
requested that the report he confidential.

As I have said the powers of the com-
mission are very wide and it may institute
investigations and make recommendations
if necessary direct to both Houses. Some
people may say that Is going a little far,
but with all due respect to them I be-
lieve that if we accept that a Law Reform
Committee is necessary and that it would
be unwise to continue with the present
set-up without the body having statutory
authority, it is essential, if we are to
spend taxpayers' money on such a com-
mission, that It at least have the power to
table its recommendations before this
Parliament.

It is the taxpayers' money which will
buy the recommendation from the law
reform commission and those taxpayers
therefore have the right to know what they
are buying.

I think we would be less than honest
if we did not admit that some of the re-
Ports a commission of this type would sub-
mit might not necessarily be the type the
Attorney -General wants dropped on his
table to present to Parliament. Therefore.
to protect the taxpayers' interests when
they have bought the reports from the
commission, it is reasonable the conmmis-
sion should have such a power.

In respect of the amounts of money
which have been spent thus far by the
Law Reform Committee, I would like to
quote a Couple of figures I have been able
to extract from the Auditor-Greneral's re-
ports for the years 1968 to 1971. During
those four financial years-!I have not been
able to obtain the 1972 figures-the Law
Reform Committee has had $140,000 paid
to it. In the succeeding year I imagine,
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by an analysis of the figures for the previ-
ouis four years, that another $49,000 would
have been Paid to it, giving a total of
$180,000 for the purposes of the Law Re-
form Committee.

Thanks to the Minister and his staff.
the reply to a question I have on the notice
Paper for today was supplied to me this
morning in order that I might make use
of it during this debate. The question is--

(1) How many reports containing pro-
posals and recommendations have
been submitted by the law reform
committee since it was set up in
January, 1988?

(2) How many recommendations or
proposals have been acted upon
by the Government to whom the
reports were submitted?

The answer to my question is that 18 re-
Ports were submitted by the committee to
the Attorney-General or the Minister for
Justice in the previous Government, upon
two of which the previous Government
acted and upon five of which the present
Government has acted. In addition we
have the Hill before us and one is being
drafted. Consequently nine of the 18
reports have been acted upon. The Law
Reform Committee has spent $180,000.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is too
much audible conversation.

Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: Therefore each re-
Port submitted by the committee has cost
$10,000 and each report acted upon by the
two Governments has cost $20,000. If
anyone is interested-and the attention
appears to be minimal-I am not suggest-
ing for one moment that that amount is
far too much to spend for a report if it
contains the sort of information upon
which the Statutes are based. What I am
trying to say is that it might have been
better if more money had been spent for
a greater in-depth study. After all $20,000
is not a mean amount of money for a re-
port, but it could well be that the commis-
sion could do a much greater in-depth
study if it had more members. Of course
this would require perhaps a slightly
higher expenditure.

Mr. Brady: Has the honourable member
looked at the two reports which cost
$20,000.

Mr. Rt. L. YOUN~G: I did not say that
two reports had cost $20,000. 1 do not
know whether the member for Swan was
one of the great majority of those not
listening to me at the time, but I said
that each report acted upon had cost
$20,000.

Mr. Brady: I heard that, but I thought
you might have known the subject matter
of the reports.

Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: No. I received the
answer to my question only an hour be-
fore we came into the Chamber.

I would point out that the members of
the Law Reform Committee are operating
only part time. Prom what I can gather
from the Bill and the Minister's speech it
would appear the members of the com-
mission might well be the same gentlemen
and they will again be operating only
part time. If we consider the amounts
of money appropriated in the four years
the commission has been operating we will
realise that the members have received
only a little over $1,000 each Per annum
for the work they have done. I would say
therefore that they are virtually acting
in an honorary capacity.

It is for this reason I believe the Bill
perhaps does not go far enough. I know
that if we are to have a commission like
the one envisaged, we must have, on the
one hand, the policy-makers and, on the
other hand, researchers. I know that the
staff the Law Reform Committee has at
its disposal is qualified and competent and
the research it does is of necessity good.
The members of the committee are also
qualified and competent and the work they
do must be of the highest order. However,
the point is that if we have only Part-time
members of a commission charged with
preparing reports for presentation to this
Parliament for its consideration-and we
must remember that those reports all con-
cern the laws of the State-the work load
will be heavy and perhaps should be
lightened by increasing the number of
members.

Trhe Bill provides that of the members
of the commission-

(a) one shall be a certified practi-
tioner within the meaning of sec-
tion 3 of the Legal Practitioners
Act, 1893 who is practising as a
practitioner on his own account
whether alone or in partnership;

(b) one shall be a full-time member
of the academic staff of the Law
School of the University of West-
ern Australia;

(c) one shall be a practitioner within
the meaning of section 3 of the
Legal Practitioners Act, 1893 who
is an officer of the Crown Law
Department of the State.

With all due respect I believe we must
accept that law is about People and the
prvctitioners who deal with People are
mostly in private practice. It could well
be that the Attorney-General-I do not
know whether I have his attention at the
moment-could give consideration to the
commission having three practitioners
plus the other two Persons mentioned in
the Bill.

I say this because clause 11 (6) reads-
(6) The Commission may for the

purposes of this section hold and con-
duct such inquiries as it thinks fit,
slid inform itself on any matter in
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such manner as it thinks fit, and ob.
tain such information as to the law
and the administration of justice of
other countries as appears to the
Commission likely to facilitate the
performance of any of its functions.

Virtually it has power to call for any in-
formation It desires upon which to make
reasonable recommendations to the At-
torney-General.

If it is intended that the commission
should have that power, and should also
have the power to delegate as is set out
in subiclause (3) of clause 13 of the Bill,
then the provision should not be built into
the Act unless it is meant to be used. If
it is not intended to be used I suggest we
do not need the commission at all.

The members of the commission will
number only three, and being part-time
members they could find it difficult to get
together to reach decisions on policy in
regard to recommendations from the re-
search staff. The members could find it
very difficult indeed to get together as a
regular committee. We must also re-
member that if the members of the com-
mission are to do their job properly they
may be called upon to go overseas to
carry out investigations into the laws
operating in other countries. It could well
be that the members of the commission
will be curtailed in their activities by virtue
of the fact that not enough members
might be available to hold a meeting. I
say this because the members of the com-
mission, acting on behalf of the people of
Western Australia, may find it necessary
to go to the other States and overseas to
carry cut investigations.

The world is changing rapidly and the
members of the commission, who are
charged with this responsibility, cannot
obtain all their information from law
journals. They will have to be able to go
out and carry out their investigations be-
cause law journals will never take the
place of people.

Mr. Hartrey: Hear Hear!
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I think the Attorney-

General should have given more con-
sideration to the appointment of additional
members who are in private practice. That
wvould have given more flexibility to the
commission, and to the service within the
commission and its scope would have been
broadened considerably.

It appears to me that the Bill virtually
sets up the law reform commission as it
was set up originally. There is hardly a
change in its constitution except with re-
gard to the presentation of reports to
Parliament. It seems that not enough
necessary thought was given to this Hill.

I conclude by saying that I support the
measure with the reservations I have made.
I Point out to members that my recom-
mendations may well cost the State more

money. However, I would like each mem-
ber, and the Attorney-General and the
Treasurer, to remember that the real point
at issue is that if it is necessary to set up
a law reform commission-and we have
accepted that principle-then the decisions
of the law reform commission will be
vitally important to the People of this
State. If a little more finance is necessary
to make the commission workable, and
broaden its scope-and perhaps bring about
a situation where less money is paid per
report-I think the extra money so spent
will not be of great consequence provided
the people have sound basic laws. For those
reasons I support the Bill.

MR. MENSAROS (Floreat) [11.35 aim.]:
I would not like to let this opportunity go
by without placing on record that it is
with considerable reluctance I support the
Bill. My reasons for this are that if the
Government, or anyone else, wished to
seek advice-especially the Government-
it might be for two reasons.

The first reason could be to seek advice
genuinely in certain cases. The second is
to cover up a decision which bad already
been made. Also, the Government might
want to shed responsibility and, for that
reason, It can appoint various bodies to
give the advice which is required and was
foreseen in the first place.

I do not accuse the Attorney-General,
or the Government, of having the latter
case in mind, although I think there is a
proliferation of boards and advisory bodies.
Perhaps the Minister for Health would
agree with me because of his interest in
the proliferation of boards: that is mani-
fcsted in the question he asked during the
last Parliament. In fact I keep his question
and the reply as an important reference.

If the reason for the present Bill is that
the Government desires to receive genuine
advice about matters in which it is Inter-
ested-either to reinforce its own views or
because it is looking to different aspects
which it did' not realse In the first place-
then, of course, the proposed advisory
body-call it what we will-should be as
independent as possible. Otherwise, the
advice given by the advisory body will be
of no-or of very little-value. Conse-
quently I view with some alarm, perhaps,
the endeavour to make this law reform
committee work as a quasi public service,
and the attempt to make it a statutory
body.

I think that the Intention of the Gov-
ernment is good. I also think that certain
aspects of the Bill are good and, as the
member for Wembley pointed out, it is
possible that nothing will change very
much-although that is not written into
the Bill.

I1 have my fears that what is proposed
with the setting up of this statutory body
is already available in the Public Service.
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I fear that the proposed Commission will
ultimately become just a part of the Public
Service. If I am right the Bill holds very
little attraction for me.

I cannot see the reason for the setting
up of the law reform commission because,
surely, the Attorney-General can draw on
the staff of his own Crown Law Depart-
ment. My reservations in supporting the
Bill are not, perhaps, because of the pre-
sent intention of the Government but the
fact that if we have a statutory body It is
inevitable that it will become a Part of
the Public Service. Although the com-
mission might be set up with good inten-
tions it will become part and parcel of the
Minister's department and will do almost
the same job as that which can already
be done by the Crown Law Department. In
that case it would be very difficult to
claim that genuine, independent, and un-
biased advice would be given regarding law
reform or matters connected with it.

if we are sincere we must admit that
most of the statutory bodies which have
been set up were originally formed on the
basis of the Government of the day de-
siring to shed its responsibility. I think
that is the point which was raised by the
Minister for Health and, in my book, that
is not the right thing to do. The Govern-
ment should be responsible for its actions.

I do not think that, in anyone's mind,
the Metropolitan Water Board is some-
thing entirely different from the Water
Supply Department. if people go to either
the Metropolitan Water Board or the
Water Supply Department, It is one and the
same to them. Their functions are really
one and the same.

The reason I rose to speak to this Bill
was to place on record my opinion that
the Government should not create a sta-
tutory body If it really wishes to seek un-
biased, independent advice. A statutory
body will inevitably become part and par-
cel of the Public Service.

MR. T. D. EVANS (Kalgoorlie-At-
torney-General) [11.41 a.m.]: I thank both
members who have contributed to the de-
bate. I will make some brief comments,
because I feel that only brief comment
is called for, in reply to the matters raised
by them.

It may be desirable briefly to quote from
the Fifth Annual Report of the Law Re-
form Committee to give an indication of
the type of work which is currently before
the committee and, indeed, an outline of
the nature of the reports which this com-
mittee has already submitted. Against this
background we can more fruitfully judge
the situation which has been outlined
by the member for Wembley this morning
in anticipation of answers to his questions
this afternoon which Indicate that some

six pieces of legislation have, in fact, found
their way to this Parliament as a direct
result of the efforts, the research, and the
reports of the Law Reform Committee.

The heading on page 1 is, "Projects
studied in the year." I will give a brief
outline of these. So far as completed Pro-
jects are concerned, project No. 20 related
to evidence of criminal convictions in civil
proceedings. Project No. 21 concerned itself
with a review of the Associations Incor-
poration Act. Project No. 23 related to the
legal representation of children. Project
No. 24 concerned itself with succession
rights of adopted children. Project No. 25
related to the legal age of majority. Some
of the topics to which I have just referred
have been the subject of legislation intro-
duced and passed by this Parliament in
recent times.

A report was made after the end of the
financial year but before submission of the
other report. I shall refer to one or two
headings only. One project dealt with
defamation and the contentious and deli-
cate subject of privilege reports. Another
Project concerned itself with motor vehicle
insurance; another with commercial arbi-
tration and the trial of commercial cases;
and still another with innocent misrepre-
sentation.

Since 1968 many of these reports have
been furnished first of all to the Minister
for Justice in the farmer Government,
then to my predecessor in this Govern-
mnent, and lastly to myself. The fact that
only six pieces of legislation have come be-
fore this Parliament since 1968 as a direct
effort of the Law Reform Committee should
not be seen to underwrite the importance
of the work the committee has performed.
Indeed, all its reports are filed and doubt-
less Governments of the future will have
recourse to them. In the main, I do not
think the material in them will date. It
could wvell be that next year the Parlia-
ment will see legislation brought down
based on some of the reports, the subject
matter of which I have indicated this
morning.

The member for Wembley spoke about
the amount of money which has been
channelled into sustaining the Law Re-
form Committee. He indicated that, in
terms of legislation brought before the
Chamber, each report giving birth to legis-
lation could be said to have cost in the
vicinity of $20,000. I do niot think it is
proper to evaluate the reports giving rise
to legislation only and to say that they
cost $20,000. because we know that the
committee has furnished 18 reports since
19068.

Mr. R. L. Young: I mentioned that, in
terms of reports submitted, the cost was
$10,000. Please understand I was not be-
ing critical.
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Mr. T. D. EVANS: This is appreciated.
I assure the member for Wembley that his
comments as to ways and means to im-
prove the working of the commission, If
it is adopted, will be considered in the
light of experience. At the present time
the only counterpart of which I am aware
is in New South Wales where a Law Re-
form Commission is Presided over by Mr.
Justice Reynolds. On the recommendation
of the Law Reform Committee itself in
Western Australia, this Bill has been
drafted on the basis that the members
will still be part time. One will be drawn
from the Crown Law Department; another
will be a senior academic member of the
university staff; and the third a legal
practitioner who is, In fact, practising his
profession. The committee has strongly
recommended that this form of committee
should be the basis for a commission and,
in the light of experience, we will watch
events.

The member for Floreat appears to have
misunderstood the purpose of clause 15 of
the Hill or, if he has not, certainly I have
misunderstood him. There may perhaps
be some difficulty on both sides. Clause
15 of the Bill relates to staff and whilst it
provides that staff shall be appointed under
and subject to the Public Service Act,
flexibility is provided in subelause (2)
which states that the Minister may, on
the request of the commission, engage
under contract for services such profes-
sional and research or other assistance as
may be necessary to enable the commission
to carry out effectively its functions under
this Act and to enter into certain arrange-
ments.

The member for Floreat's fears that this
could denigrate into another branch of the
Public Service are not warranted. Even if
it became another branch of the Public
Service I do not know that one could
properly say that this would denigrate the
body. Nevertheless sufficient flexibility is
Provided in clause 15 to enable the Gov-
ernment to work as efficiently as possible.

I thank members for their qualified sup-
Port and trust that before not a great deal
of time has expired we may fruitfully, if
neccessary, review the legislation.

Question Put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. Bate-

man) in the Chair; Mr. T. D. Evans (At-
torney-General) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 4 Put and passed.
Clause 5: Chairman-

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Perhaps the Attor-
ney-General would look at subclause (2)
of clause 5. The function of the subclause
would be readily recognisable to both him

and myself. However, I wonder whether
or not the purpose will be achieved. The
subclause reads-

(2) The member elected as the
Chairman shall hold that office for a
term not exceeding one year.

I know it would appear that subclause (3)
qualifies that statement to the effect that
it says the outgoing chairman will not be
eligible at the next election.

It could well mean he is eligible at the
election after that. I wonder whether or
not subclause (2) is an absolute thing in
real terms and whether or not it pre-
cludes the member from becoming a chair-
man for two years.

Mr. O'NEJL: I have exactly the same
query. The purpose is that the three
members of the commission shall in turn
act as its chairman for a period not ex-
ceeding one year. The idea is to ensure
rotation by making the outgoing chairman
ineligible at the next succeeding election.
This may be a good scheme and we do not
disagree with the principle, but as there
will be three members and the term of
each member will not exceed three years,
there could be some difficulty.

My interpretation is that the outgoing
chairman will not be eligible for election
immediately and he will also not be
eligible at the next succeeding election. If
we number the elections one, two, three.
and four, and call the candidates A, B,
and C. let us assume at the first election
candidate A is elected. At the second
election only candidates B and C are
eligible. At the third election only can-
didate C is eligible because candidate A
is not eligible at the next election and,
according to my interpretation, the next
succeeding election.

If my interpretation Is correct, in the
event of one of the candidates eligible for
election deciding not to seek election, the
situation could arise that no-one is eligible
to be elected as the chairman of the
commission. I think the point I am
making is precisely the same as that raised
by the member for Wembley. The Min-
ister might have a look at this and qualify
it to the extent that provided one of the
candidates did not seek election as chair-
man the member would be eligible at such
election.

Mr. T. D. EVANS: The questions raised
are good questions and therefore call for
good answers. I think the answers are
to be found in subclause (1), which
reads-

The Commission shall elect the
Chairman from amongst its members.

To use the example given by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, there being
three members of the commission, A. B,
and C, initially A is elected as chairman.
At the conclusion of the period during
which A has served, subclause (2) pro-
vides that A's term ceases. Therefore,
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only B and C are eligible for election for
the second year. Let us assume that B
is elected; at the end of the second year
not only is C available but A also becomes
available. Subelause (3) states that the
outgoing chairman shall not be eligible
for election.

In the example I have given, at the end
of the second year B is not eligible for
election for the third year but A becomnes
eligible again. If we have regard for sub-
clause (1) * the commission shall elect
the chairman. There shall be three mem-
bers of the commission, so the chairman
must be elected from only three people.
At the end of the second year A is eligible
to contest the election against C far the
third year. I think the rationale would be
that A, B, and C would take it in turns,
but If there were a disnute A would be
eligible to contest the election.

Mr. Hutchinson: The term of the chair-
man Is for 12 months?

Mr. T. D. EVANS: Yes.
Mr. Hutchinson: You do not think this

does not exclude him?
Mr. T. D. EVANS: I do not think so.This has been the practice since the pre-

vious Government fixed it up.
Mr. O'NEIL:, I thank the Minister for

his explanation. I believe- he is right. We
raised it simply to establish what was
meant by "the next succeeding election."
It could be interpreted as being two elec-
tions later. I appreciate that, strictly
speaking, it probably means the election
following the expiration of the term of the
outgoing chairman. I accept the explana-
tion.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 6: Qualifications of members-
Mr. Ri. L. YOUNG: During the course of

the second reading debate I explained in
some detail that the Bill did not provide
for sufficient Practitioners in private prac-
tice. In reply, the Attorney-General said
any recommendations made during the
course of the debate would be considered
in the light of future events.

I suggest to the Attorney-General that
although he might accept the principle
that in the light of future events the num-
ber of members should be increased, ser-
ious consideration should be given to the
appointment of additional members who
are in private practice and therefore deal
with the problems of individuals under
the law from day to day. I do not mean
to disparage the other two gentlemen-
the member of the academic staff of the
university and the member of the Crown
Law Department-but I think it is reason-
able to say that a person who is an aca-
demic at the university or who practices
purely on behalf of the Crown In the
Crown Law Department cannot Possibly
have the breadth of understanding of

people which this sort of commission re-
quires. I suggest that any future appoint-
ments should be made from persons in
private practice.

Nr. - T. D. EVANS: I understand the
question was whether serious consideration
would be given to this aspect. The answer
is "Yes."

Clause Put and passed.
Clauses 7 and 8 put and passed.
Clause 9: Conditions of appointmcnt~-
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Clause 9 (1) reads-

A member shall be paid such remnun-
eration and allowances as the Gover-
nor may from time to time determine.

I iave discussed this subclause with a
legal practitioner who is a friend of mine
and the question arose whether or not it
would allow the commission under clause
11 (6) to pay the costs and expenses of a
member who might go to another country
o,. another State for the purpose of this
exercise.

The question is whether it means "a
member" shall be paid a static amount in
respect of expenses and allowvances or
whether it means all the members shall
be paid an amount which is described as
fees and still allows for an individual mem-
ber to be paid other expenses and allow-
ances in respect of a trip he must under-
take on behalf of the commission.

Mr. T. D. EVANS: Obviously remiuner-
ation, as distinct from remuneration and
allowances, may well be a static amount
which would be a common amount paid to
each member of the commission.

I would assume that the term "allow-
ances" would vary according to the neces-
sary remuneration in a particular situ-
ation. Within the meaning of clause 11
(6), a member who is involved or en-
gaged in duties or exercises far beyond
the work undertaken by the other mem-
bers of the commission will be remun-
erated accordingly when extra out-of-
pocket expenses are incurred.

Mr. R. L. Young: Even when the travel-
ling member requires some other form of
remuneration, it would still become an
allowance?

Mr. T. D. EVANS: I feel there is suffi-
cient flexibility in the wording.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 10 and 11 put and passed.
Clause 12: Confidential reports-
Mr. MENSAROS: I cannot help feeling

that the provisions of this clause do, or
may contradict the laudable provisions
contained in clause 11. A Minister may
ask for a confidential advisory report and
if he likes the report-that is, if the re-
port is in line with his Government's
policy-he then may formally ask for it,
in which case it will be tabled In both
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Houses Of Parliament, As I said, this is
a laudable provision. If the report Is-not
to the Minister's liking, it will remain con-
fidential.

I will gladly stand corrected if the Minis-
ter says he would not be able to do this.To my mind there Is nothing to prevent
any Minister-and I am not referring to
the present Minister-using clause 12 first
and then, according to his liking, setting in
motion the machinery of clause 11. Per-
sonally I do not like the clause we are
presently discussing. Clause 11 (7) pro-
vides for the tabling of these reports in
Parliament and should stand without blause
12.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 13 to 16 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.

EDUCATION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 17th August.
MR. LEWIS (Moore) (12.04 p.m.): This

Bill seeks to amend section 37AP of the
Education Act by inserting four new sub-
sections. Section 37 and the following
nine sections of the Act deal with the
setting up of the Government School
Teachers' Tribunal. The tribunal was
established in 1960 to hear appeals by
teachers against the appointment of other
teachers and sundry other matters.

The Minister made a very brief speech
when he introduced this Bill, but it was
probably made twice as long by inter-
jections. He said-

The principle of preference in em-
ployment and promotion to unionists
in so far as the Education Depart-
ment's teaching staff is concerned has
been a matter of contention for many
years. Successive Governments have
either adopted or rejected this prin-
ciple and the State School Teachers'
Union of Western Australia Is de-
sirous of obtaining stability by the
inclusion of this preference as a statu-
tory requirement.

Until this time I have always been very
pleased to support amending Bills intro-
duced by the Minister for Education be-
cause in my view they were calculated to
advance the cause of education. I cannot
agree that this is the case with the present
legislation.

opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr. LEWIS: Nor do I believe that the

Minister himself sincerely believes in the
principle enunciated in the Bill. I could
be wrong; I could be doing the Minister
an injustice. However, I cannot bring my-

'95'

self to believe that the Minister for Educa-
tion is quite sincere on this issue. He
must, at all times, be anxious to promote
education and the professional standing of
the 8,000 or more teachers who are the
instruments of providing this education
for the children. He now Intends to throw
all this overboard and henceforth he will
tell the teachers and the many thousands
of parents in Western Australia, that
quality means nothing; the important
thing Is that a teacher is a member of the
union.

When appointments are to be miade in
the Education Department, the yardstick
is mnembership of the union. We are throw-
ing overboard the criterion of quality in
one fell swoop. I cannot imagine that the
Minister, who incidentally is an ex-
teacher-

Mr. T. D. Evans: And a former member
of the union as well.

Mr. LEWIS: That may be so.
Mr. T. D. Evans: I know someone else

who was a member.
Mr. LEWIS: I would not question that. I

understand at the present time some 95
per cent. of the teachers are members of
the union.

Mr. H. D . Evans: The concept of this is
that where all things are equal preference
will go to the union member.

Mr. O'Neil: No, it isn't; that is the very
point.

Mr. LEWIS: The Bill does not say that.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.

Tonkin): Order!
Mr. Williams: Whoever says that has

not read the Bill.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Where would a doctor

get in this country if he is not a member
of the A.M.A.? Would he be allowed to
practice?

Mr. O'Neil: Yes, he would.
Mr. J. T. Tonkcin: No, he would not.
Mr. O'Neil: There was a member of

Parliament who was allowed to practise.
He was not a member of the A.M.A.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.
Tonkin): The member for Moore has the
floor. I would appreciate some-

Mr. O'Neil: He was not a member-
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.

Tonkin): I would point out to the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition that I was speak-
ing. I suggest that when the Speaker or
the Acting Speaker speaks, common cour-
tesy demands that the members then
speaking should stop.

Sir Charles Court: That suits us too,
Mr. Acting Speaker.

Mr. LEWIS: A member who is attend-
ing a doctor wants the doctor to be cap-
able of giving him the attention he re-
quires.
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Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You may be inter-
ested to know, years ago when I was teach-
ing in the Forest Grove district, a certain
doctor in the area was incapable of carry-
ing out his work. We tried to obtain the
services of another doctor but the A.M.A.
would not allow another one to take his
place.

Sir Charles Court; That has nothing to
do with this case.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: There was the Possi-
bility of obtaining the services of another
doctor who was not in the union. However,
he was not allowed to practise there.

Sir Charles Court: That is not a union.
Mr. LEWIS: In any case. I am not re-

ferring to the appointment of doctors: I
am referring to the appointment of teach-
ers.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You cannot make fish
of one and flesh of another.

Dr. Dadour: The A.M.A. has no say as
to where a doctor may go.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You don't know what
you are talking about.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.
Tornkin): Order! Order!

Mr. LEWIS: In addition, the present
Minister was himself a teacher; so was the
Premier, the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion, yourself, Mr. Acting Speaker, the
member for Ascot, and the member for
Cottesic. I would say that all fathers of
schoolchildren in this House. and all
grandfathers of schoolchildren in this
House-if there be any-must at all times
be keen to ensure that their children and
grandchildren will receive the very best
education available to them, regardless of
all other considerations. This has always
been the yardstick adopted by the Educa-
tion Department.

Indeed, this is the principle underlying
the appeal board. A teacher appointed to
a iposition by the department may have an
appeal lodged against him by a teacher
who feels he is better qualified for the job.
The ag-grieved teacher may appeal to the
appeal board-it is now a tribunal-and
put forward his case. Where he can prove
his case the department's appointment is
set aside and the appeal is upheld. So until
now the No. 1 criterion has always been
quality, and where that was equal the next
criterion has always been seniority; but
quality is paramount.

However, we are throwing that principle
overboard. The Minister says this has been
a matter of contention for many years. So
far as my research is concerned I find that
no Government has ever brought legisla-
tion to this House to try to give effect to
the principle-if we can call it that-of
giving preference to unionists in the teach-
ing service. So far as I can ascertain no
Government has attempted to do that even
by way of regulation.

Iirefer back to 1951 when the then
Minister for Education (The Hon. A. F.
Watts) received a letter from the Acting
Secretary of the State School Teachers'
Union. On the 23rd February, 1951, Mr.
Watts replied to that letter as follows:-

I acknowledge your letter of the 23rd
January dealing with the question of
making it a condition of appointment
to any position in the teaching service
that the applicant becomes a member
of the State School Teachers' Union.

I would say at the outset that I am
Personally strongly in favour of every
teacher j oining your organisation,
recognising as I do the desirability of
having some such body caring for the
needs of the teaching profession, but I
do not propose to make it a condition
as you suggest and perhaps I may be
pardoned for expressing some surprise
that your Union, representing as it
does a body of persons of a professional
character, should be prepared to sug-
gest that qualifications, training and
experience should be overlooked as
against the question of mere member-
ship of the Union when it comes to
an appointment in the Department.

I think you will realise that it has
been my constant wish since I under-
took the duties of this Portfolio to
recognise the professional status of
those engaged in teaching and to en-
courage that outlook both by the De-
pariment and by the public in every
Possible way. I therefore do not think
that this most important and in fact
transcendent aspect of the matter
should in any circumstances be subor-
dinated to the question that you raise.
although I repeat I would in no way
discourage, but rather the reverse,
membership of your Union by every
person engaged in teaching our chil-
dren.

So the Policy of the then Government was
to encourage membership of the Teachers'
Union, but the Minister was not prepared
to throw overboard the priority of quality.
I cannot understand why the Government
and the Teachers' Union are doing this. I
have a high regard for the President of
the Teachers' Union, and I cannot bring
myself to believe that he, personally, Is very
enthusiastic about the question of eom-
pulsory membership of the union and the
method by which the Government pra-
Poses to achieve this; that is. by making
it a condition that a teacher must be a
member of the union, and giving that
priority over everything else.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I do not think the
member for Moore, who has personal ex-
perience of the union over many years.
would doubt the sincerity of any of the
many approaches it has made during that
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time relating to many subjects. So why
does he doubt the sincerity of the president
in regard to this issue?

Mr. LEWIS: Because in every represen-
tation I received, and in every representa-
tion I know of, the teachers always have
been desirous of enhancing their profes-
sional status. They have been most
anxious to enhance their professional
status in the eyes of the public. This is
a most desirable object amongst teachers;
they are not bricklayers or street sweepers;
they are endeavouring to train the minds
of our young people to bring them to full
citizenship. Now we are going to say,
"Never mind how qualified you are, as long
as you are a member of the union you will
be able to do this. All else goes by the
board." The Bill states quite clearly that
the efficiency of a teacher is subordinate
to his membership of the union.

Having received that letter from Mr.
Watts in 1951 the union dropped the
matter and did not raise it again until
1953. By that time the Government had
changed. The General Secretary of the
Teachers' Union then wrote to the then
Minister for Education-the present Pre-
mier-on the 19th June, 1953, as follows-

Dear Sir,
My Executive requests that the

policy of preference to Unionists in
respect to employment in the teach-
ing service be reinstated.

This request is in accordance with
longstanding Union Policy and has the
support of a number of emphatic
resolutions recently submitted by
Union branches.

In view of the Policy of your Gov-
ernment on this matter in the past.
the Union is confident you will give
the request your sympathetic con-
sideration.

The then Minister for Education was the
Acting Premier at the Particular time, so
he referred the letter to the Acting Minis-
ter for Education (The late Emil Nulsen),
who referred it to the department in a
minute asking, "What policy is in opera-
tion at present, Please?" On the 2nd July,
1953, the Director of Education replied to
the Acting Minister for Education. This
letter is taken from file No. 524/37, His
reply was as follows:-

I draw your attention to my minute
on the file at page 31 which was ren-
dered necessary by a somewhat simi-
lar request put forward in 1951 at
Page 36. The IMinister for Education
in the last Government replied to the
Union as at Page 38. The position at
present is set out on page 37.

I have already read out the letters which
appear on pages 36 and 38 of the file. I
do not have page 37. but no doubt the
then Minister replied in accordance with
that advice. The Acting Minister for

Education referred the matter to the
Minister for Education-the present
Premier-in the following minute:-

As this is a matter of policy and I
am only acting as Minister in charge
of the Portfolio of Education, I think
it Preferable for you to make a de-
cision on the letter from the Teachers'
Union.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Would the member
for Moore satisfy my curiosity by disclos-
ing the source of the correspondence from
which he is quoting?

Mr. LEWIS: It was taken from the file.
I have already quoted the file number to
the Minister should he desire to refer to
it.

Mr. T. D. Evans: How did the honour-
able member get access to the file?

Mr. LEWIS: I had access to the file
when I was the Minister for Education.

Mr. T. D. Evans: And ever since you
have kept copies taken from the file?

Mr. LEWIS: Yes, because I received a
similar request.

Mr. T. D. Evans: And you have kept
the copies of the letters taken from the
file?

Mr. LEWIS: The then Acting Premier,
and Minister for Education, wrote the fol-
lowing letter to the General Secretary of
the Teachers' Union, on the 17th July.
1953:-

In reply to your letter of the 19th
June, requesting that the policy of
Preference to Unionists in respect to
employment In the teaching service
be re-instated, I desire to advise you
that preference to Unionists is the
policy of the Government and will be
observed in all Departments.

That letter was forwarded to the Director
of Education for noting. Then the depart-
ment ran into a little trouble. The Act-
ing Director of Education wrote to the
Minister on the 23rd December, 1953, in
the following terms:-

At a meeting of the High School
Advisory Hoard yesterday two teach-
ers among others were recommended
for Promotion to Senior Masterships
in Junior High Schools. At the con-
clusion of the meeting they were
checked as to their membership of the
Teachers' Union and these two-

I will not name the two teachers. Continu-
ing-

-were not included in the list of
financial members of the Union.

As Acting Director I verbally re-
ferred the matter to the Board and
asked it to make new recommenda-
tions In accordance with Government
policy. This was done.

Page 72, file 2482-29, throws doubt
on the legality of this procedure.
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However, in the Education Depart- Mr. T. D. Evans: What date is on that
ment all appointments in theory are
made in the name of the Minister for
Education and as your Deputy in the
case I presume I could refuse to ap-
point the recommended teachers.
Page 72 suggests that an appeal to
the Court might upset this action.

Page 12, File 524-37-
Mr. Wise states, "The Government's

Policy at all times is preference to
unionists."

The immediate question is-has my
action yesterday your endorsement?

If so, what form should the official
notification to the teachers concerned
take? I suggest "application rejected
under the Government's policy of pre-
ference to unionists."

The then Minister for Education-the
present Premier-put a minute on the file
as follows:-

Your action is endorsed. The official
notification should show that appli-
cants must be members of the Teach-
ers' Union in order to be eligible for
appointment to positions for which
there are qualified applicants.

Then the Acting Director of Education
wrote another minute to the Government
as follows:-

Meaning of Preference to Unionists.
1. Does it mean that only a Unionist

can be appointed to a promotional
Position-in other words does it
mean that a non-unionist's ap-
plication Is to be rejected;

or
2. Does it mean that if a Unionist is

qualified to hold the job but Is
not necessarily the best appli-
cant he must get the job in pre-
ference to non-unionists;

or
3. Does it mean that all things being

equal the Unionist must get the
job;

or
4. In view of the machinery estab-

lished In the Department for pro-
motion of teachers, does the
principle apply at all?

The then Minister-the present Premier-
replied to that minute in the following
terms:-

No. 2 above is thle correct applica-
tion of Government Policy of Prefer-
ence to Unionists.

To make that clear, I repeat the No. 2
to which the then Minister referred. It
is-

2. Does it mean that if a Unionist
is qualified to hold the job but
is not necessarily the best appli-
cant he must get the job in pre-
ference to non Unionists?

instruction from the then Minister, vho
is now the Present Premier?

Mr. LEWIS: It is dated the 24th De-
cember. 1953. Then followed a fairly
lengthy legal opinion. I do not propose
to read all of it except the concluding
paragraph, because this legal opinion has
pointed to the illegality of doing many
things and to what should be done. The
concluding paragraph reads-

In MY Opinion, in order to give com-
plete effect to the Government's policy
In this matter and assuming that the
Minister cannot achieve his wishes
administratively through his nominees
on the respective Boards-

I will deal with that in a moment. Con-
tinuing-

-it would be necessary to amend
either the Act or the Regulations by
an express provision giving prefer-
ence in promotion to unionist teach-
ers over non-unionist teachers.

The Minister was faced with some alter-
natives. Firstly, he could take action ad-
ministratively, because on the appeal
boards that existed at that time the Minis-
ter had a nominee and, of course, there
was a representative of the department
on the boards, too. So long as the Minis-
ter gave instructions to his officers he
could carry out whatever principle he
wished. His alternative, as the Crown Law
Departmnent pointed out: was to amend the

Act., The Minister did not introduce an
amending Bill or a regulation to Parlia-
ment, because the Director of Education
then posed another minute to the then
Minister for Education. By this time the
Minister for Education was The Hon. W.
Hegney, and the minute commenced as
follows:-

The Hon. 3. T. Tonkin when Min-
ister for Education informed the
Teachers' Union that "Preference to
Unionists is the policy of the Govern-
ment and will be observed in all De-
partments" and instructed me (see
page 43) to ensure that the policy is
observed.

During my absence on annual leave
the Acting Director-

that was the late Dr. Robertson. Continu-
ing-

-sought a clarification of this and
obtained from Mr. Tonkin a ruling
that preference to Unionists meant "if
a Unionist is qualified to hold a pro-
nmotional position but is not necessarily
the best applicant he must get the
position in preference to non-Union-
ists" (please see pages 42 and 45).
I I was concerned that, under the

Education Act and Regulations,
the Department had no Power to
put this policy into effect as
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Boards dealing with promotions
must make recommendations un-
der existing Regulations. I there-
fare sought the advice of the Sol-
icitor General as to the Depart-
ment's powers In this respect. He
gave his advice at pages 51 to 53.
Frm this it is clear that, in his
opinion, Government policy of
preference to Unionists may be
implemented completely only by
amendment to the Education Act
or Regulations.

Alternatively, such policy
might also be implemented
under existing legislation in-
directly by administrative action
by the Minister directing his
representative and the Depart-
ment's representatives on the
four Boards concerned (Pri-
mary, Secondary, Technical and
Teachers' College) that prefer-
ence to Unionists was Govern-
ment policy and that effect
should be given to this policy.
So far no amendments have

been made to the Act or Regula-
tions and, so far as I know, no in-
structions given to the representa-
tives of the Minister or Depart-
ment although I have drawn the
attention of the Department's
representatives to the Govern-
ment's policy.

May I have clarification as to
the Government's wishes in this
matter, please.

II A further question arises in re-
gard to this policy and that Is In
respect to the right of appeal by
non-Unionists against recom-
mended appointment.
(I) The Solicitor General advises

at Page 52, para. 4 that in his
opinion, a non-Unionist has
a right of appeal to the Public
Service Promotions Appeal
Board.

Qii However, the Public Service
Commissioner who is respon-
sible for the administration of
the appeal machinery claims
that under the Act there is
no right cf appeal for a non-
Unionist and refuses to allow
non-Unionists access to the
appeal board.

In the margin, initialled by The Hlon. W.
Hegney, and dated the 18th October, 1954,
there is a note, "Cabinet approves." Also,
the paragraph which has a mark against
it reads--

Alternatively, such policy might also
be implemented under existing legis-
lation indirectly by administrative

action by the Minister directing his
representative-

and so on, and that was done. So far the
Government has not brought legislation
to the Parliament for discussion in regard
to this very important principle as to
whether teachers, before being promoted,
must firstly be members of the Teachers'
Union. This is a vital Principle.

After the Brand-Watts Government
camre into office in 1959 Mr, Watts camne
into the picture again. He caused some
inquiries to be made, but I do not know
what prompted him to do that. No doubt.
the details are on the files. That was the
information I was seeking when I asked
for the files to be tabled, but they were
not made available to me for reasons
given by the Minister. However, I do
not quarrel with the decision of the Minis-
ter.

On the 2nd June, 1959, the late Dr.
Robedtsin, the then Director of Educa-
tion, gave the following information to
the then Minister for Education (Mr.
Watts)-.

In accordance with the request in
your minute of 21st May (page 69) 1
have prepared an outline of the cir-
cumstances surrounding the operation
of the policy of preference to union-
Ists in the Education Department.

On the 17th July, 1953, the then
Minister for Education, the Hon. J. T.
Tonkin, informed the Teachers' Union
that "preference to unionists is the
policy of the Government and will be
observed in all Departments", and in-
structed me to ensure that this policy
was observed. (Page 43.)

When a clarification of this policy
was sought, Mr. Tonkin gave a ruling
that preference to unionists meant
that "if a unionist Is qualified to hold
the job hut is not necessarily the best
applicant, he must get the job in pre-
ference to a non-unionist". (Page 45.)

1 then sought a direction as to how
this Policy was to be applied in the
Education Department, since under the
Regulations the various Appointment
Boards are required to select the best
qualified applicant for a position, ir-
respective of whether he happens to
be a member of the Teachers' Union.

I was informed (page 59) that the
decision of the Cabinet was that the
policy was to be Implemnented by ad-
mninistrative action by the Minister
directing his representative and the
Department's representatives on the
four Boards concerned that preference
to unionists was Government policy
and that effect was to be given to that
policy.

The necessary instructions were sent
to the various representatives on the
26th October, 1954, and the policy of
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preference to unionists has been ap-
plied by the various Appointment
Boards since that date.

One wonders sometimes how many people
have been appointed to these positions
over others who might have higher
qualifications, merely because they were
unionists. To continue with the minute
I have been reading-

During the time that this policy
has operated, It baa been virtually im-
Possible for a non-unionist to gain
promotion in the Education Depart-
ment.

The Teachers' Union furnishes the
Department with a list of its financial
members, and this is kept up to date by
periodical amendments.

The various Appointments Boards,
after selecting the applicant they con-
sider best qualified to fll an advertised
vacancy, always check to ascertain if
he Is a financial member of the Union.
If his name does nut appear on the
list supplied by the Union, he is passed
over, and the Board proceeds to make
another selection.

A similar procedure is followed with
regard to appointments from the Pro-
motion Lists for the Headmastership
of Primary Schools. Teachers at the
top of the list, and next in line for
promotion are passed over if a check
shows that they are not financial
members of the Teachers' Union.

The then Minister for Education (Mr.
Watts) put an immediate stop to that
practice.

Then in 1960 the Brand-Watts Govern-
ment Introduced an amending Bill to the
Education Act, to set up the Teachers'
Tribunal to which I have made some brief
reference. This comprises a chairman who
must be a lawyer who has bad at least
seven years of practice.

Mr. Hartrey: And be is a unionist, too!
Mr. LEWIS: That could he the case,

but I am not now questioning the qualifi-
cations of lawyers. The Teachers' Tribunal
also comprises a representative of the
union and a representative of the Minister.
it deals with many matters including
salary determinations, promotions, etc.
Prom my experience I have found that
although sometimes the decision of the
tribunal has gone against the Government
in regard to salaries and other matters,
by and large it has done a very good job.

Of course, its criterion on the appoint-
ment of teachers is, firstly, qualifications;
and where the qualifications are equal then
the noxt factor it takes into consideration
is seniority.

The Bill seeks to amend section 37AF
of the Act by adding the following pro-
vision:-

(Sa) Notwithstanding anything to
the contrary contained in subsection

t3) of this section, but subject to sub-
sections (3b), (30) and (3d) of this
section, it Is hereby declared that for
the purposes of the determination of
any appeal made to the Tribunal as
referred to in subsection (3) of this
section, the efficiency of any eligible
applicant who is a member of the
Union is superior to the efficiency of
any applicant who is not a member
of the Union.

Mr. O'Neil-, The Minister for Lands
should listen to this.

Mr. LEWIS: That is a shocking state
of affairs. I cannot imagine the Minister
for Education, who is also the Attorney-
General, being a party to such a provision,
because I have always held him in very
high regard.

Mr. T. D, Evans: Perhaps after I have
replied to the debate you will change your
view,

Mr. LEWIS: I applaud the Minister for
what he has done for the education system,
but in respect of the provision I have just
quoted I cannot help thinking that his
arm has been screwed tightly behind his
back.

Mr. Rushton: By the Trades and Labor
Council.

Mr. Jamieson: Is the Teachers' Union
affihiated with it?

Mr. LEWIS:, I do not think such a pro-
vision should be inserted into the Act. It
is bad in principle, and I hope Parliament
will give it short shrift.

The Bill contains a provision dealing
with conscientious objectors. This seeks to
put a little bit of sugar on top of the
castor oil as is the case when administered
to children, It might taste a little
sweeter, but I am sure it would have the
same drastic effect on the children.

The provision is as follows:-
(b) a teacher who is eligible for

membership of the Union but who
objects, on grounds of conscienti-
ous belief, to being a member of
the Union, shall be deemed to be
a membxr of the Union for the
whole of a calendar year if. within
one month prior to the corn-
menicement of that calendar year,
he has paid to the Minister an
amount equal to the subscriptions
payable for twelve months' mem-
bership of the Union.

I bave too high a regard for teachers to
refer to any as being ordinary teachers,
and sonme are better than others; but it
is the practice for teachers to have their
union dues deducted from their fortnightly
pay. A t-eacher may have his yearly union
dues paid by instalments, but the conscien-
tious objector has to pay the whole lot
in advance.
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Mr. Williams: Where do these funds
go to?

Mr. LEWIS: The conscientious objector
has to Pay the whole amount of the dues
within one month prior to the commence-
meat of the calendar year. Then after the
money has been paid into the fund the
Minister shall, as prescribed in the follow-
ing provision in the Bill: -

pay any amount received by him as
described in subsection (30) of this
section to the credit of a fund to be
established and maintained by him
and may make disbursements from
the fund for the purpose of granting
financial assistance to, or otherwise
Promoting the welfare of, members of
the teaching profession in such cir1-
cumnstances and on such terms and
conditions as the Minister May deter-
mine.

Mr. Williams: What does that mean?
Mr. LEWIS: That would not prevent

the Minister from immediately handing
the money to the Teachers' Union. I can-
not find words which express adequately
enough my disgust at this type of legis-
lation.

In the words and according to the
Philosophy Of the then Minister for
Education (Mr. Watts) I also believe in
this union. I have always been a member
of a union. I have been a member of the
Farmers' Union and other organisations
and it riled me that some who should
have done so did not join that union. The
Teachers' Union is the Organisation which
helps to step up the benefits in the inter-
ests of the welfare and advancement of
education, I believe the members of the
executive of the union are earnest enough
in their endeavours in this regard.

I know quite well that the union used
to put pressure on Inc and on many matters
I went along with it, but because of lack
of funds I could not do all it requested.
No doubt the Minister has had to give the
samne reply to the union: that is, because
of lack of funds he has been unable to
comply with all its requests. Nevertheless,
behind all those requests has been the
sincere desire of the union to advance
the quality of the teaching profession.
However, under this Hill that union will
become just another industrial union of
workers. I will be surprised if many, of
the union members will go along with this.

I know that 95 per cent. of all teachers
have joined the union. In many cases
this has been because of pressure applied
to them by the union. I have not a great
deal against that. All groups, including
Political Parties, will apply pressure even
if it is only mildly in the form of litera-
ture to Indicate what the Organisation
concerned is doing and to issue an in-
vitation to join it. However, I know the
Teachers' Union does more than that. it
sends Organisers to the schools to say,

"What about you? Why are you not a
member of the union? You know you are
getting the benefit of what we are doing."

Mr. Janmeson: You disagree with the
actions of the union?

Mr. LEWIS: No. I do not disagree at
all.

Mr. Graham: Do you agree with the
school teacher who takes all the benefits
and refuses to contribute: in other words
he scabs on his fellow workers?

Mr. LEWIS: No. I do not think a
teacher ought to take that attitude, but
I would be the last to say we should pass
a law to compel him to join.

Mr. Graham: I think a teacher ought
to make up his mind-

Mr. O'Neil, That is right. Let him make
up his own 'mind. Do not force him to
join.

Mr. Graham: He will be able to make up
his mind under this.

Mr. O'Neil: Rubbish!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. LEWIS: I point out this is not a

lawv to make membership compulsory.
Mr. Graham: It is not.
Mr. LEWIS: This is achieving the same

objective in a more savage way. It says.
"Unless you join you will be deprived of
any promotion or appointment to the de-
partment."

Mr. O'Neil: It is saying that irrespective
of qualifications the unionist is more
capable.

Mr. Graham: It is giving preference to
unionists which has been the practice-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr. LEWIS: I cannot go along with the
principle behind this Bill. Therefore, in
case members might have gained the
wrong impression, I must indicate that I
oppose the Bill.

MR. MENSAROS (Floreat) (12.42 pm.]:
I think it is almost superfluous for me to
say what the member for Moore said at
the conclusion of his speech: that Is, I
violently oppose this measure.

Mr. Jamieson: You are violently op-
posed to all unions.

Mr. MENSAROS: This is another step
towards socialism without any expendi-
ture. I think it is worth while to remark
that it is a statutory proposal not based
on any mandate the Government could
claim it had wvhen it was elected. Al-
though the Premier the other day said
that the legislative programme of the
Government can exceed that which is de-
tailed in the polity speech, it Is very im-
portant to note that this particular meas-
ure was not included in the policy speech
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or even mentioned in any way. I think
it is worth mentioning this because it is
not very likely that the Premier forgot
about this matter when he drafted his
policy speech or changed his mind after he
made the speech. it is more likely that
he did not mention this in his policy
speech because as it was such an unpopu-
lar and unjust measure it might indeed
have cost him the election.
sitting suspended from 12.45 to 2.15 Pmm.

Mr, MENSAROS: To pick up the line
of my argument which was interrupted by
the suspension for lunch, I said it was
most significant that the measure with
which we are now dealing was not included
in the Premier's policy speech. I say it
hs significant because it is hard to imagine
-and it is most unlikely-that the Prem-
ier would forget this subject, or that he
would have changed his mind since he
was elected. It is much more likely that
the Premier did not want to-deliberately
-or did not dare to include it in his
policy speech.

Mr. T. D, Evans: It would probably be
of interest for the member for Floreat to
know that this is Part of our platform.
We do not include everything in the policy
speech.

The SPEAKER: Order!I

Mr% MENSAROS: If what I have said is
not the case then the measure has been
thrust upon the Premier and his Govern-
ment by a later action of the people either
in the party executive, or in the trade
unions who actually direct his actions.

Mr. T. 1). Evans: No-one at all directs
our actions.

M. MENSAROS: The people who elect
a Labor Government do not actually know
what they elect, because the masters who
are behind the Labor Government can, at
any timne, change the existing policy. I
think even the Minister for Education
would not deny this- that the masters can
change the Policy during the term of the
Government. The policy can be reversed
and a new one introduced, and that policy
becomes all-binding on the Government,
and on those members who have been
elected by the people. So, when people
vote for Labor they do not know what
they are voting for.

Mr- Brown: Rubbish!

Mr. MENSAROS: The interjection
which has come forward in reply to my
remarks is typical and indicates that there
is no argument against what I have said.

The measure which is now before us
is truly unfair to the whole education
system under which the people and their
children are educated. It is unfair to the
citizens of Western Australia who pay for
education in this State. Education is for
everyone, and everyone helps to pay for it.

The Government has a statutory duty
to provide education at various levels, and
this statutory duty has slowly developed
and spread in increasingly wider fields and
levels. However, it was never envisaged or
anticipated that our education system
would be controlled by one section of the
community, and by people confined to
one particular idea; People who belong to
one party or association.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Is the member for
Floreat not required to be a member of
the Builders' Registration Board?

Mr. MENSAROS: That Is not a union.
Mr. T. D. Evans: It is a registration

board; a registration body.
Mr. O'Neil: One can build in the country

without being a registered builder.
Mr. MENSAROS: For all practical pur-

poses, it will be necessary to belong to an
association, and the political philosophy
of that association is undoubtedly con-
nected with that of the Government,

Mr. T. D. Evans: The Teachers' Union
is not affiliated with the Labor Party.

Mr. MENSAROS: Obviously it confesses
to the same views. It confesses to views
which, in fact, go far to the left beyond
the views of the Present Government. I
say this advisedly because there is a great
deal of evidence and proof of this. In
fact one wonders why the leaders of the
union do not confess to being left-wing
radicals as they have been accused of
recently.

Mr, T. D. Evans: You say you speak
advisedly. I say you are speaking ilI-
advisedly in making imputations against
senior members of the union.

Mr. MENSAROS: I am talking of the
leadership of the union.

Mr. T. D. Evans:. You were referring to
the Teachers' Union. It is just as well you
are saying this under privilege.

Mr. MENSAROS: I am saying it under
privilege, because I cannot say it any
other way in this Parliament.

Mr. O'Neil: Is It libellous to accuse
people of being on the left?

Mr. MENSAROS: I wonder why the
people concerned do not confess to this
if it is their view, but instead, when they
are accused, they confess to the contrary.

As I have said, there is a great deal of
evidence to support these remarks. We
only have to bear in mind the tremendous
campaign raised against the Minister for
Education in the Brand Government and
against the whole educational system. At
that time we were told there was a crisis
in education and we heard all sorts of
criticism. Suddenly, as soon as the Labor
party took office, this crisis disappeared.
it finished and was no more. Can anyone,
including the Minister for Education, say
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that conditions changed so drastically
from one day to the next? There was a
supposed crisis on one day and on the next
day it had ended. When we saw this, we
could not but doubt the sincerity of the
leaders of the union.

To my mind, the Labor Government has
not done any more for education than the
previous Government did, except perhaps
to cry louder to the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment for help, which derogates the
State Government's responsibilities. if this
argument is not enough, what about the
well known and publicised argument by the
same union that education was entirely
neglected by the Brand Government, be-
cause the Minister for Education had one
other portfolio? The argument was that
education was not important enough to
the Brand Government, because the Min-
ister for Education had one other portfolio.
With all due respect to the portfolio of
Native Welfare, that was not a major one.

What was the position subsequently?)
When the presRent Government took office
the Premier, first of all, was also Minister
for Education. Later on the Attorney-Gen-
eral was given the portfolio of Education
and, at the same time, he was Assistant
to the Treasurer. Would anyone say that
the portfolios of Premier, Attorney-Gen-
eral, or Assistant to the Treasurer are not
important? Which Government showed
more concern for education? Which Gov-
ernment had a Minister whose main con-
cern was education, although he had a
portfolio of minor importance as well?
As I have said, the Education portfolio was
once the responsibility of the Premier and
then of the Attorney-General who assists
the Treasurer. Was there any complaint
against this or is the Minister a super-
man?

Mr. T. D. Evans: The member for flor-
eat is attacking the union and not con-
cerning himself with the contents of the
Bill.

Mr. MENSAROS: I cannot see it is out
of order to talk about a union which is
mentioned in the Bill in the singular and
not in the plural. I will come to this. The
Bill talks about "the union" and the
Teachers' Union is the only one which ex-
ists at the moment. If you, Mr. Speaker,
rule me out of order on this, of course I
will take your advice, but I doubt whether
you would take the same attitude as the
Minister takes in regard to whether or not
I am talking to the Bill.

To go one step further, would the Min-
ister for Education stand up and deny-
Perhaps he would say that he does not
know-that an organisation called the Pro-
gressive Teachers' Association has its
meetings before every important meeting
of the Teachers' Union, decides what to
do at the meetings of the union, and acts
uni solo? It therefore has the upper hand
on this union. Would not this point to the

fact that it is a left wing radical union ex-
pressed in the majority of the leaders? I d)
not go so far as to say that the members-
of the union are left wing. By far th,
greater majority of them are not at all
this way. The Minister for Works accorded
me flattery by welcoming me before I even
rose to my feet and opened my mouth. He
interjected before I had said a 'word and
said that I am against unions. I amn not
against unions, but I am against a com-
pletely undemocratic system where E. smnall
minority wields the power. If the member
for Boulder-Dundas does not agree with
me he can stand up and say that there is
no minority group which decides what
action should be taken later.

The measure is entirely out of order. I
is not even ethical to compel the whole
populace of the State to a certain action-
to being members of a certain union-te
tackle a question like education, which, t
I have said, is a State-wide question. This
is bringing in measures which have only
political purposes.

If members look at the Bill they will see,
as I said a moment ago, that it speaks only
in the singular all the time of "the union."
I admit it does not name the particular
union about which we are talking.

Mr. T, D. Evans: The union is defined In
the Act. The Bill is to effect an amend-
ment to the Act.

Mr. MENSAROS: That is the State
School Teachers' Union of Western Austra-
lia.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Yes, hereinafter
known as "the union."

Mr. MENSAROS: The Bill certainly re-
stricts the rights of those who are outside
the union. I Pose the question: - What har -
pens if the majority of these teachers, fed
up with the left wing manipulation of th
present union, decide to create another
union? They are perfectly at liberty to do
so. There Is no law to prevent it. Then,
according to the Minister, and I thank
him for his interjection, it goes further
than my reading of the Bill, because meni -
hers of other unions would be debarro-'
as would a nonunion member. It will mean.
that only teachers who belong to this par-
ticular union led by left-win gers will be
able to gain Promotion,

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are begging the
question when you refer to them as being
led by left-wingers. A person trained in
law should not do this.

Mr. Bertram: What constitutes a left-
winger in the Teachers' Union context?

Mr. MENSAROS: The member for mt.
Hawthorn should have listened to me. He
;should have listened to the argumeats
which I am not prepared to repeat again
at this stage.

It Is quite clear that if another union, or
two or three unions are formed by teach-
ers, the proposed legislation will exclude
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members of such new unions just as it
would exclude people who are not members
of the union. I appreciate it will apply to
only a small percentage of the teachers-
as only a small percentage are non-union
members-but that does not alter the
principle.

Some time ago, in fact on the 11th April
of this Year, I asked the Minister for Edu-
cation whether he had any knowledge of
the position in other States. When a de-
partment is bringing in novel legislation
it usually refers to the practice, usage, and
Statutes of the other States. The Minister
very piously confessed to utter ignorance.
His answer was that the Education De-
partment. did not have the information of
the position in the other States.

I went to the trouble of obtaining this
information, although the Education De-
partment apparently could not get it The
result of my inquiry to the other five
States is quite interesting.

In New South Walcs the Deputy Premier
and Minister for Education and Science
advised me as follows-

There are no provisions made in the
Acts and Regulations relating to edu-
cation in this State for preference to
be given to union members in the
appointment and promotion of teach-
ers.

I am attaching for your information
a copy of the New South Wales Teach-
ing Service Act, 19IO, under which
teachers in New South Wales are em-
ployed.

And indeed, a perusal of this Act proves
that the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Education and Science is correct because
there is no provision at all. I would add
that these letters were received by me
about May and June of this year.

The Minister for Education in Victoria
says-

In response to your letter of the
23rd May I have to tell You that there
is no preference to union members in
our State teaching service.

The next letter is from Queensland and
the Minister for Education confirms that
there is no provision in the Education Act.
although there Is a usage In this respect
in Queensland. However, there is no
statutory provision.

We now come to the Labor States and
I would say that after the experience I
had with our Minister for Education I
wrote to the respective Leaders of the
Opposition. The leader in South Australia
Says-

We have had some most unpalatable
socialistic measures Presented to us in
the last two Years but to this time
no amendment to bring about union

preference in the teaching profession.
Certainly this type of attitude has been
welt to the fore in respect of daily
paid positions (railways, roadworks,
hospitals, building department, etc.)-

And members will note that these are all
industrial fields. The letter continues--

-and for Government subcontractors
but not professionally.

So even in South Australia there is no
Statute or regulation to this effect.

Finally, from Tasmania, the answer is--

There is no provision that I can
find in the Tasmanian Statutes.

Mr. Cook: Who wrote the letter from
Tasmania-the Minister for Education?

Mr. MENSAROS: The Leader of the
Opposition. Does the member for Albany
suggest that the Leader of the Opposition
forwarded incorrect information?

Mr. Cook: Why did you not write to
the Minister for Education?

Mr, MvENSAROS: The reason for this is
that I asked cur Minister for Education
what the situation is in the other States
and he confessed ignorance. After this
answer I decided to write to people who
are more efficient and who know what the
situation is.

Mr. Cook: And knowing they would
write political letters back.

Mr. Williams: why would he want to
give the member for Floreat wrong infor-
mation?

Mr. MENSAROS: Furthermore, the
Premier himself was of two minds, or at
least uncertain about this. It was not in
his policy speech and he did not know
what to do regarding the measure now
in front of us.

On the 11th August, 1971, the member
for Moore asked the Premier whether this
proposed measure would mean that a
union member with lesser qualifications
would be appointed in preference to one
with higher qualifications and greater
seniority but who was not a member of a
union. The Premier, the then Minister for
Education, replied-

Yes, provided that the qualifications
of the union member are adequate for
the Position to be filled.

Then on the 9th September, 1971, the
present Leader of the Opposition asked
a question without notice. The question
reads--

If there are two teachers and one
who is not a member of the union
has superior qualifications, will that
person be Precluded from promotion
because the other person with lesser
qualifications is in fact a member of
the union?
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And the Premier replied-
Preference to unionists means that

when all things are equal in regard
to an appointment to a position the
job shall go to the unionist and not
the nonunionist.

The Premier said, "All things being
equal." This is clearly a contradiction.
Very humbly I asked the Premier how he
reconciled the statements. He replied that
both answers were correct and I do not
think anybody would concede that. His
actual reply was-

Both are correct. The actual word-
ing of the proposed regulation is
"eligible for the new position" which
implies the possession of adequate
qualifications and ability.

So this contradicts the answer he gave to
the present Leader of the Opposition.

Finally, I asked for clarification but I
did not get a further result. This proves
that there was no certainty during the
planning stage as to what to do. Will the
provision apply only when all things are
equal as the Premier once said, or will it
mean that a person with higher qualifi-
cations and more experience will be ex-
cluded if he is a nonunion teacher?

The Premier was still not certain about
it when he Introduced this measure be-
cause other questions directed to him in-
dicate that he was first talking about
amending the regulations. He said this in
answer to question 9 on the 17th August,
and also in answer to question 2 on the
26th August. However, later on he became
somewhat uncertain and when I asked
him again on the 23rd September he said
that the Education Act may have to be
altered.

I will not deal with every aspect con-
tained in the Bill, because no doubt cer-
tain matters will be mentioned by other
members, but I would like to state categori -
cally that the principle behind the Bill is
entirely unacceptable to the Opposition. It
is even worse, because it extends to mem-
bers of the teaching profession, who should
be high in our thoughts and who should
not be affected In this way. The principle
behind this measure is not a question of
preference to unionists: for all practical
purposes it seeks to exclude every person
wvho does not happen to be a member of
a union. It is a fact-although it is not
borne out by the recent replies given by
the Minister to the questions asked by the
member for Bunbury-that an overwhelm-
ing number of teachers are members of the
union; nevertheless, in principle, this Bill
seeks to discriminate against citizens of
this State. If we were to have a constitu-
tion similar to the Constitution of the
United States of America, I am absolutely
certain that the Supreme Court would rule
that this Bill is unconstitutional, because
it discriminates against certain citizens.

Mr. T1. D. Evans: If that were done it
wvould mean the Supreme Court would be
very busy in other fields of our law; very
busy!

Mr. MENSAROS: That may be so. I do
not confess to know, or anticipate what
another place will do with this ]egislation,
but in any case, if this legislation is passed,
I promise I will use my best offices and
influence to persuade the next Government
-I will not even say the next Liberal
Government, because I am absolutely sure
the next Government will be a Liberal-
Country Party Government-to review-
and I want to have this on record so that
People may know-all those cases of pro-
motion which may be dealt with under the
Provisions of this unfair legislation so that
justice will be done to those people who
are discriminated against. With those re-
marks I violently Oppose the Bill.

MR. O'NEIL (East Melville-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [2.42 p.m.]: I
join with those on this side of the House
who have expressed their disgust at this
piece of legislation. I am the first to admit
that Labor Party policy is to have a com-
pulsory unionism provision.

Mr. T. D. Evans: No, preference to
unionists.

Mr. O'NEIL: No, compulsory unionism.
I know that in many industrial awards
and agreements in this State there appears
what is termed a preference clause, but I
would suggest to the Attorney-General that
he should read that preference clause very
closely because he will find that it is
nothing more nor less than a compulsory
unionism provision. As we understand it,
the provision of preference to unionists
really means that all things being equal
in regard to recruitment the member of
the union is the first to be recruited as
distinct from the man who is not a mem-
ber of a union, and in cases of retrench-
ment a unionist Is the last to be put off
as against men who are not covered by
the Preference clause.

However, I recommend that the Aftor-
ney-General seek the advice of the Minis-
ter for Labour who administers the Indus-
trial Arbitration Act and he will find that
the so-called preference clause in most of
the industrial awards and agreements Is
a compulsory unionism provision under
which the union can have discharged a
Person who is not a member of the union.
That is part of most industrial awards
and agreements.

Mr. Bertram: Written in by agreement
between employers and employees.

Mr. O'NEIL: No, it has never been
agreed to. There has not been one case
where the Preference clause in an indus-
trial award has been the subject of an
agreement. Invariably it has been a clause
determined by the Industrial Commission
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rather than by consent. It is still in
the agreement, but it is not there by agree-
ment. It has been objected to on every
occasion I have been able to check upon.
The provision in this Bill, of course, is
something completely different. It is true
that the Government indicated its inten-
tion to amend the regulations under the
Education Act in order to give preference
to unionists.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Could I interject for
a moment, please? I am about to leave
the Chamber during this debate, because
I have been called away, but I would not
like the Deputy Leader of the opposition
to look upon it as an act of discourtesy.

Mr. O'NEIL: Certainly not. However,
it has been clearly pointed out by my
colleague, the member for Floreat, that
certain stumbling blocks must have been
in the way of the Minister, so he then
decided to clear the way by introducing
legislation. But what has he done? He
has not said that preference should be
given to unionists, or that a person must
be a member of a union to obtain a posi-
tion with the Education Department. He
has not covered every teacher in this
State by the provision contained in the
Bill, because this measure applies only to
the teachers employed by the State Edu-
cation Department and there are many
teachers employed elsewhere.

Mr. Hartrey: But they are not eligible
to join the union.

Mr. O'NEIL: Not the particular union
referred to. The union referred to in the
amending Bill and in the parent Act is
the State School Teachers' Union of West-
ern Australia Incorporated.

Mr. Hartrey: But it is concerned only
with the promotion of State school teach-
ers.

Mr. O'NEIL: I would not know about
that. Perhaps at the moment it Is, I must
tell the honourable member, and he will
then realise, that I was a member of the
State School Teachers' Union. It has not
made me a life member yet, but it has re-
quested me to ask certain questions of
the Minister for Education which rather
surprises me, but I have done this on its
behalf.

Mr. Lapham: What was your object in
joining the union?

Mr, Q'NEIL: Because I believed it was
representing my interests and the inter-
ests of teachers generally for the better.
However, it was my choice and that is
the basis of the argument. I was not
forced to join any union. Let me go fur-
ther and say that I was an active member
of that union in its country branches and
I was a delegate on occasions at the State
conference of the union. So I have fought
for the principle of unionism: I have
fought for the things the Teachers' Union
stands for, particularly its interests in

relation to the education of children, as
well as, to a lesser extent, its own Inter-
ests. I 'was always a firm believer in the
Teachers' Union, because I believed its
first aim was to improve the education
of children and its second aim was to
effect any improvement in its own inter-
est.

Mr. Lapham: If you went to a. store such
as Wcolworths and picked up an article
and walked out of the shop with it, would
you expect to be apprehended? The point
is that in that case you are shoplifting
an article and, in the other case if you
are not a member of the union you are
shoplifting a condition.

Mr. O'NEIL: Yes, I would expect to be
apprehended, but what has that to do
with my joining the union?

Mr. Laphamn: You still accepted all the
conditions the union works for.

Mr. O'NEIL:, Let me say that if the
honourable member accepts that princi-
ple-which I do not-this Bill does not do
that, anyway.

Mr. Lapham: Yes it does.
Mr. O'NEIL: No, it does not. I suggest.

apparently from an interjection made by
the Minister for Lands at the time, that
he did not know what was in the Bill,
but there is no doubt that he must have
been in the Cabinet room when Cabinet
considered it. However, he interjected
and implied that he did not know what
was in the Bill.

Mr, Bertram: He may not have been
there.

Mr. QONflL: If be was not there then he
must have received a minute, and since
this is a Bill to amend the Education Act
one would think he would have an in-
terest in it. So there is no excuse for the
Minister not having a knowledge of what
this Bill seeks to achieve.

By way of interjection he said that this
only applies if all other things are equal.
Of course it was at that time that the
Acting Speaker had to call the House to
order because 'we all tried to tell the Min-
ister at the same time that he was wrong.
I think he got the message.

Mr. Bertram: Are you going to show
him?

Mr. O'NEIh: Yes. By interjection the
Minister implied it was his belief that
preference in promotional opportunities
or appointments would be given to teach-
ers who were unionists provided all other
things were equal. The Minister I think
will be perfectly willing to admit that is
what he thought; but I suggest he read
this. We are talking about eligible ap-
plicants for positions or appointments.

Mr. T. D. Evans: If you look at the
material word it refers to efficiency. That
is the material word.
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Mr. O'NEI-L: A member of Cabinet and
an ex-school teacher implied by interjec-
tion that preference would be given to
unionists when all things were equal.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Yes.
Mr. O'NEIL: I am going to tell him what

it says.
Mr. T1. D. Evans: Under this Bill a mem-

ber of the union is that little bit more
efficient.

Mr. O'NEIL: I will tell him. An eli-
gible applicant is one who is eligible for
promotion or a position.

Mr. Jamieson: That is a profound state-
ment.

Mr. O'NEIL: The Minister 'will not ac-
cept that this Bill is an insidious piece
of legislation; he says it is not aimed at
compulsory unionism at all, but by some
dire provisions It Is making sure teachers
will not get consideration if they are not
union members. In fact it says more
than that. It says that irrespective of a
teacher's diligence, qualifications, or
ability as a teacher, if he is a unionist he
is superior to everyone else; and I will
read the provision.

Mr. Lapham; It does not stop anyone
joining the union.

Mr. O'NEIL: Despite the fact that mem-
bers opposite are trying to stop me read-
ing it, I will read it.

Mr. Jamieson: Don't get angry.
Mr. O'NEIL: I will call upon you. Mr.

Speaker, to give me some assistance In
order that I might read this clause.

Mr. Jamieson: Ask him to read it for
you.

Mr. O'NEIL: The Acting Speaker in your
place, Sir,- forced the opposition to stop
making a noise so the debate could con-
tinue. As the Government does not want
to hear what I have to say, I want you,
Sir, to Insist that I am given an oppor-
tunity to read this part of the Bill.

Mr, Jamieson: There Is a stony silence.
Mr. Brown: You must have had a bad

night.
Mr. T. D. Evans: You are sensitive.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. O'NEIL,: Thank you very much, Mr.

Speaker. The following is the definition
of d"eligible applicant" -

"eligible applicant" means an ap-
plicant for a position which has been
advertised in accordance with the
regulations who possesses the special
qualifications, if any, required for
appointment to that position as de-
fined in the regulations or referred
to in the advertisement of the
position.

Mr. T, ID. Evans: Exactly.

Mr. ONEIL: Right. But proposed new
subsection (3a) reads-

(3a) Notwithstanding anything to
the Contrary contained in subsection
(3) of this section, but subject to sub-
sections (3b), (Sc) and (3d) of this
section, it is hereby declared that for
the purposes of the determination of
any appeal made to the Tribunal as
referred to in subsection (3) of this
section, the efficiency of any eligible
applicant who Is a member of the
Union is superior to the efficiency of
any applicant who Is not a member
of the Union.

Mr. T. D, Evans: That is right.
Mr. O'NEIL: It is hereby declared that

despite anything else, the efficiency of a
member of the union is superior to the
efficiency of anyone who is not.

Mr, T. D. Evans: The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition fails to-

Mr. C NEIL: Fails to appreciate any-
thing of this rubbish.

Mr. T. D. Evans: May I complete my
interjection? The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition fails to put emphasis on pro-
posed new subsection (3b). Proposed new
subsection (3a) refers to proposed new
subsection (3b). Well, read it.

Mr. O'NE~IL: I have read it.
Mr. T. D. Evans: If you have read it

you obviously do not understand it.
Mr. O'NEIL: Let us read that one.
Mr. Bertram: But you do not under-

stand it.

Mr. O'NEIL: I made this point for the
benefit of the Minister for Lands who did
not understand the Bill at all.

Mr. Bertram: You did not make the
point at all. You Just read the provision.

Mr. O'NEIL: I could ask the member
for Mt. Hawthorn with his legal knowledge
to give five or six legal interpretations of
the provision. After all that is his job.
That is what he is paid to do.

Mr. MePharlin: With both hands.
Mr. O'NETL: We can go beyond this and

refer to conscientious objection. In the In-
dustrial Arbitration Act a Provision deals
with an individual who by virtue of a
conscientious belief-and it is left fairly
wide-does not elect to become a member
of a union. However, to ensure that his
disinclination is not on monetary grounds
he is required to pay into the Consolidated
Revenue Fund an amount of money equal
to the union subscription, lie is then en-
titled to carry a certificate which exempts
him from union membership. I do not
know whether it does him very much good
where he works. I think if one looks at
the number of initial applications' made
for exemption on those grounds and the
nunber which are not Proceeded with, one
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can realise that this particular provision
is not as effective as those who do not
conscientiously believe in compulsory
unionism might wish.

No doubt it is probably because of all
sorts of expressions like the one we heard
from the Deputy Premier-that is, scab-
which could be applied to such a person
which persuades many of them, because
of the circumstances under which they
work, not to proceed with the application
for exemption. But that is by the way.

A similar provision in this Bill does not
stipulate that the sum must be paid into
Consolidated Revenue at all. It does not
allow, as has been pointed out I think by
the member for Moore, a progressive pay-
ment of the appropriate fee over a period
of time. It states that one month before
a certain date he must pay in a lump sum
the total amount of the union dues.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Do you know the cur-
rent fee for membership?

Mr. O'NEaL: I would not be certain.
Does the Minister?

Mr. TI. D. Evans: Yes, but go on.
Mr. O'NEIL: Would the Minister mind

telling me?
Mr. T. D, Evans: I will tell you later.
Mr. O'NEIL: if the Minister told me

now it might help.
Mr. T. D. Evans: I will tell you later.
Mr. O'NEIL: I will allow the Minister

to send out for the information.
Mr. T. D. Evans: The lump stun re-

quired to be paid would not embarrass any
teacher.

Mr. O'NEIL: I ain asking the Minister
to tell us what it is. Is it a lump sunm
or a percentage of the salary?

Mr. T. D. Evans: I will tell you when
I reply to the debate.

Mr. O'NETL: When the Minister has
found out! I do niot know and I am not
ashamed to admit it. I think the Minister
should be equally prepared to admit hie
does niot know. However, I do not think
it matters in the argument, anyway.

I think the member for Floreat made a
point concerning this legislation applying
to the union and the minister answered
him by saying, "Yes. One union and it is
defined in the legislation," and It is too.
I can recall not so long ago when I was
still teaching and active in matters re-
lating to the union that we always had
considerable difficulty because we had
what were called the technical education
division, the secondary education division,
and the primary education division; and
in many respects they were divisions all
right. On many occasions these particu-
lar sections involving different classes of
teaching were not in total agreement.
Many moves wvere made-and maybe

many are being mnade still-to establish
individual organisations, federations, pr
unions to look after the interests of each
of these particular sections of the education
system; that is, technical, secondary, and
primary,

It is a fact, of course, that alrea~dy in
existence are associations of headmasters
and headmnistresses which could well farm
themnselves into a union, because the defini-
tion of "union" Is well known, It can be
a union of employers, employees, or classes
of people.

Mr. Hartrey: They must be registered
though.

Mr. O'NEIL: I wonder. I Imagine-and
I am on very shaky ground-that the
Teachers' Union is in fact registered under
the Industrial Arbitration Act.

Mr. Bertram: I doubt whether it is.

Mr. CPNEIL: I am not sure whether
it Is. It is an incorporated body, but
whether or not It is registered I am not
sure. Some associations negotiate salaries
outside the Industrial Commission, but for
certain reasons still desire registration with
the industrial authority. It is in their
interests In certain areas to do so; but this
is by the way.

However, If they are not registered with
an industrial arbitration system, then the
fact that they are referred to by name in
legislation gives them some statutory
standing. it could well be that In
the circumstances I have mentioned.
and because of the experience I
have had, we could see at some time
in the future a separation in the pre-
sent Teachers' Union. The teachers might
separate Into secondary, technical, and
primary sections. It could also well be that
there could be an association of deputy
headmasters, senior teachers of scienoeg,
or similar separations. They would not
be subject to the kind of rubbish we now
have before us. The BWl refers specifically
to a body known as the State School
Teachers' Union of Western Australia In-
corporated.

I believe this Is an extremely ill-conceived
piece of legislation. The Minister cannot
deny that not having been able to achieve
his purpose In respect of making member-
shi of the union compulsory by way of
regulation, he has resorted to an amend-
ment to the Act. The Bill will not make
membership of the union compulsory but
simply sets out that in respect of an ap-
pointment, the efficiency of a person who
is a member of one particular union is
superior to that of any other person who
is not a member of that union. Surely
that is unconscionable, and surely the
member for Boulder-Dundas and the mem-
ber for Mt. Hawthorn would not believe
that could be considered as being fair.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Subject to (Sb).
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Mr. O'NEIL; Subject to nothing. The
Bill states that it is hereby declared that
the fact that a person-a teacher-is a
member of the union makes the efficiency
of that person superior to any applicant
who Is not a member of the union.

Mr. T. D, Evans: Subject to propos2d
new subsection (Sb).

Mr. O'NEIL; Rubbish; I do not care
what it is subject to.

Mr. T. D. Evans; Then read (3b).
Mr. O'NEIL; The basic principle is ab-

horrent.
Mr. T. D. Evans; It is clearly set out

in (3b).
Mr. O'NEIL; We know only too well the

methods being used by this Government,
and its subterfuge by way of this sort of
rubbish to bring in a policy set by some-
body else.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin; Who is the somebody
else?

Mr. O'NEIL; The Labor Party.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Who told you?
Mr. O'NEIL; I can see we have touched

the Government on the raw again. In gen-
eral terms, I think members will appreciate
that I do not really intend to support this
Bill.

MR. HARTrREY (Boulder-Dundas) [3.0
p.m.]: I think it is about time somebody
on ouv side did support the Bill.

Sir Charles Court: I will say you need
someone to support it.

Mr. HARTREY: I am quite willing to
rush into the breach! I would remind
members opposite who interject that I
was also a teacher once. I would like to
say further that the member for Floreat
did not impress me when he advanced the
theory that it was very significant that
this proposition was not contained in the
Premier's policy speech. There was no sing-
nificance whatsoever to be attached to
that. if the principle behind this Bill were
something alien to the policy of the Labor
Party, and that policy had never been
disclosed to the people, then the Bill might
be looked on as an attempt to put some-
thing over the electors.

.However, everybody knows the policy of
the Labor Party, and an integral part of
that policy is to give preference to union-
ists. That is one of the fundamental pri-
ciples, and for a very good historical
reason. It is not inappropriate that we
should look back upon the origin of our
political philosophy in order that we might
better understand it when discussing mat-
ters such as this Bill.

Edmund Burke, who was certainly no
Laborite-he -was a very conservative Irish
politician, but a philosopher for all that-
wisely observed that no nation which has

not formed the habit of looking back to its
ancestors can be expected to look forward
to its posterity.

Let us look back to the origin of union-
ism and see whether it is a principle worth
talking about, and see whether the Labor
Party is true to its supporters in advocat-
ing such a principle. Everybody knows that
unions originated towards the end of the
18th century and at the beginning of the
1 9th century. At that time the unions
were declared by the Parliament of the
day-and the member for Floreat would
have been an appropriate member of such
a Parliament-to be criminal. Unionism
was a criminal conspiracy and unionists
were gaoled and transported to Van Die-
man's Land.

Mr. O'Neil: How old were you at the
time?

Mr. HARTHEY: By various sacrifices
such as going to gaol, being transported,
and being half-starved, the unionists
eventually managed to establish the legal-
itY of industrial unions. However, as soon
as the legality of industrial unions was
established the principle adopted by the
employer class was, "Preference to non-
unionists." No voice was raised by the
Conservative Party-the original political
party of my friends on the opposite side
of the House today-in condemnation of
the principle of preference to nonunion-
ists. There was nothing wrong wvith that!
It seems that to victim ise a man because
he was a unionist was a thoroughly sound
principle!

Sir Charles Court; H-ow long ago was
that?

Mr. HARTREY; It was in my time, and
in yours.

Sir, Charles Court: That was a long time
ago. You were well through Your school
years before I was born.

Mr. Bertram: No, he was not.
Mr. HARTREY: The Leader of the Op-

position will be calling me "Dad" presently.
Sir Charles Court: I would not do that

ever; neither to you nor to myself.
Mr. HARTREY: That is not a subject

about which I am at all sensitive. How-
ever, I think I had better address the
Chair. I am dealing with principles which
were well established, and have not been
changed since.

Sir Charles Court; We believe in union-
ism.

Mr. HARTREY; The main difference
between the Liberal Party and Julius
Caesar is that Julius Caesar knows that
he is dead.

Sir Charles Court: As I said, we believe
in unions.

Mr. HARTREY: To return to the sub-
ject, when the shoe was on the other foot,
and when preference was given to non-
unionists-and when unionists could be
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gaoled or transported-men still could not country, and the ruination of their towns.
get a job and they were usually run In for
having no lawful means of support. How-
ever, there was no protest from the Con-
servative Party at that time. There never
has been since, and there never will be.

I am not complaining that the party
wvhich represents the employing class, as
a whole, is not concerned with the inter-
ests of the wage-earning class. That Is
politics and part of human nature, and
that attitude has to be accepted. How-
ever, we on this side of the House are
not going to be denied an opportunity to
do what we can for the wage-earning
people. If it is a fundamental proposition
of the Opposition that unionism should be
discouraged rather than encouraged, why
should it not be a fundamental principle
of the Labor Party to encourage wherever
possible, and not to discourage?

Sir Charles Court: We have never dis-
couraged unionism; we say people should
have an opportunity to choose.

Mr. HARTREY: I cannot hear the Inter-
jection.

Sir Charles Court: It is important that
you do hear because you are speaking a
lot of rot. You are 50 years out of date.

Mr. HARTREY: Do not panic. I will
continue to discuss this question. I think
the Government has been quite generous
In introducing the conscientious clause. If
I had been drafting the Bill it would not
have been included. I ask members op-
posite if they, or their prototypes in the
Federal sphere, would exempt me from a
certain portion of my Federal income tax
if it could be worked out on a per capita
basis how much of it has been applied to
matters which nauseated me. I refer to
the atrocious Vietnam war.

Mr. Williams: It is not a specific tax.
Mr. HARTREY: We know very well that

the money wrung from us by the Federal
Treasurer and the Federal Taxation De-
partment in Federal income tax is sub-
stantially devoted to military expeditions
of various kinds.

The SPEAKER: I hope the honourable
member will relate this to the Bill.

Mr. HARTREY: I am doing that, Sir.
I am discussing the conscientious aspect
of the Bill. I have strong and most con-
scientious detestation for the Vietnam
war, and I know over the last seven years
a good deal of the money I have been
compelled to contribute to the Federal
Government has been expended on that
atrocious war. I would not put up the
proposition that I should be exempted
from paying that tribute and I would not
expect any Government to give me a con-
cession. This is the same proposition. I
think a man has a far better right to
abominate with his conscience the de-
struction of People, the defoliation of their

That is far more deserving of conscientious
objection than paying a couple of bob to
a union.

Sir Charles Court: You are allowed
genuine conscientious objection if you do
not want to go to Vietnam.

Mr. HARTREY: I am talking about in-
come tax. I was not expecting to go to
Vietnam as a soldier.

Sir Charles Court: You are opposing
conscription for that but you want to con-
script people into unions.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. HARTREy: If I may revert to the

subject, I want to say there is always a
cry if anything at all Is to be done for
the wage-earning class of people, but the
professional People have no scruples
whatever about doing exactly the same
thing. The profession to which I belong,
for example, insists that I Pay every year
a certain amount of money for a Practice
certificate. I am not complaining of that
but it is exactly the same Principle as is
being denounced here today. I qualified
to Practice law by my Personal exertions
and the help of many good People. The
courts are open to all litigants and they
should be open to all People who are
qualified to practice in them. I am quali-
fied through training but in order to prac-
tise in the courts I must have a practice
certificate for which I must pay money.

I am not complaining. I do not want
the money to be contributed to Consoli-
dated Revenue instead, but I say that to
obtain a fundamental right to practise in
the law courts the Profession in which I
am trained and experienced. I must pay
money to an organisation that Is set up
by Statute. If there is nothing wrong in
that, why is there anything wrong with
this Bill? Why should not a person be
compelled to belong to the union that con-
cerns his profession?

We have been told by the member for
Moore-a gentleman for whose attain-
ments I have much respect and for whose
personality I have a liking-

Sir Charles Court: Now, now!
Mr. HARTREY: -that this measure will

do nothing to improve the professional
standards of school teachers. I am in-
clined to think it will improve the pro-
fessional standards of school teachers be-
cause I have a strong feeling that any
teacher who has not enough moral prin-
ciple to join with his fellows in an organ-
isationi which is calculated and created to
advance the interests of himself and his
fellows has not enough moral principle
to teach my child. I am not very anxious
to have any children in this State edu-
cated by people who are so lacking In
a general sense of loyalty to their fellow
men. If any of the fine teachers who did
not have enough moral fibre to back up



[Thursday, 24 August, 19'121 28

their mates in a union did not get the
promotion they thought they would get,
I shall shed no tears,

Mr. Lewis: They were very good to the
children.

Mr. HARTREY: I do not think they
were good if they inculcated those prin-
ciples into the children. I would be very
sorry if the view were disseminated among
the children of this State that It is a good
and honourable thing to accept advantages
for which one's Organisation has fought
in the past and to refuse to pay a small
fee to that organisation by pretending it
is a matter of conscience so that one
might be able to save oneself $10 a year.

I do not think I need trouble the House
any further. I seem to have stirred up a
hornet's nest among people with wham I1
do not usually have arguments.

Mr. Rushton: You have not given us a
reason yet.

Mr. HARTREY: The honourable mem-
ber would not know a reason if I gave it
to him.

Mr. Williams: You would be surprised.
Mr. BARTREY: I would be surprised.

To conclude my address, I feel that the
essence of the Labor Party, the funda-
mental principle of all members in the
Labor Party, and the one it was created
to advance, is the principle of unionism.
Unionism came before the Labor Party.
Unionism was the foundation of the Labor
Party and will remain so.

Mr. O'Neil: The Labor Party is the
voice of the unions in Giovernent, is that
the expression?

Mr. HAB.TREY: Yes. I would not con-
tradict that. The Labor Party was cre-
ated by unions to give political effect to
the aspirations of the people of the work-
ing class. If there is anything wrong in
being a member of the working class, a
wage-earner, and if there is anything
wrong in wage-earners combining -in
unions to advance their interests against
those of the capitalist class-the bankers,
insurance companies, hire-purchase com-
panies, the oppressors of the poor-

Sir Charles Court. Wait until I get
another dry handkerchief.

Mr. H-ARTHEY: -- and if there is any-
thing wrong in the workers sticking to-
gether, I would like to know what it is.
If there is anything honourable or ad-
inirable about the Conscientious objec-
tion of the wage-earner who expects his
mates to fight and battle for his benefit
but refuses to contribute to it himself-

Mr. O'Neil: What is your opinion of
conscientious objectors to the National
Service Act?

Mr. HARTREY: My opinion of them is
that they are the only people who have a
conscience. I cannot have national servi-

tude on my mind. Penal servitude for
the commission of crimes I can under-
stand, but pushing people into the Army
and killing them in order to devastate and
destroy someone else's country is the most
scandalous thing that has been done in
this country in the last 50 years.

Sir Charles Court: You want to con-
script people into left-wing and right-
wing unions. You give them no choice.

Mr. Jones: Why are you frightened of
unions?

Sir Charles Court: I am not frightened
of unions.

The SPEAKERh: Order! The member
for Boulder-Dundas.

Mr. HARTREY: I think members have
heard enough from the member for Boul-
der-Dundas. I am not doing very well
with the conversion of the heathens. I
shall return to Cappadocia!

IMR. HUTCHINSON (Cotteslce) [3.20
p.m.]: I stand shoulder to shoulder with
those on this side of the H-ouse who have
expressed their abhorrence of the principle
contained in this Bill. This measure is
quite specific; it -seeks to amend one small
section of the Education Act-anl Act
which was drawn up for many purposes,
but principally to ensure that the best
pessible education is available to the youth
of our State. I believe this amending Bill
does not act in the best interests of the
education of the young people of Western
Australia.

I compliment the member for Moore for
his contribution to the debate and for
having led the opposition in its denounce-
ment of this measure. I believe that in
no way will it advance the interests of
education. It does not promote education
in any way; It merely seeks to write Into
the Education Act--a fine Act In many re-
spects-a principle to which we do not
subscribe. In effect that principle is that
the promotion of a teacher depends upon
whether or net he is a member of thie
union.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Provided he is an
eligible applicant. That Is important.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I want to come to
that.

Mr. T. D. Evans:" The Deputy Leader
of the opposition did not seem to under-
stand that.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I listened with
interest to the interjection made by the
Minister when the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition was speaking. The principle
Of giving preference to teachers who may
be of poorer quality over those teachers
with higher efficiency is bad in the ex-
treme. In my opinion that is what the
Bill seeks to do, but apparently not in
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the opinion of the Minister for Education.
Like the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
I would like to read the proposed new
subsection which we find particularly
offensive-

(3a) Notwithstanding anything to
the contrary contained in subsection
(3) of this section, but subject to sub-
sections (Sb), (Sc) and (3d) of this
section,--

Proposed new subsections (3b), (3c), and
(Sd) relate to an eligible applicant, con-
scientious objection, and to a person wh
was not a member of the union at the
time his application was made. The pro-
posed new subsection continues--

-it is hereby declared that for the
purposes of the determination of any
appeal made to the Tribunal as re-
ferred to in subsection (3) of this
section, the efficiency of any eligible
applicant-

Mr. T. D. Evans: In the first instance
the applicant must be eligible.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I do not deny that.
To continue-

-who is a member of the Union is
superior to the efficiency of any appli-
cant who is not a member of the
Union.

Now, anywhere else that principle would
not be good; but In the Education Act It
if; deplorable.

Mr. Hartrey: Why is loyalty to your
mates. deplorable in the field of education?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Why is loyalty to
one's country deplorable?

Mr. Hartrey: I did not say that.

Air. HUTCHINSON: Well, the honiour-
able member was taliking about it, and he
was not prepared to defend it.

Mr. Hartrey: I am not prepared to de-
fend murder without cause.

Mr. Graham: Where are all the mem-
bers of the Young Liberal Party? Sitting
in Perth. They are not In Vietnam-

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir Charles Court: Don't you imply that

they have been exempted.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I submit that this
is a deplorable principle to Include in the
Education Act, if not in every other Act.
Certainly to my mind it has connotations
of the Nazi philosophy regarding memberr
ship of the party being the high road to
success and promotion.

Mr. Hartrey: You would be Joking.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I am not saying by
any manner of means that members op-
posite support Nazism. I am saying this

principle certainly has the connotation
that just as the high load to success in
the Nazi Party lies in membership of the
party, so the high road to success in the
Education Department will lie in being a
member of the union. And this at the
expense of those who are of higher effici-
enicy.

Within the eligible applicants about
whom the Minister for Education has been
talking there are a great number of people
with base educational qualifications. The
greatest number of teachers in the Educa-
tion Department would be those who have
a veritable base level of qualifications, but
there are those who have superior qualifi-
cations. Efficiency comes Into this. The
eligible applicant is only a phase in the
proposed new subsection (3a) which I have
read out. That states that the efficiency
of a member of the union is superior to
the efficiency of a teacher who is not a
member of the union.

What applies at present? 'Efficiency" is
defined in the following- manner in the
regulations-and I Quote:-

(2) For the purpose of this regula-
tion, "efficiency" means that for each
position to be filled, the special qualifi-
cations and aptitude and experience
each relevant to that position must be
considered together with the diligence
and good conduct of the teacher and
the status of the position held by the
teacher at the time of the application,
but any service in an acting capacity
shall be disregarded.

So in that definition special qualific-ations,
diligence, good conduct, and status are
mentiun~d. I cannot quarrel with that
definition. One could write half a dozen
such definitions which all arrive virtually
at the same conclusion. But what the
Minister proposes to write into the Act will
change the whole scene. It will allow a
teacher who is possibly a man of poor
quality to ride on the high road to success

concerning promotion-over a man of
superior ability. That is not in the best
interests of the education of our young.
The youth and the parents of our State
should be up in arms about such a pos-
'sibility.

If this proposal were similar to the
philosophy of the R.S.L. I would not mind
it so much. In that philosophy where
everything is of equal value then mem-
bership is the deciding factor.

Mr. T. D. Evans: That is what this
means.

Mr. HUJTCHINSON: I just do not be-
lieve that is what the Bill means, and I1
have tried to prove that in my own way,
however poor my way might be.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Then you should seek
advice.
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Mr. HUTCHINSON. When the Minister
introduced this Bill his speech took up
only one column in Hansard, and half of
that comprised interjections. He said-

The principle of preference in em-
ployment and promotion to unionists
in so far as the Education Depart-
ment's teaching staff is concerned has
been a matter of contention for many
years. Successive Governments have
either adapted or rejected this prin-
ciple and the State School Teachers'
'Union of Western Australia is desirous
of obtaining stability by the inclusion
of this preference as a statutory re-
quirement.

So it is using Parliament to bring about
this preference. It is no good the Minister
talking about eligible applicants and trying
to draw a screen across the prime purpose
of the Bill.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I am not. It is there
for anybody who can understand it to
read it.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: The Minister is
using this as a screen to blind the purpose.
He ought to be able to stand four-square
on his feet and admit that what I am
saying is true.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You sit down and give
me the opportunity to close the debate,
and I will:, or else go and seek proper legal
advice so that you get the correct interpre-
tation.

Mr. KHUTCHINSON. When the member
for Moore was speaking the Premier, by
interjection, said that this same principle
applied to the Australian medical Associa-
tion; that is, preference of employment is
given to members, and there Is certain
directlon- The Premier said in words to
this effect that doctors had to be in the
A.M.A. before they were permitted to prac-
tise. In other words, he implied there
was compulsory membership of the asso-
ciation.

A number of members on this side of
the House said that statement was not
correct, but the Premier said It was. He
tried to give some instance as to where
this happens elsewhere. The Premier was
completely and utterly wrong, as usual.

Mr. T. D. Evans: That is an unfair state-
ment to make.

Mr. HTUTCHDTSON: Perhaps It is. He
is not always wrong; he is wrong on many
occasions. He even has had to apologise
to this House on a number of occasions
for wrong statements he had made.

Mr. May: At least he did apologise.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: He would not apolo-

glse unless It was pointed out to him.
Mr. Jamieson: He apologised several

times on his own initiative.
The SPEAKER: I do not think this has

anything to do with the Bill.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: It has to do with
an interjection which the Premier wade
that compulsory membership of a union
or an association applied to the A.M.A.,
as it does virtually with regard to the
principle that lurks behind the Bill before
us. I knew from my own experience that
doctors did not have to be members of
the A.M.A. before they were permitted to
practise; but a few minutes after the Pre-
mier made the statement in his interjec-
tion I rang the A.M.A. and confirmed what
I have just said. All that a doctor has
to do Is to ensure that he has the necessary
qualifications and that his name is regis-
tered by the board before he practises.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Before a barrister can
practise he must obtain a certificate from
the Barristers' Board.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I do not want to
pursue this matter too far. In the case
of doctors all that It means is that their
names are on the register and they are
qualified to practise.

Mr. T. D. Evans: For which a doctor has
to pay an annual fee.

Mr. Bertram: That is a form of com-
pulsory unionism.

Mr. O'Neil: The lawyers opposite seem
to be very worried about this.

Mr. Bertram: Not at all. It is a state-
menit of f act.

Mr. HU)TCHU*SON: In the case of doc-
tors they are required to possess certain
qualifications before they can have their
names placed on the register, and with
that I do not quarrel. However, in respect
of the Bill1 before us we are talking about
a form of unionism and preference to
unionists where the efficiency of a member
of the union is not superior to the effi-
ciency of an applicant who is not a member
of the union. If members opposite want
to take this further they can apply it tu;
racism. If a person happens to be a
Hebrew, and there is a restriction on
Hebrews, then he is not allowed to be pro-
moted. That Is the same sort of principle.

I think that by and large this principle
is a very bad one. I would not like to
see it included in the Education Act, be-
cause if It is It will not be a means of
advancing education-a goal which the
Act and all teachers try to achieve. Tbey
all try to advance education generally.-In
the case of the amendment before us,
instead of trying to obtain the best
teachers for the children of thle state
and appointing them to the top positions
where they can influence the proper trends
of education, it seems that the high road
to success and Promotion lies along the
route of being a member at the Teachers'
Union.

Mr. O'Neil: Teachers can cease to seek
qualifications and merely join the union.

Mr. Bertram: How many are not mem-
hers ot the union?
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Mr. O'Neil: Some.
Mr. Jones: Do they reap the benefits

which the union obtains?
Mr. T. D. Evans: The whole point is

that this Bill does not create compulsory
unionism. It appears that members op-
posite have not read the Eil.

The SPEAKER: Order!I I would ask
members to keep order and permit the
member for Cottesloe to continue.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I conclude on the
note I struck before the little altercation
ensued; that is, I think it Is bad for teach-
ers that this Principle should be written
into the Education Act. it is bad for
the welfare of the children whom we are
trying to educate as best we may, and it
is also bad for morale. I oppose the Bill.

MR. H. D. EVANS (Warren-Minister
for Lands) (3.35 p.m.): I did draw some
small comment earlier on from the Op-
position. As the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has shown extreme reluctance
to read proposed new section 37AF (3b)
I will so do.

Mr. O'Neil: I read it out.
Mr. H. D. EVANS: He was very reluct-

ant to do that.
Mr. O'Neil: I read It out at the begin-

ing of my speech. I was not reluctant.
Mr. H. D. EVANS: He was most reluct-

ant.
Mr. O'Neil: I repeat that I read it at

the beginning of my speech.
Mr. H. D. EVANS: In that case let me

refresh the memory of the honourable
member. That provision In the Bill states-

(3b) For the purposes of subsection
(3a) of this section-

"eligible applicant" means an ap-
plicant for a position which
has been advertised in ac-
cordance with the regulations
who Possesses the special
qualifications, if any, required
for appointment to that Posi-
tion as defined in the regula-
tions or referred to in the ad-
vertisement of the position.

Both the member for Cottesloe and the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition are
familiar with the stratification within the
education system. They know that every
job is laid down with the minimum of
qualification, and that eligibility is based
on the criteria of academic qualification,
seniority, and formerly teaching marks--
but now teaching reports-so that before
any applicant can be considered for a
position he must fulfil these requirements.
Therefore, a unionist who Is not qualified
cannot take precedence over a non-
unionist who is qualified.

Mr. O'Neil: That has no bearing on the
matter.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: That is the point;
the qualifications must be established. It Is
only when the qualifications of applicants
are considered equal that unionism is taken
into account.

Mr. Lewis: Nonsense.
Mr. H. D. EVANS: That was the very

fact the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
was trying to make light of. A person
must be qualified before he can be ap-
pointed.

Mr. Lewis: Some have more qualifica-
tions than others.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: To be eligible a
person must be fully qualified as laid down
in the regulations for that particular posi-
tion. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
is no doubt aware that the stratification
and the categorisation within the educa-
tion system are probably more refined and
complex than is the case in any other
profession.

Mr. O'Neil: That does not destroy the
argument in this Bill that union member-
ship creates greater efficiency.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: But only where a
person is qualified to be appointed to the
position. Union membership only applies
where other factors are equal.

MR. WILLIAMS (Bunbury) [3.39 p.m.]:
I rise to oppose the Bill. I would like to
say, firstly, that when the member for
Boulder-Dundas was on his feet he gave
us to understand that the reference to
section 37AF in the Bill might have stood
for "Armed Forces."

Mr. Hartrey: It does not stand for "All
Folly."

Mr. WILLIAMS: I assure the honour-
able member it does not stand for "Armed
Forces." Section 37AF is part of the Act,
and the Bill seeks to amend this section.
The honourable member would have the
public believe that the members of the
Labor Party are the only supporters of
workers, and that the members on this
side of the House are the supporters of
big business. That might have been the
case 50 years ago.

Mr. Graham: That is still the case.
Mr. WILLIAMS: The member for Boul-

der-Dundas and the member for Mt. Haw-
thorn should realise that if it were not
for the support which parties on this side
of the House have received from the work
force of the State we would not have been
in Government at all.

Mr. Jones: That is because of preferen-
tial voting; that is how you are returned
to office.

Mr. WILLIAMS: The honourable mem-
ber should not talk about preferential
voting, because that goes on within the
unions and within the Executive of the
State Labor Party.
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Mr. Jones:. That's all right.
Mr. O'Neil: There's nothing wrong with

it.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Ur. WILLIAMS: it may also be said

from time to time that people on this
side of the House have never worked for
wages. To this I would say that the ma-
jority of us have done so. but if I persist on
this line I am sure that you, Mr. Speaker,
will ask me what this has to do with the
Bill. I was merely replying to the re-
marks made by the member for Boulder-
Dundas and I will now get onto the Bill
itself.

Together with the other members on
this side of the House I do not like the
word "superior." The Minister can keep
on quoting proposed new subsection (Sb),
but to me this still means that a person
who is a. member of a union is superior to
the person who Is not a member of the
union. This aspect has been kicked
around the Chamber quite a bit and I do
not propose to continue in that vein, un-
less it is necessary for me to do so.

I would now like to refer to what is
contained in proposed new subsection
(3e). This interests me a great deal be-
cause in the Industrial Arbitration Act
there is provision in section 61B which
grants a person exemption because of his
conscientious belief.

when any person receives this exemp-
tion under section O1B3 of the Industrial
Arbitration Act he or she is asked to pay
the equivalent union fees to the Industrial
Commission, and the Act states that that
shall be paid into Consolidated Revenue.

I was surprised when the Minister did
not make any reference to subsection (3e)
of the Bill in his second reading speech
and I would like to know why he did not
mention it. I was surprised to see the
Minister sit down as quickly as he did; In
spite of the number of interjections be
cut his speech to one of two minutes'
duration instead of four.

I should have thought the Minister
would give some explanation as to
why these fees which are to be paid for
the purpose of exemption should be paid
to the Minister who would then pay them
into a special fund. Ferhaus the Minister
will, however, tell us all about it in his
reply to the second reading debate. We
will then have a further opportunity to
debate the issue In Committee if we feel
more teeth ought to be put Into it.

Mr. O'Neil: He may give it to the con-
scientious objector.

Mr. WILLIAMS: He may. I agree with
what has been said earlier that the ma-
jority of the teachers are members of the
Teachers' Union.

Mr. Hartrey: The great majority have
moral principles.

Mr. O'Connor:, Why hasn't the Govern-
ment?

Mr. WILLIAMS: Whether or not they
belong to the Teachers' Union should be
of their own choosing; but the provision
in the Bill will not allow them to have a
choice. It is my belief that no matter
what the type of organisation may be
it is for the executive officers of such or-
ganisation to approach the person con-
cerned and ask him to be a member of
the organisation, whether it be a union or
any other organisation. The principle
applied should be that one opts into aL
union or organisation; one should not
have to opt out of It. 'The onus should
be on the individual to say. "Ys I 'will
Join your organisation" or, "No, I will not
join your organisation."1 It should not be
necessary to have to put up an excuse and
say one does not wish to join.

Mr. Graham: If the union fights and
obtains a benefit don't you think its mem-
bers should contribute?

Mr. WILLIAMS: If the organisation
concerned is so good It must have regard
for the majority of people; not all the
-people concerned wish to join such
organisation.

Mr. Graham. Those are the miserable,
contemptible ones and you are on their
side.

Mr. WILLIAMS:, I would not be a mem-
ber of a union at present because I do
not like what the unions do.

Mr. Graham: You are on the side of
one section of the teachers; the scabby
ones.

Mr. WILLIAMS: This is typical of the
Deputy Premier. It is typical of the sort
of talk we get from him and his suppor-
ters: their intention is to intimidate people,
and I hope the Teachers' Union does not
get to that stage. I am sure it will not.

Mr. Graham: They asked for this.
Mr. WILIAMS: The point is that a

person should never have to opt out of a
union; I believe he should opt into it.
Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.03 p.m.
Mr. WILLIAMS: Before the suspension

I had mentioned certain matters.
Mr. may: What were they?
Mr. WILLIAMS:. Does the Minister want

me to go through them all again? I want
to ask the Minister for Education a ques-
tion. He is not present at the moment, but
doubtless he is not far away. I suppose
one of the other Ministers will look alter
this ]Bill in his absence. I see it is the
Minister for Agriculture from the look on
his face.

Actually I wish to ask several questions.
I had mentioned preference to unionists or
compulsory unionism, which is in the Labor
Party's Platform, and the Minister inter-
jected. One or two other members have
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said, during the course of the debate, that
the Labor Party believes in preference to
unionists. If proposed new subsection
3'7AF (3a) gives preference to unionists,
what will be the position regarding other
facets of thle Government service. such as
the Civil Service Association and the Police
Force? Does the Government intend to
bring down legislation to deal with the
direction of tribunals in this field or the
direction of the services themselves?

I also want to know what the situation
will be, under this measure, if a teacher
who has been a member of the Teachers'
Union resigns from that union. This could
be for some personal reason or because of
the action of the union itself-something
it has said or done. I believe it should be
a teacher's right to resign if he so wishes.
From what has been said in the Chamber
today I expect that teacher would be de-
barred from gaining any further promo-
tion in the service.

Mr. O'Neil: They only have to be mem-
bers during the Year they apply for pro-
motion.

Mr. WILLIAMS: In other words, a
teacher need not be a member for most
of the time but he can rejoin the union
only when he thinks he is due for promo-
tion.

I see that the Minister for Education is
back In his seat. The question I asked is
whether the Government will deal, in the
same way, with the Civil Service Associ-
ation and the Police Force if, in fact, the
provision in proposed subsection (3a) gives
preference to unionists under Labor Party
policy.

Mr. Brady: Policemen are already in a
union.

Mr. WILLIAMS: There is no need for
them to be. This particular type of amend-
ment does not cover the position of a
person who Is not a member of a union.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The material differ-
ence in this is that the Government has
acted on a specific request received from
the Teachers' Union. We have received
no such request from the others.

Mr. WILLIAMS: Let us take that point
for granted. If the Police Union and the
Civil Service Association request this, will
the Government do the same thing?

Mr. T. D. Evans: We would consider It.
Mr. WILLIAMS: Actually, I doubt

whether the teachers would have requested
this. When a union or association has a
membership of 95 per cent., how many
more people does that union or association
expect to join? Surely it should be satis-
fied with 95 per cent., which Is almost full
membership anyway. There are bound to

ba few people who would not want to
join for one reason or another-consci-
entious belief or otherwise. Why does the
Teachers' Union want a membership of

100 per cent? This intrigues me. and I
was surprised the Minister did not let us
know the reason when he introduced the
Bill.

Mr. O'Neil: He will read the request
from the union when he replies.

Mr. WILLIAMS: That will be interest-
ing I have also asked the Minister how
many members of the Education Depart-
ment, who are also members of the union.
are eligible. The minister said by Inter-
jection that he will let us know how many
members there are in the union.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I did not say that.
Mr. WILLIAMS: I think the Minister

did.
Mr. T. D. Evans: I said that I would

tell you what the union membership fees
are.

Mr. O'Neil: That was today. Did you
find out?

Mr. WILLIAMS: I thought it was the
other.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I do not know that.
Mr. WILLIAMS: I want to know the

answers to the questions I have asked.
particularly in relation to a person who
has been a union member and has res-
signed for one reason or another. The
Minister says that they can opt out under
the conscientious objection belief. Surely
this should not be the only reason. A
person could have a good reason other
than this for wanting to resign. An indi-
vidual can give the union the required
notice under the rules and tell the union
that he is resigning.

Mr. T. D. Evans: A person can certainly
do that.

Mr. WILLIAMS: What happens to
seniority when a person comes up for re-
appointment? People who have resigned
from the union, or have not been members
at all, are regarded as inferior and union
members are regarded as superior, pro-
vided all other qualifications are equal.

Mr-. T. D. Evans: You are committing
the same cardinal error as the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. I give the mem-
ber for Cottesloe credit, because at least he
understood the Bill. He did not agree with
it. but he understood It.

Mr. WILLIAMS: The Minister has a
great deal more to say now from his seat
than he was prepared to say when he
moved the second reading. Undoubtedly
he will tell us more when he replies. I
feel that he could have given us more
information when he Introduced the Bill.
instead of making a few remarks and let-
ting it go at that.

I also have a question in relation to the
fees, or amounts, which are payable by a
person who opts out under a conscientious
belief objection. I am referring to the
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mnoneys paid by a person who opts out or
receives an exemption under the conscien-
tious belief provision. Proposed subsection
(3e) (a) says--

(a) pay any amount received by him
as described in subsection (3c) of
this section to the credit of a
fund to be established and main-
tained by him and may make dis-
bursements from the fund for the
purpose of granting financial as-
sistance to, or otherwise promot-
ing the welfare of, members of
the teaching profession in such
circumstances and on such terms
and conditions as the Minister
may detemine.

Let me Lake an extreme example. it
wrould be an extreme example with our
present Minister, but the situation could
occur. If the Teachers' Union or any
group within it wants to use some of the
funds to insert a full-page advertisement in
any newspaper to have a shot at the
Federal Government, or any Government,
or anyone else, for not spending enough
onl education, presumably the Minister
could make that money available for this
purpose. Is that correct? There is nothing
to say it could not be done.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You should have re-
gard for the last sentence in paragraph
(bi) on page 3.

Mr. WILLIAMS: That a record must be
kept and can be inspected?

Mr, T. D. Evans: Yes, certain persons
may inspect the record.

Mr. WILLIAMS: The damage would
have been done.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The Minister would
be answerable.

Mr. WILLIAMS: The money would have
been spent and then the repercussions
would come. If anyone is not happy, he
could perhaps say that this must not.
happen again. flow will the Minister be
tied down so that it cannot happen again?

Mr. T. D. Evans: Do you think the
Minister would act irresponsibly?

Mr. WILLIAMS: In the present Min-
ister's case, no, but there could perhaps
be Ministers with whom it would happen.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I offer the honourable
member the opportunity to support the
Bill at the second reading and to frame
an amendment which I will consider.

Mr. WILLIAMS: I would not support
the Bill under any circumstances. I have
raised the Question as a matter of interest,
because we might learn something.

Mr. T. D. Evans: 1 em offering the
honourable member the opportunity to
amend it.

Mr. WILLIAMS: I do not agree with
the Bill. I made that quite clear at the
beginning. I have asked the question so

that the Minister may inform us for any
future occasion, We could then have a
little more knowledge to add to ours in
the future if a Bill similar to this comes
before the House.

I also have another question relating
to the Education Department making
deductions from teachers' salaries for
union fees. This has been going on for
many years and the department receiyes
a commission on this. The commission
for 1971-72 was $6,058. Is there anythin~g
to stop the department from paying the
amount of $8,058 into that fund?

Mr. T. D. Evans: It goes into Consoli-
dated Revenue.

Mr. WILLIAMS: Where does it state
that? It does not state it in the Act or in
the regulations. It is at the discretion of
the Government to put the money into
Consolidated Revenue and if the Govern-
menit thought it wise it could have the
money paid into this fund, or to anything
else.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Would you agree that
the Treasurer is normally superior to the
Minister for Education?

Mr. WILLIAMS: In that case, I would
expect the Treasurer to have a little Say
as to where the fees mentioned in the Bill
before us are to be paid; namely. into
Consolidated Revenue. As a matter of
fact this is specified under the Industrial
Arbitration Act. There is no question of
its going into a fund.

Mr. T. D. Evans: It would be contrary
to the Bill if it became an Act.

Mr. WILLIAMS: How?
Mr. T. D. Evans: For the Treasurer to

direct otherwise than is provided in the
Act.

Mr. WILLIAMS: It could be stated that
the funds should be directed into Con-
solidated Revenue. This is stated in the
Industrial Arbitration Act.

Mr. T. D. Evans: It does not say this
here.

Mr. WILLIAMS:, The further this goes,
the more intrigued I become. It is to be
put into a special fund. There seems to
be a nigger in the wood Pile somewhere.

Mr. T. D. Evans: This Bill specifically
negates the possibility of those moneys be-
ing channelled into Consolidated Revenue.

Mr. WILLIAMS: There is a possibility.
Mr. T. 1). Evans: The Bill negates that

possibility.
Mr. WILLIAMS: Why is it not puat into

Consolidated Revenue if it concerns ex-
emption under conscientious belief? It is
stated in the Industrial Arbitration Act
that the moneys shall be paid into Con-
solidated Revenue. Why is it not written
into this Bill? I am sure the Treasurer
would like to get the amount of $6,058 to
do something with it. Why is it put into
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a special fund for the welfare of the (2) When is magistrate Nott expected
teaching profession, etc.?

Mr. T. D. Evans: It could well be that
the Minister for Education had a battle
with the Treasurer and won. I am not
saying this happened, but it could be.

Mr. WILLIAMS: That would be very
doubtful. I will be very surprised if this
Bill ever sees the light of day and goes
through this Parliament.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Are you forecasting
its future and its fate?

Mr. Graham: The House of Lords again.
Mr. WILLIAMS: The Minister is jump-

ing to conclusions again.
Mr. Graham: See how far wrong I am.
Mr. WILLI AMS: Perhaps this Bill was

brought forward in the hope that it would
be knocked out. The Government can say
to its supporters, "We tried to do it but
the chaps in another place chucked it out.
We have done our part but the lousy
Liberal and Country members in another
place have kicked it out." The Govern-
ment did this on another occasion.

Mr. Graham: Mention which one.
Mr. WILLIAMS: Price control. The

Minister for Labour is sitting there hioping
the Prevention of Excessive Prices Bill does
not pass.

Mr. Hutchinson: Who is it said, "Thank
God for the Upper House"?

Mr. WILLIAMS: I would like the Minis-
ter in his reply to answer the questions
I have raised. I most definitely oppose the
Bill.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of
the sitting, on motion by Mr. Harman.

(Continued on page 2911)

QUESTIONS (40): ON NOTICE
1. LIGHT DRUGS

Possession and Use: Penalties

Mr. MENSAROS. to the Premier:.
In view of his statement made re-
cently on a radio programme and
reported in the newspapers, has
his Government departed from the
policy not to reduce penalties
against possession and use of
"light drugs", as set out in the
reply to question 25 on 11th April,
1972?

Mr. GRAHAM (for Mr. J. T. Tonkin)
replied:

No.

2. KINDERGARTENS
Government Inquiry

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) By whom and why were the terms

of reference for the inquiry into
pre-school education selected?

3.

to finalise the inquiry and report
to the Government?

(3) During the period from March,
1971, to the present time and re-
garding applications for assist-
ance from the W.A. Kindergarten
Association to the Government
outside the reimbursement for-
mula, what was the-
(a) date of application;
(b) amount involved;
(c) Government decision,
in each case?

(4) With parents concerned for the
amount of their contribution and
the State budget due before com-
pletion of the inquiry, how does
he intend to avoid the charge that
the inquiry is a Government
manoeuvre to delay practical con-
sideration of the pre-school educa-
tion problems for another year?

(5) Will it be necessary to defer
implementation of the inquiry
findings involving increasd ex-
penditure for another year?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) The Minister for Education accepts

the responsibility for the terms of
reference.

(2) 30th September, 1972.
(3) This information cannot be sup-

plied at present as the relevant
file is not available.

(4) The inquiry was initiated for the
ben'efit of the Kindergarten As-
sociation and the parents, and
adequate time is needed if the
investigation is to be done
thoroughly.

(5) The decision on the implementa-
tion of the findings of the inquiry
will depend upon the nature of the
report and its recommendations.

TRANSPORT
West Kelmscott

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Transport:

Will he advise me of the public
transport planning to serve the
new residents occupying the State
Housing Commission homes and
others at West Kelmscott adjacent
or near Second Road. in respect
of-
(a) adults commuting

and shopping;
to work

(b) children attending Westfield
Park primary school and Ar-
madale senior high school?
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Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(a) The Metropolitan (Perth)

Passenger Transport Trust
will make provision for a cir-
cular shuttle service to Kelm-
scott when sufficient homes
are occupied.

(b) There is no finality in any
arrangement at present.

4. WESTFIELD PARK SCHOOL
Cluster Classrooms and Safety Fence

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Why has the letting of tenders for

the second cluster of classrooms at
Westfield Park school been so de-
layed?

(2)

(3)

Are the additions to be constructed
by a private contractor?
What are the details of the con-
tract regarding-
(a) cost;
(b) rooms;
(c) commencement date;
(d) completion date?

(4) Will the Department negotiate
with the developing company and
local authority to ensure a safety
fence is constructed on the south-
ern boundary of the school
grounds to protect the children
from the deep ponds which form
part of the area's drainage sys-
tem?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) There has been no undue delay.

Tenders closed on Tuesday, 15th
August, were considered and an
acceptance made on Monday, 21st
August.

(2) Yes.
(3) (a) $102,833.

(b) 6 classrooms.
2 practical areas.
1 withdrawal area and toilets.

(e) 21st August, 1972.
(d) 15th December, 1972.

(4) This will be investigated.

5. FORRESTFIELD SCHOOL
Ground Reticulation: Subsidy

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Why has a subsidy, due to the

Forreatfield Primary school par-
ents and citizens' association for
a grounds reticulation scheme,
not been paid?

(2) If the delay is because the con-
tractor for the work has not met
the specification, will he take steps
to have the matter rectified and
the subsidy Paid to the parents
and citizens forthwith?

0.

7.

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) The Public Works Department will

not approve Payment because a
section of the reticulation piping
is not considered to be in accord-
ance with specifications.

(2) The Public Works Department
supervisor is to make a further
inspection on 24th August, 1972
and submit a report on the Present
position.

HIGH SCHOOLS
Sp~orting Facilities: Use by Outside

Bodies
Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Education:

Could consideration be given in
the planning of high schools of
the future and, as far as possible,
for existing high schools, for
organisations interested in sport-
ing and other recreational activi-
ties to use facilities at the schools
and thus ensure a greater use of
the Capital invested?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
An inter-departmental committee
is investigating all aspects of the
use of school buildings by com-
munity organisations.
I might add that such a com-
mittee was suggested to me pre-
viously by the member for Mira-
books.

HOUSING
Forrest field: Programme

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Has the State Housing commis-

sion Plans to build homes in the
Forrestfield area?

(2) If so, how many and of what type?
(3) When will the building programme

start and at what rate will the
homes be built?

(4) How much land does the Commis-
sion own-

Mr.

(a) in the Forrestfield area; and
(b) in the Maida Vale-High

Wycombe area?
MAY (for Mr. Bickerton) replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Not known at this stage.
(3) This is dependent on the avail-

ability of services, subdivisional
considerations, and approvals, and
the emphasis of demand for vari-
ous parts of the metropolitan
area.

(4) (a) Two standard residential lots.
and 921 acres (37.5180 h.a.) of
Crown owned residential land
reserved for the commission.

(b) Three standard residential lots
at Maida Vale.
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8. WATER SUPPLIES (c) "I know what the Hon. Mem-
Tank at Walliston: Overtime Worked

Mr. THOMPSON: to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) Hearing in mind the widespread

unemployment, will he state why
men of the Metropolitan Water
Board worked on the construction
of the new tank at Walliston Sat-
urday. 19th, and Sunday, 20th
August, 1972, thus involving pay-
ment of penalty rates?

(2) Is it intended that overtime is to
be worked on this project in the
future; if so, to what extent and
for what reason?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) Overtime worked on 19th August

was on concrete pouring required
by the construction programme.
and that on 20th August involved
a small group engaged on sand
blasting, an operation best carried
out when the full work force is not
on site.

(2) Yes. To enable completion of the
tank for operation next summer.
The extent has not been deter-
mined.

9. PARLIAMENT HOUSE
Fountains: Cost of Work

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) What is the nature and extent of

the work being done on the foun-
tains at Parliament House?

(2) What is the estimated cost of the
works?

(3) When will the fountains again be
operative?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) Modifications to obtain-

(a) modulated operation of the
fountains;

(b) a broader and softer flow of
water from the gargoyles.

(2) $7,000.
(3) Within the next three weeks.

10. TOWN PLANNING

Melville City Council Scheme No. Z
Mr. O'NETL, to the Minister for Town
Planning:
(1) Did he say whilst answering a

Question without notice asked by
me on 22nd August, 1972-
(a) "We know who is feeding the

information to the Hon. Mem-
ber and who is trying to do the
stirring";

(b) "The same person who wrote
to me the other day";

ber has admitted to me un-
officially"?

(2) Will he explain what he meant,
name the person and advise the
House of the subject matter of my
"unofficial admission'?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) Not precisely, but near enough.
(2) It meant that people outside the

House have been talking to me
about this matter and I'm sure the
Deputy Leader would not expect
me to detail private conversations
or need to have me remind him of
his own conversation with me on
this matter.

11. TOWN PLANNING
Swan Location 74: Rezon~ing of Lots

Mr. O'NEIh, to the Minister for Town
Planning:
(1) Were any of the officers of the

Town Planning Department re-
quested to advise the Minister for
Town Planning in respect of the
proposed zoning of Lots 105 and
108 Swan Location '74 in City of
Melville's town planning scheme
No. 2?

(2) If so, what were the recommenda-
tions?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) to (3) The file containing the

known facts was placed before the
then Minister. It contains two
memoranda on the subject and
draws attention to various aspects
relating to the submission. No
recommendation on the zoning
was made. This is in no way un-
usual as it is competent for a Min-
ister independently to decide a
matter of this nature.

12. ROTTNEST ISLAND
Hire of Cottages

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Lands:

Would he give information as to
the conditions and requirements
which are taken into consideration
by the board when approving or
rejecting applications for hire of
holiday cottages at Rottnest
Island?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) In school holiday periods,

applicants to have school age
children.

(2) Approximately A of the cot-
tages are allocated to applic-
ants from rural areas.
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(3) Approximately j are allocated
to those people who patronise
the island in the off -season.

(4) Approximately to new ap-
plicants or those who have
applied unsuccessfully before.

Before the allocations are made
the board is well aware that in
January only one in four appli-
cants will be satisfied whatever
method of allocation Is made.

13. DECENTRALISATION OF
INDUSTRY

Septic Tanks: Manufacture in
Country

Mr. W. A. MANNING, to the Minister
for Development and flecentralisa-
tion:

What are his reactions and his.
intentions regarding a recent
regulation of the Department of
Public Health which requires
country manufacturers of septic
tanks and concrete segments to
submit products for testing at an
approved testing laboratory in
the metropolitan area?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
There has been liaison on this
matter between the Minister for
Health and myself, and between
officers of our departments, and I
believe a satisfactory arrangement
will be found for country manu-
facturers.

14. FERTLISLERS
Rail Cart age

Mr. W. A. MANNING, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Rail-
ways:

As in reply to question 17 on 2nd
August the Minister said details
concerning individual destinations
for fertilisers, railed from works,
were to be provided as soon as
possible, can the Minister now
supply these?

Mr. MAY replied:
This information is very lengthy
and I request permission to table
it.

The information was tabled (see paper
No. 305).

15. ELECTRICITY CHARGES
Specific Accounts

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Electricity:
(1) Would he give the electricity

charges for the quarters ended
April 1970, 1971 and 1972 for
accounts E.R. 3470, E.R. 3420,
E.R. 3350 and E.R. 3220, showing
domestic and commercial usage
separately?

(2) Is he aware of the great disadvan-
tage Karragullen orchardists and
other producers are suffering be-
cause of the 1971 S.E.C. increased
charges?

(3) Does he know these orchardists
are now seriously considering re-
turning to diesel generated power?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1) See table below.
(2) Bearing in mind that the rates

have only been increased to
marginally above those which ap-
plied in 1953, the answer must be

(3 ) No-but If they are they should
seek advice concerning the econ-
omics of such a proposal.

Account
No.

Date

ER' 3470 March 1970
'March 1971
'March 1972

ER 3420 Mlarch 1970
MIarch 1971
March 1972

ER 3360 aurch 1970
March 1971
March 197 2

ERI 3220 March 1970
Marcb 1971
Mlarch 1972

Lighting Comilercial
Power

Units Cost Units Cost

160
80
80

.54

40
10

S
8.80
4.40
4.80

10,630
1 1,020
14,210

16,680
16,720

2.97 2,330
2.20 2,010
0.60 2,910

S
268.1IS

413.89

299.98
434.92
517.02

60. 65
52.65
S6.19

1,020 27. 90
840 23.40

4,410 129.69

I)nmcstic
Power

'Units cost
S

640 12.16
570 10.83
770 17.71

560 11.64
610 12.59
680 10.84

TJotal

Units Cost
9

11,430 289.11
11,670 293.13
15,000 436.40

11,050 299.98
16,680 434.92
10,720 517.62

2,944 '75.26
2,060 67. 44
3,000 103.63

160 4.04 1.180
280 .5.94 1,100

4,410
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16. ELECTION PROMISES
List

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Premier:
(1) Will he list the 23 election prom-

ises which he told the television
audience in the "Half Way" pro-
gramme that he has kept?

(2) With reference to his promise on
that programme to review S.E.C.
charges, will he include the posi-
tion of the Karragullen orchard-
ists in this review?

(3) When can this review of S.E.C.
charges be expected to be trans-
lated into relief for consumers?

Mr. GRAHAM (for Mr. J. T. Tonkin)
replied:

This reply is exceedingly lengthy,
but nevertheless, I have consider-
able pleasure in reading it. It is
as follows:-

(1) Actually, the number of election
Promises fulfilled considerably
exceeds 23 and the Government
has pleasure in complying with the
request of the Member. The ful-
filled promises follow-
(1) We have legislated to estab-

lish a Consumers' Protection
Council and established a
Department of Consumer
Protection.

(2) Appointed an Ombudsman.
(3) Re-wrote the Environmental

Protection Act and set up
an Environmental Protection
Council and an Environmental
Appeal Board.

Mr. O'Connor: With big teeth.

Mr. GRAHAM:
(4) Sent Superintendent Monck

overscas to study traffic laws.
(5) Minister for Police also Mini-

ister for Transport.
(6) Increased number of uniform-

ed and plain-clothes patrols as
part of the campaign to en-
sure greater control of traffic
on all roads.

(7) As promised in the Policy, the
Premier also to be Minister for
Education, This was included
in the Policy but altered after
a reshuffle of Cabinet port-
folios.

Mr. Rushton: Something happened
there.
Mr. GRAHAM:

(8) Participated in and supported
a campaign to secure direct
Commonwealth Government
grants for Primary and sec-
ondary schools.

(9) Increased the number and
quality of teachers required
for the adequate staffing of
schools.

Mr. O'Neil: Make them all unionists.
Mr. GRAHAM:

(10) School buildings being design-
ed to include adequate and
necessary staff facilities and
amenities.

(11) Made a start towards remov-
ing the disparity between
standards of education in all
schools throughout the State.

Mr. O'Neil:, You must be joking,
surely?
Mr. GRAHAM:

(3.2) Substantially increased stud-
ents' living-away-from-home
allowances.

(13) Providing free school books
and materials, educational
equipment etc., for primary
school pupils.

(14) Made a start on upgrading
three-year high schools in the
north of the State and in
other country areas to five-
year high schools.

(15) As a first step towards assist-
Ing in the further develop-
ment of pre-school education
throughout the State, we have
initiated an inquiry into the
kindergarten system.

Mr. O'Neil: Great stuff this!
Mr. GRAHAM:

(16) Established a Ministry
Community Welfare.

Mr. O'Neil: Mirror Government.

of

Mr. GRAHAM:
(17) State Housing Commission has

taken over responsibility for
the conventional housing of
Aborigines.

Mr. O'Neil: Thrilled to bits about it!
Mr. GRAHAM:

(18) Providing substantial financial
support to organisations pro-
moting the welfare of young
people and to assist further
when the Government's pro-
posed amalgamation of the
National Fitness Council and
the Youth Council is finalised.

(19) Accelerated the construction
of specially built wards for
geriatric permanent nursing
care.

(28) Provided free travel on public
transport in the metropolitan
area for pensioners.

Mr. W. A. Manning: What about the
country pensioners?
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Mr. GRAHAM:
(21) Provided additional assistance

for all forms of housing for
those of low and moderate
means. A tradesman's rate of
pay now comes within this
interpretation.

(22) Been successful in approaches
to the Commonwealth for ad-
ditional financial assistance to
aid the gold mining industry.

(23) Guaranteed security of tenure
to companies which have
genuinely explored and car-
ried out their obligations on
temporary iron ore reserves.

Sir Charles Court: The companies do
not think so.
Mr. GRAHAM:

(24) Honoured all existing mining
and mineral agreements on
the principle of equality and
justice with fair rewards for
enterprise and investment.

(25) Pressed on with the complet-
ion of the Hollywood Medical
Centre.

(26) Granted to nurses, equal pay
for work of equal value.

(27) Land tax no longer levied on
land upon which the owner's
house is erected, if it does not
exceed half an acre in area,
and where it is the only land
owned.

Mr. Williams: What about Uganda?

Mr. GRAHAM:
(28) Provided for restoration of

automatic quarterly adjust-
ments to the State basic wage.

(29) Raised payments under the
Workers' Compensation Act.

(30) Policy stated that the Gov-
ernment would transfer to the
Treasury the responsibility of
representing the Government
as an employer, leaving the
Department of Labour com-
pletely free to concentrate on
matters Involving health,
safety and welfare of employ-
ees. This transfer of respon-
sibility made eventually to the
Public Service Board and not
the Treasury.

(31) introduced uniform charges
for electricity.

Sir Charles Court: Put them up 25 per
cent.
Mr. GRAHAM:

(32) Backed a feasibility study of a
proposal to produce fuel alco-
hol from grain.

(33) Established a Department of
Decentralisation and Develop-
ment.

(34) Minister for Development and
Dlecentralisation authorised to
lend or grant to local author-
ities money to allow them to
join with the Government for
the purpose of promoting
manu facturing pl ants in coun -
try districts.

(35) Lowered the age of majority
from 21 to 18 years.

(36) Made a start with repayment
of receipts duties which were
collected by the Brand/Court
Government under an invalid
law.

(2) The reference on the television
programme, which is the subject
of the Member's question, was in-
tended to apply to electricity
charges in the country where the
supplier is not the State Electric-
ity Commission. The review is a,
general one.

(3) The review of the charges in coun-
try areas is expected to be before
Cabinet in the near future.

Several members interjected.

17, WATER SUPPLIES
South Dandalup Danz

Mr. RUNCIMAN, to the minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) What is the approximate com-

pletion date of the South Dan-
dalup dam?

(2) How many men are generally in-
volved in its construction?

(3) What road works are involved in
this project?

(4) What is the estimated cost of the
road works?

(5) What is the planninig to make the
South Danidalup a tourist attrac-
tion similar to the Serpentine
dam?

(6) Will the Serpentine and north and
south Dandalup dams be linked by
a sealed road anti what is the
planning by the Main Roads De-
partment in this regard?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:

(1.) August, 1973.
(2) The average work force of the

contractor is 70 men and the
water board 10 men.

(3) Approximately 11 miles of road
connecting the dam site to the
South-western Hlighway have been
reconstructed and up-graded.

(4) $533,250.
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(5) Provision is being made below the of the Union

18.

dam for public facilities, including
parking and barbecue areas.

(6) The Main Roads Department has
no plans to link the Serpentine
and North and South Dandalup
Dams with a sealed road.

EDUCATION
State School Teachers' Charter

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Education:

Further to his general reply to
part (2) of question 2 on the 22nd
August (which was "which are the
Parts of the Teachers' Charter
which the Government accepts and
which are the ones it rejects"),
would he now supply the following
information:

Does the Government agree to-
(a) "lLA. Teachers shall be

registered by a Reg-
istration Board on
which the State
School Teachers'
Union of W.A. shall
constitute at least a
majority of tnem-
bers. Only persons
registered by the
Board shall be per-
mitted to teach in
State schools"?

(b) '1.2.A. (a) From 1975 on
any teacher con-
fronted with a
class that ex-
ceeds an educa-
tionally reason-
able size as de-
termined by the
following table
and (b) and (c)
below shall in-
form the Union
and then may
supervise but
refuse to teach
or may return
to the respon-
sibility of the
Principal o r
Headmaster a
sufficient num-
ber of children
to return the
class to an ap-
proved size"?

(c) '2.B. (c) Each school staff
shall determine
minimumn equip-
ment for its own
school etc."?

(d) "3A. (c) (v) No course
shall be held
until they have
the full approval
of the Executive

and such ap-
proval is pub-
lished"?

(e) "4. As from the 1-1-1971
no teacher will take
up duties in a coun-
tiys area unless satis-
factory housing is
available. Caravan
parks or other tour-
ist park accommo-
dation will not be
acceptable.
Adequate compen-
sation must be pro-
vided if hotel acconm-
modation has to be
used.
The Union will en-
sure that no teacher
is penalised for re-
fusing duty ini ac-
cordance with these
provisions"?

Mr. T. fl. EVANS replied:
(a) The Government agrees

with the principle of the
registration of teachers and
negotiations are proceeding
between the Education De-
partment and the Teachers'
Union, However, details
have yet to be finalised.

(b) Such an action would be the
antithesis of professionalism
to which teachers are striv-
ing. On the occasion of a
deputation on 26th June,
1972, the union indicated,
however, that it was seeking
tangible evidence of pro-
gress towards improved
conditions and that the
principle of flexibility was
anticipated.

(c) The full statement in section
23B (c) is wider in its mean-
Ing than the section quoted
in the question and refers to
facilities which the union
sees as goals and to which
the department is already
making considerable pro-
gress.

(d) According to the printed
charter. section 3 has yet to
be confirmed by the teach-
ers' conference,

(e) The Education Department
and the Teachers' Union
have worked in close co-op-
eration to improve teacher
housing and significant pro-
gress has been achieved
through the Government
Employees' Housing Author-
ity.
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TRAFFIC
Motor Vehicle License Fees and

Grants
Mi. WILLIAMS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Police:.
(1) What were the total license fees

and transfer fees collected during
1971-72 by-
(a) police department:
(b) country local authorities?

(2) What moneys were retained by
licensing authorities during 1971-
'72, that is-
(a) police department:
(b)country local authorities?

(3) What was the -amount in license
fees, funds, etc. remitted to the
Main Roads Trust Account by-
(a) police department;
(b) country local authorities?

(4) What amount was paid by statut-
cry giants to councils during 1971-
'71 in-
(a) the metropolitan traffic area;
(b) country areas?

(5) What other grants were made to
councils during 1971-72 in-
(a) the metropolitan traffic area;
(b) country areas?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1) Total license fees and transfer fees

collected during 1971-72 by:-

(a) Police Department 11,257,501
(b) Country local

authorities 5,122,594
(2) The following funds were retained

by licensing authorities during
1971-72:-

(a) Police Department 1,163,036
(b) Country local

authorities .... 629,571
(3) The following amounts of license

fees, funds etc. were remitted to
the Main Roads Trust Account
by:-

(a) Police Department 9,351,125
(b) Country local

authorities....4.493,023
(4) The following statutory grants

were paid to councils in 1971-72:-

(a) Metropolitan
(Perth) statistical
division (see foot-
note) .. .... 5,699,776

(b) Country areas ... 6,735,690
(5) Other grants made to councils dur-

ing 1971-72 were:-
(a) Metropolitan $

(Perth) statistical
division (see foot-
note) .... .... 441,551

20.

21.

22.

(b) Country areas ... 5,232,088
Footnote: To conform with the
definition of "urban area" under
the Commonwealth Aid Roads Act
1969, it has been necessary for the
Main Roads Department to drop
the metropolitan traffic area for
record purposes and adopt the
Perth statistical division.
The Perth statistical division in-
cludes the metropolitan traffic
area plus the Shires of Wannerco
and Kalamunda and the portions
of the Shires of Swan and Mun-
daring outside the metropolitan
traffic area.

HOUSING
Building Blocks at Jcelmscot

Mr. RUISHTON, to the Minister for
Housing:

Will he present a plan showing the
State Housing Commission block
purchasers in the Kelsnscott
M.R.P.A. scheme No. 4?

Mr. MAY (for Mr. Bickerton) replied:
This is not considered advisable at
this stage but if the Member cares
to make arrangements through
the commission's Parliamentary
Liaison Officer he may call at the
office and peruse the plan.

ROADS
Kalamunda-Perth Access Roads

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) What plans has the Main Roads

Department for access roads from
Perth to Lesmurdie-Kalamunda-
Gooseberry Hill?

(2 When can people of the area
expect relief from the present in-
direct routes?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) The Main Roads Department has

provided $15,000 in its current pro-
gramme of works for the recon-
struction of a section of Canning
Road northwards from its junction
with the Lesmurdie Road.

(2) The Main Roads Department has
no plans for providing a more
direct route to Lesmurdie. Kala-
munda and Gooseberry Hill.

TOWN PLANNING
Kelmscott Scheme No. 4

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Town Planning:
(1) What was the M.R.P.A. under-

taking to the owners of the land
in the Kelmiscott M.R.P.A. scheme
No. 4 at a public meeting in the
Kelrnscott Hall to introduce this
voluntary scheme?
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(2) What was the building industry's
Promise to the owners in regard
to any blocks coming on the mark-
et and remaining unsold?

(3) What is the M.R.P.A. doing to en-
sure this development retains the
good features of an Orelia-type
residential area?

(4) Does the present development tend
to destroy the social compatibility
of a residential community?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) To undertake the planning and

servicing of the area, to provide
the development finance, where
necessary, for the construction of
utility works, and to act as co-
ordinator.

(2) The industry indicated that mem-
bers were prepared to purchase
unsold lots at a nominated price
of $3,200.

(3) The M.R.P.A. has planned the area
to use limited existing natural
features to the best advantage. It
has no control over the type of
buildings that will be erected nor
the way in which they will be land-
scaped. It will continue to liaise
with the local authority in mat-
ters affecting total development in
the area.

(4) No.

23. RESEARCH STATIONS
M1t. Barker and Denmark

Mr. STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) With regard to-

(a) Mt. Barker research farm;
(b) Denmark research farm,
what has been the capital and
administrative expenditure in each
of the last five financial years?

(2) What trials and/or experiments
are currently being carried out?

(3) Are the facilities being fully util-
ised?

(4) If 'No" to (3) what is the reason
and when is it intended to make
full use of the facilities?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) (a) Mt. Barker research farm-

(1) Expenditure

1967-68
106"9
1060-70
1070-71
1071-72

Total

(iii) Yes.
(iv) Answered by MDii.

(b) Denmark research station-
Adminis-
tration Capital

(2) At
are
(1)

19 67-68
1968-69
1969-70
19 70-7 1
1971-72

42,431
44,126
61,548
66,185
58,258

Nil
33,415
75,929
2,611
4,414

Denmark the following trials
in progress-
Time of calving and stocking
rate trial with dairy cows.

(2) Stocking rate-time of calving
heifer replacement trial.

(3) Cobalt trial with young cattle.
(4)
(5)
(6)

24.

Mn. capital
a $

23,207 238,277 (ine. purchawe)
40,382 13,596
39,704 391
53,D13 N il
45.913 13,107

$203,119 265,961

(ii) The 1972 experimental programme
consists of 40 crop and fertiliser
trials, 9 Pasture trials and 8 stock
trials.

Multiple suckling of calves.
Cattle identification trial.
Pasture species evaluation
trial.

(7) Legume species trial.
(8) Rhizobium strain evaluation

on range of clover varieties.
(9) Summer fodder crop variety

trial.
(10) Summer fodder crop fertiliser.

(3) and (4) Facilities are fully utilis-
ed. Further clearing is being
undertaken for planned trial ex-
tension.

MINING
Fitzgerald Reserve: Environmental

Protection Report

Mr. W. G. YOUNG, to the Minister for
Mines:
(1) Has he received a recommendation

from the Environmental Protection
Authority regarding their investi-
gation in respect of mining in the
Fitzgerald Reserve?

(2) If so, when will its recommenda-
tion be made known?

(3) If the report is favourable when
will applications for the rights to
prospect and drill the area be
received?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) The Government's decis-

ion in respect of the Environmen-
tal Protection Authority's recom-
mendation and subsequent action
will be made known today and a
copy of the relevant Press state-
ment reads as follows:-

The Premier, Mr. Tonkin, said
today the Government would
make the Fitzgerald River re-
serve class "A" for the purpose
of use as a national park.
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Interest in the reserve had been
so widespread nationally that
the Government had treated it
as a matter of special impor-
tance.
The Premier said the existing
reserve would be divided into
two sections by separating a
strip of coastline from 20 to 40
chains in width.
While both areas would be
controlled by the National Parks
Hoard, and managed as class
"A" national park, development
in the coastal strip could differ
from that in the rest of the
reserve.
Regarding the possibility of min-
ing within the reserve, Mr.
Tonkin said no decision would
be made on any such proposal
until after completion of a drill-
ing programme.
Recent examination by members
of the Environmental Protec-
tion Council and Authority had
revealed that open-cut mining
in the area was possible.
The selection of drilling sites
and complete drilling operations,
with analyses of the coal
samples obtained, would be
undertaken by the Mines De-
partment, and any subsequent
mining would be on terms and
conditions approved by the En-
vironental Protection Auth-
ority.
The Government would meet the
cost, up to about $25,000, of
drilling up to 40 holes, and it
would refer the results to the
authority for recommendation.
The Government's initial drill-
ing costs would be recouped
from any successful applicant
for any mining tenement with-
in the reserve.
Mr. Tonkin said the Govern-
ment's intention initially to
undertake such expenditure
should not be regarded as estab-
lishing a precedent in respect of
any other region.
in fact, it was likely that the
contrary would be the case.
"The Government is particularly
anxious to conform to the re-
quirements of the Environ-
mental Protection Authority in
this case, and also to meet as far
as possible the suggestions of
all protectionist groups," Mr.
Tonkin said.
"Even if
desirable,
approval
Warden's

mining should prove
and should attract the
of the authority, the
Court would still be

required to recommend in any
conflicting applications to the
Minister for Mines.
It is believed that the Govern-
ment's undertaking with regard
to drilling, and to meeting the
requirements of the authority,
will minimise the extent of ob-
jections already lodged before
the Warden's Court by conserva-
tion groups."
Nevertheless, it was not intended
that such action should reduce
or restrict such rights Of objec-
tion before the warden, Mr.
Tonkin said.

25. HOUSING
Mandurak: Applications, Programme,

and Cost
Mr. RUNCIMAN, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) HOW Many applications are there

for state Housing Commission
homes at Mandurah-
(a) rental;
(b) Purchase;
(c) Pensioner flat?

(2) What is the current programme
for the town and when will It be
completed?

(3) What is the Planning for 1972-73?
(4) What is the estimated cost of-

(a) a timber and asbestos SH.
home;

(b) a brick 5.11.0. home;
(c) brick veneer 8,11.0. home,
in Mandurab?

Mr. MAY (for Mr. Bickerton) replied:
(1) (a) 34.

Cb) 7.
(c) 16.
These include tour applicants listed
for both purchase and rental as-
sistance, and experience indicates
that wastage due to withdrawal
of applications and decline in offers
of accommodation may reduce this
demand by approximately 25 per
cent.

(2) Two three-bedroom houses com-
pleted on 23rd August, 1972, have
Yet to be allocated and one four-
bedroom house is under construc-
tion and due for completion late
September, 1912.

(3) This is currently under conisidera-
tion and the Member will be ad-
vised by letter.

(4) The estimated construction cost
for a standard Commission three-
bedroom house (excluding land
and other costs) is:-

(a)
(b)
(c)

7,800
8,600
8,400

(98)
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26. This question was postponed. 28. LAW REFORM COMMITTEE
Report

27. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Texada Potash and Salt Projects

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minister
for Development and Decentralisation:

With reference to Texada potash
and salt production, and the in-
formation he gave as reported as
an answer to question without
notice No. 11 (Mansard pageqs 2212-
2213, Tuesday, 3rd August), would
he please table the papers which
he says indicate that the company
was given something in excess of
what it sought and how these or
other papers meant that the com-
pany could continue to produce
and export salt to a date beyond
that originally intended?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:

I am not prepared to table the
papers.
The company's mineral lease 245SA
provides:

The export of salt by the com-
pany during each of the years
1969. 1970 and 1971, or from the
date of these presents until the
company has fulfilled its obliga-
tions under clause 9 (1) (a) of
the said agreement to construct
Plant and other necessary works
capable of producing and load-
ing into ships at the wharf not
less than 75,000 tons of potash
per annum, shall not be at a
rate exceeding one million tons
or such annual rate as is ap-
Proved from time to time by
the Minister (as defined in the
said agreement).

Approval to export salt given on
20th November, 1968, by the then
Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment, contained a Provision for
renegotiation if other salt pro-
ducers experienced difficulties in
marketing their output. However,
on 4th December, 1969. and again
on 21st May, 1970, the same Min-
ister gave approval for additional
substantial tonnages. for periods
of from two to five Years, without
qualification in regard to their pos-
sible effect upon other Producers
and the need to renegotiate ton-
nages.
The company has not achieved
sales commensurate with the full
additional tonnages granted by the
then Minister during the period
1968 to 1970.

29.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG, to the Attorney-
General:
(1) How many reports containing pro-

posals and recommendations have
been submitted by the law reform
committee since it was set up in
January, 1968f?

(2) How many recommendations or
proposals have been acted upon by
the Government to whom the re-
ports were submitted?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) 18.
(2) Of those reports which have been

implemented, two of them have
found their way into this Parlia-
ment by way of legislation intro-
duced by the Brand-Nalder Gov-
ernment. Five of the reports have
given forth to legislation as ef-
fected by the present Labor Gov-
ernment and, in addition, one Bill
is at present before the House as
a result of one of the reports, and
a further measure is being drafted
in accordance with another report.

TEACHING HOSPITALS
ADVISORY COUNCIL

Members
Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Health:

Would he list the names of the
members of the teaching hospitals
advisory council and which estab-
lishment each represents?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
As soon as all nominations have
been received from the bodies con-
cerned and the appointments have
been made by the Governor, I will
be happy to advise the Member
direct.
I am hopeful the matter will be
finalised during the coming week.

30. TOWN PLANNING
Wanneroo: Rezoning

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Town Planning:
(1) Adverting to my question 1 on

2nd August and 26 on 5th August
relating to the Wanneroo scheme
approved on 4th August, 1972.
what rezoning applications for this
scheme were upheld by the Minis-
ter?

(2) What applications were upheld by
the Minister against the recom-
mendation of-
(a) the Town Planning Depart-

menit:
(b) the local authority?
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(3) Which of these rezonings will be
presented to Parliament for
amendment of the regional
scheme?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
The member for Dale has referred
to a question he asked on the 5th
August, but as that day was a
Saturday, I take it that the proper
date is probably the 9th August.
The reply to the member's ques-
tion is as follows:-
(1) 4 upheld.

2 upheld in part.
(2) (a) 1.

(b) 1, and 1 upheld in part.
(3) 7 will be included in the pro-

posed amendment to the
metropolitan region scheme.

31. COUNTRY ABATTOIRS
Levy on Meat

Mr. REID, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:
(1) Has the Government received a

submission or recommendation
from the meat industry advisory
council, or any other body, for a
levy of one cent per lb. on meat
coming from country areas into
the metropolitan area?

(2) If so, what action will be taken on
the matter?2

(3) If not, is a submission expected
and when will it be presented?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) NO.
(2) and (3) Consideration will be given

to this matter when a submission
is received.

32. DENTAL THERAPISTS
rraining Scheme

Mr. REID, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has the Government any plans

for introducing legislation to per-
mit two-year courses far dental
therapists to undertake active
dental work?

(2) If so, is this because-
(a) present dental costs are too

high;,
(b) there are insufficient dentists

to meet the present demand?
(3) When is it envisaged that this

scheme may commence and what
supervision of the therapists will
take place?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Both factors have been taken into

consideration,
(3) The scheme is expected to start

in 1973. Therapists will work
under the supervision of dentists.

33. INSECTICIDES
PhosPhorus and Chlorine-f ree

Products
Mr. A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is it a fact that phosphorus-free

and chlorine-free insecticides have
been synthesised in Australia?

(2) Do evaluations of these Insecti-
cides indicate any advantages or
disadvantages over other insecti-
cides, and, if so, what are they?

(3) Are there any plans for commer-
cial production of these insecti-
cides?

(4) if so, what restrictions will be
placed on their use?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes. The circumstances vary with

the type of insecticides and the
purpose for which they are used.

(3) Some of these insecticides have
been produced commercially in
Australia for many years.

(4) Those required under the Health
Act and other appropriate legis-
lation.

34. HEALTH
Hexachlorophene: Restriction on Use

Mr. A. . TONKIN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is there any restriction on the use

of hexachlorophene?
(2) if so, what are the dangers?
(3) If the answer to (1) is "No" is any

action contemplated?
Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) NO-
(2) and (3) The member Is referred

to previous answer- question 9 of
15th March, 1972.
The matter is still under consider-
ation.

35. QUARANTINE CHECKPOINT
Norseman

Mr. W. G. YOUNG, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Further to my question 33 of Wed-
nesday. 23rd August, what stage
has the provision of floodlighting
reached at the Department of
Agriculture's Norseman check-
point and when is it envisaged
that It will be in opieration 2

Mr. H9. D. EVANS replied:
The provision of electric power to
the checkpoint site has been in-
cluded in the current budget of ex-
penditure. The timing of supply
will be related to the building and
development Programme, Plans for
which are being prepared.
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36. SCHOOLS
Class Numbers

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Education:

H-ow many State primary school
classes had-
(a) up to and including 30 pupils;
(bi between 31 and 35 pupils;
(c) between 36 and 40 pupils;
(d) between 41 and 45 Pupils;
(e) in excess of 45 pupils,
in February of this year?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied;
(a) 533;
(b) 825;
(c) 1443;
(d) 627;
(e) 37.

37. This question was postponed.

38. BASSENflEAN SCHOOL
Playground Extensions

Mr. BRADY, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has the Education Department

purchased six houses in West Road
and Whitfield Street, Eassendean,
for demolition to extend the
school Playground?

(2) if so, have tenders been called for
demolition of the houses?

(3) Would the parents and citizens'
association be Permitted to de-
molish one or more of the Douses
to enable same to build amenities
In the school rounds, e.g., library.
etc.?

(4) Can a date be given when the land
will be available for school child-
ren to use as a playground?

Mr. T. D). EVANS replied:
(1) Yea.
(2) No.
(3) It is more appropriate for the

Public Works Department to take
action to have the houses demol-
ished.

(4) The Public Works Department will
be requested to take action for the
vacation and demolition of the
houses at the earliest possible date.

39. HOSPITALS
Central Laundry: Jurisdiction o1

Minister
Mr. HUTCHINSON, to the Minister
for Health:
(1) Why did he, in direct defiance of

Parliament, proceed with the
commencement of a Government
centralised laundry following the
defeat in Parliament of the pro-
position to give birth to the
project?

(2) Has he obtained Counsel's opinion
whether the Minister's duty to
provide hospital services as de-
scribed in section 5A(1) of the

Hospitals Act is limited by the
breadth of the minister's powers
as described in section 1A from
which latter section, during this
session of Parliament, the follow-
ing words were deleted-

"to establish and conduct cen-
tralised catering, laundry, and
other services and facilities for
any public hospital"?

(3) (a) If so, would he table the
opinion;

(b) if not would he quote his
authority for the action taken?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) When a Minister acts in pursuance

of a duty imposed upon him by
section 5A (1) of the Hospitals
Act, 1927-72, he cannot be said
to be acting in direct defiance of
Parliament.

(2) No, but legal opinion has been ob-
tained as to the duty imposed on
the Minister to provide hospital
service as described in section 5A
(1).

(3) (a) Questions seeking Information
as to the advice given to a
Minister by law officers are
inadmissible-see Erskine
May 16th edition, page 359,
18th edition, page 328.

(b) Section 5A (1) of the Hos-
pitals Act, 1921-72.

Mr. Hutchinson: It was still brought
to Parliament and defeated.

40. MIDLAND ABATTOIR
Output, and Meat Exports

Mr. MOILER, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What was the total number of

cattle, pigs, sheep and lambs-
(a) slaughtered both for export

and local market at:
(b) slaughtered and exported

from,
(c) slaughtered for export at,
Midland abattoir for the years
1962 to 1971 inclusive?

(2) What was the tonnage of beef,
pork, mutton and lamb exported
each year during the period 1962
to 1971 from Midland abattoir?

(3) How much of the tonnage exported
each year from Midland abattoir
was exported to America during
the years 1962 to 1971?

(4) Would he list the names of the
companies which each year ex-
ported meat to the American
market from stock slaughtered at
Midland abattoir during the years
1962 to 1971?

(5) Would he list the tonnage each
company listed above exported
each year to America from stock
slaughtered at Midland abattoir
during the years 1962 to 1971?
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Mr. H. D3. EVANS replied:
(1) (a) Slaughterings were

Cattle
71,627

100,497
117,723
10.5,151

88,271
80,806
75,867
78,16()
84,832
60,291t

as follows:-
Calves

4,200
7,375
8,550
6,591.
3,863
3,786
4,770
3,478
4,915
1,218

1961-62
1962463
1903-4
1964"5
19"5-6
1906-17
107468
1968"9
1969-70
1970-71

196"-9
1969--70
1970-71
197 1-7 2

sheep
414,034
540,636
354,005
293,250
483,777
425,564
554,404
650,145
063,977
808,298

lambs
438,163
377,754
359,710
322,940
354,308
357,645
381,844
433,852
358,726
383,554

by Midland Abattoirs.

Pigs
178
459
591

2,448

Sheep
448,683
725,346
570,077

1,235,280

There were no slaughterings
for export prior to 1908.

(2) and (3) The Precise tonnages ex-
ported are not available from
Midland records.

(4) and (5) This information is not
,available but could not be pro-

vided since it would disclose details
of the activities of the private
companies involved.

QUESTIONS (8): WITHOUT NOTICE
1. SUPPOSITITIOUS AND

SUPPOSITIOUS
Interpretation

Sir' CHARLES COURT, to the
Speaker:

Will he please advise the House
the interpretation he places on the
words "supposititious" and "sup-
positious" in permitting their use
in this H-ouse? I raise the question
because of the comment in last
night's Daily News in which the
interpretations had a, different
connotation from that which we
understand them to have In this
House.

The SPEAKER replied:
I point out to members that nor-
mally questions to the Speaker
must be made on notice under
Standing Order 106A. However, I
have agreed to accept this ques-
tion the answer to which is as
follows:-

In most well-known diction-
aries the words are inter-
preted differently, but used in
the parliamentary sense I
have always interpreted the
words to be synonymous with
the word "hypothetical",
To avoid misrepresentation
members should avoid using

words that could be interp-
reted differently from the in-
tended meaning.

Sir Charles Court: I hope the Govern-
ment takes note.

2. TOWN PLANNING
Melville City Council Scheme No. 2

Mr. O'NEIL, to the Minister for Town
Planning:

I refer to question 10 on today's
notice paper. Despite the obvious
invitation from me to the Minister
to state what was the subject
matter of what he referred to as an
unofficial admission by me--that
unofficial admission having been
made outside the House-he de-
clined to answer the question. If
the Minister is not prepared on
invitation to answer such a ques-
tion relative to what we commonly
call corridor confidences or con-
versations, will he desist in future
from making references to them
in this place?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
I would say I would be happy to
do so. Actually I thought that
from the newly appointed Deputy
Leader of the Opposition we would
have had a more responsible
approach than he made by put-
ting such a question on the notice
paper.

3. TOWN PLANNING
Melville City Council Scheme No. 2
Mr. O'NEIL, to the Minister for Town
Planning:

The Minister has -indicated he
would be happy to disclose the
unoifficial admission and I now
ask him to disclose the-nature of
that unoifficial admission.

(b) This information is not recorded
(c) Slaughterings were as follows-

Cattle
40,805
53,503
32,841
37,117

Pigs
76,717
77,186
62,000
62,712
66,983
91,066
88,341

100,980
109,687
104,904

Lambs
100,145

59,515
87,825

266,4-40
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4.

Mr. DAVIES replied:
The Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion has misinterpreted me.

Sir Charles Court: You have done this
before.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister.
Mr. DAVIES: flank you, Sir. I said

I would be happy to desist. He
told me behind the screen that he
would get as much mileage out Of
this as he possibly could.

TOWN PLANNING
Melville City Coucncil Scheme No. 2
Mr. O'NEIL, to the Minister for Town
Planning:

It may be that within the con-
versation that is the statement I
made and I certainly intend to get
as much mileage as I can; but I
ask the Minister to repeat the rest
of the corridor conversation in
which he implied that the person
who wrote to me on a certain day
was a Person stirring and feeding
me with information, when, in
fact, that is not the case.

Mr. DAVIES replied:
No-one has ever written to me and
if the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition would look at his question
to me he will see that it is not
correctly worded. In his anxiety
to get as much mileage out of this
as Possible, as he admitted, he has
quoted from an uncorrected Man-
sard proof. He might have done
his homework and checked the
corrected proof.

Sir Charles Court: It will be interest-
ing to see the way it is corrected.

MEAT
Statutory Meat Industry Authority
Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Min-
ister for Agriculture:
(1) Has the Meat Industry Advisory

Committee submitted recommen-
dations concerning the formation
of a Statutory Meat Industry
Authority?

(2) If so-
(a) Will the Minister give details

of those recommendations?
(b) What action does the Min-

ister propose to take to ac-
quaint all sections of the
meat industry with the nature
of the recommendations?

(3) If he has not received recom-
mendations, has the Advisory
committee completed its study
preliminary to the preparation of
recommendations?

(4) If he has received recommenda-
tions, what legislation, or other
action does the Government con-
template in relation to such re-
commendations?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) to (4) 1 have received no re-
commendation from the Meat
Industry Advisory Committee re-
garding the formation of a
statutory meat authority; and
without further inquiry I would
be unable to tell him precisely
how far the committee has pro-
gressed with its examination.

6. TEACHERS' TRAINING COLLEGES
Establishment South of the River
Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Education:

Will he advise-
(1) In view of the fact that there

are five teachers' training col-
leges north of the river has
any consideration been given
by the Education Department
to the establishment of col-
leges south of the river to
cater for the rapid growth
and increased numbers of
trainee teachers from this
area?

(2) If the answer is "Yes," can
he indicate when a college
will be built in this area and
its location?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
I can reply to the member for
Canning and advise him as fol-
lows:-

Sir Charles Court: We have been
through this before.

Mr. T. D. EVANS:
(1) At the present time legislation is

being prepared to provide a
council to co-ordinate the work
of teachers' colleges. If this
legislation is passed the Education
Department will no longer be
directly responsible for the teach-
ers' colleges. However certain
planning has been carried out by
the Education Department which
recognises a need for teacher
training facilities to be afforded
south of the river. In fact, next
year, at the beginning of the
1973-1975 triennium a depart-
ment of teacher training will be
provided at the W.A. Institute of
Technology and likewise a depart-
ment is expected to be provided
at the Murdoch University when
it commences in 1975.

(2) I can only speak in terms of what
planning has been carried out by
the Education Department. I
cannot indicate when the college
is likely to be established because
of the development I mentioned
relating to the council for teach-
ers' colleges; but the areas which

5.
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had been selected by the Educa-
tion Department for future sites
were Bentley and Melville.

7. SYNTHETIC MEAT
Promotion

Mr. MCPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Did he attend the function yes-

terday which was aimed at pro-
moting the use of the artificial
product called "synthetic meat"?

(2) Who was responsible for arrang-
ing the function?

(3) Is the word "mneat" being used
in the labelling or advertising of
the synthetic product, and if so,
is this not a breach of the regu-
lations?

(4) Were any of the ingredients used
in Yesterday's demonstration im-
ported? If so, what are they?

(5) If not imported, in which State
were the products manufactured?

(6) What company or companies ifl
Western Australia intend to pro-
mote the sales and what trade
name 'will be used?

(7) Does he consider that the pro-
motion of this product could have
disastrous effects on the produc-
tion and sale of the accepted
natural source of meat supplies?

(8) What is the Government's atti-
tude towards the promotion of
this product?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) The object of the function I at-

tended was not to promote meat
substitutes, but to demonstrate
the potential for the consumption
of those products particularly in
the face of extremely high do-
mestic meat prices such as occur
at present in the U.S.A.

(2) The U.S.A. Agricultural Attache.
(3) No. The product Is called Soy

Protein Concentrate.
(4) Yes. The Soy Protein Concen-

trate.
(5) Answered by (4),
(6) This is not known.
(7) These substitutes must be seen as

a competitor, particularly for
low-quality meat.

(8) Any Promotion would be subject
to labelling requirements which
would clearly specify the nature
of the product.

8. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMNT
Texada Potash and Salt Projects
Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minis-
ter for Development and Decentrall-
sation:

MY question arises from the an-
swers given today to questions 26
and 27. In view of the fact that

the House will not be sitting again
until Tuesday week will the Min-
ister be good enough to send to
me next week the answer to ques-
tion 26? With reference to Ques-
tion 27, in view of the fact that
there appears to be some conflict
between the answer given today
and previous answers, will he
please give the reasons he will
not table the papers requested?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
With regard to question 26, yes I
will endeavour to oblige the
Leader of the Opposition. With
reference to question 27 1 do not
admit there is any conflict in the
answers, but I would suggest that
the Leader of the Opposition must
be aware that there has been aL
certain measure of conflict be-
tween the company, the subject of
the question, and other compan-
ies, and it would be highly unde-
sirable for details of statements
pro and con to be made available
to the public.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER (Mr. Norton): I 'wish
to advise members that questions for
Tuesday, the 5th September, will be
received up to noon on Thursday, the 31st
August.

EDUCATION ACT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of

the sitting.

MR. JONES (Collie) [4.59 P.m.]: It was
not my intention to take part in this
debate, but after continually listening to
views which indicated the Opposition's
bias against and hatred of the trade union
movement, I thought it was incumbent
upon me, as I represent a trade union
electorate, to place my views clearly before
Parliament, because I believe that in some
instances members are misinformed, to
say the least.

Mr.* Thompson: What is a trade union
electorate?

Mr. JONES: The member for Floreat
in his opening remarks stated that the
contents of the Bill before the Chamber
had not been mentioned in the Premier's
pre-election speech. However, If he cared
to consider the constitution and platform
of the Australian Labor Party, he would
find on page 26 that one of our leading
clauses is "Preference to Unionists." I
wish to make it Quite clear that I so
further in this. I think unionism should
be compulsory.

Mr. Lewis: How long has that been in
Your Platform?
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Mr. Jamieson: Since Adam was a boy.
Mr. Lewis:. Then why has the Govern-

ment not legislated for this previously?
Mr. Jamnieson: Everything in time.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. JONES: The honourable member

can place that question on the notice paper.
Getting back to my point, I have noticed
that members opposite. since they have
been in Opposition, have at every oppor-
tunity attacked not only the trade union
movement, but the A.L.P. and the Trades
and Labor Council.

Since I have been a member of this
House I have not heard one member
opposite mention the strong organisation
known as the Employers Federation. To me,
and to the trade union movement in
Western Australia, the Employers Federa-
tion is the strangest union in Australia-
not just in Western Australia.

Sir Charles Court: But membership is
not compulsory.

Mr. JONES: It is the strongest associa-
tion in Australia.

Sir Charles Court: But membership is
not compulsory.

Mr. Rushton: It is voluntary.
Mr. JONES: It cannot be denied that

in many instances, particularly where
consent agreements have been considered
between unions and employers, the Em-
ployers Federation has intervened in an
effort to prevent the agreements from
becoming orders between the employers
and the employees.

Evidence of such a move was emphasised
in the equal pay for women ease, where
Charlie Carters-on Its own action-in-
stituted equal pay for women. I under-
stand that the Employers Federation did
not take too kindly to that proposition
and made overtures in an attempt to pre-
vent that new concept from being intro-
duced into the trade union movement in
Western Australia. I further understand
that when other considerations have been
before the employers and the employees,
concerning consent agreements in the
northern part of the State, the Employers
Federation has attempted, in many in-
stances, to prevent those agreements from
being entered Into.

We continually hear about the bad
T.L.C. and the bad A.L.P., and the effect
of the trade union movement. I think
many employers in Western Australia
like their employees to be members of
trade unions because by that process there
is some protection for the employers, and
forms of control are instituted which, in
my opinion, are desirable and, indeed,
necessary.

Sir Charles Court: Tell us what protec-
tion.

Mr. JONES: Let us go back to 1949
when we had one of the biggest strikes
that have occurred In Western Australia.

It was referred to as the "Rex strike."
Some members in this House will recall
that the strike action had the effect of
curtailing all the essential services In
Western Australia, and it brought about
a blackout. A horse named Rex was the
cause of the dispute.

Mr. Rushton: What has that to do with
teachers?

Mr. Jaileson: Dry up.
Mr. JONES: In the instance to which I

am referring the trade union in Collie
decided that the horse could not be
trained to work in the underground Bull-
finch mine at Collie. The employers had
another point of view but the unanimous
decision of the members of the trade
union was that the men would go on
strike, it was a unanimous decision.

A legal arbitrator was brought in and
he ruled that the horse could work in the
ine. However, the members of the trade

union, on the basis of safety alone, felt
that the horse was dangerous to itself
and to the men working underground.
They reached a decision that the strike
was to continue. In the final analysis, a
Federal Arbitrator was brought in and he
ruled in favour of the men.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I hope the
member for Collie will tie his remarks to
the Bill.

Mr. JONES: I am coming back to the
question of compulsory unionism. We
listened this afternoon to the member for
Floreat who criticised the activities of the
trade union movement-as he has done
on so many occasions-but he does not
understand the trade union movement
and its general workings. The member
for Boulder-Dundas clearly illustrated
that there was bloodshed before trade
unionism was eventually accepted.

If the member for Bunbury would like
to study history-if he is able to study-
he will find that when compulsory union-
ism was introduced blood was shed. In
the coalmining industry In Britain young
girls and boys of 10 and 11 years of age
were forced to work in mines.

Mr. Hartrey: Hear, hear!F
Mr. JONES: It was not until the trade

union movement got under way that that
was stopped.

Mr. Lewis: If the member for Collie had
his way it would continue.

Mr. JONES: Conditions have improved
In other parts of the world so that it Is
now necessary for a person to be over 18
years of age before he can work under-
ground. Whilst I have listened to the
criticism I make no secret of the fact
that I do not believe just in preference
for unionists; I believe in compulsory
unionism.

As members on this side have said, why
should not a person be compelled to join
an organisation? Getting back to the
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question, is it unreasonable to suggest that
if a worker is accepting the benefits ob-
tained by a trade union he should make
some contribution to assist in the opera-
tions of the union?

Sir Charles Court: Do you believe in
conscription?

Mr. JONES: I1 believe in compulsory
trade unionism, and I make no secret of it.

Sir Charles Court: You cannot have it
bath ways.

Mr. JONES: A question asked this week
brought an answer which showed that the
deductions from teachers' salaries which
were paid into trade unions amounted to
$242,323 during the last 12 months. This
is a matter which is dealt with in the Bill,
and it has been given great prominence.
I1 just wonder how much profit or surplus
the union has after meeting its commit-
ments. T doubt if it has any surplus. I
think even members on the other side
of the House would know what finance is
involved in running that type of organis-
ation.

I think It is only fair that any worker-
it does not matter from which segment of
industry he cornea-if he is prepared to
accept the benefits of a trade union should
be required to make a contribution to assist
the trade union to obtain those benefits.

Sir Charles Court: What do you say to
the position in the Eastern States where
there is compulsory unionism, and where
they are still having brutality within the
unions? It is happening in Victoria.

Mr. JONES: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion has a shot at militant unions at every
opportunity he gets. I suppose I could be
considered a member of a militant union
and I make no secret of the fact. However,
I would like the Leader of the Opposition
to read the improved conditions which
these trade unions have won for their
members. It is the unions which are
referred to as "left wing" which made the
breakthrough and brought forth the bene-
fits which have flowed on to many People
in Australia.

Sir Charles Court: Do You believe in the
brutality Practised in the Eastern States?

Mr. JONES: My purpose in rising was
to speak on behalf of the trade union
movement because on too many occasions
we hear unfair comments about it. As the,
member for Boulder-flundas has said, I
would hate to get back to the stage where
we had bloodshed and scabs in industry.
That was the situation before legislation
dealing with trade unions was placed on
the Statute book. What happened in the
goidmining industry? People were killed,
right, left, and centre. If a worker did not
kowtow to the demands of an underground
manager he would receive a bad working
area for that Particular stage. I am cer-
tain that compulsory trade unionism gives
wome Power of control, and I think many
employers agree with unionism on an
orderly basis.

I believe that members of the Opposition
have misinterpreted the intention of the
Bill which is now before the House. I wish
to indicate that I completely disagree with
the views of the Opposition, and I sup-
port the Bill.

MR. O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) [5.10
p.m.]: I want to make It known from the
outset that I am not opposed to voluntary
unionism. After listening to the member
for Collie I think I should make it quite
clear how I feel about unions.

I am as bitterly opposed to compulsory
unionism as members opposite would be
opposed to my introducing a Bill into this
House to force every person in the State
to pay funds towards supporting the
Liberal Party. That seems to be the prin-
ciple behind the Bill now before us.

Mr. T. D. Evans: This Bill does not
deal with compulsory unionism.

Sir Charles Court: Not much!
Mr. O'CONNOR: It is compulsory union-

ism to force people to pay money which
will go Into the funds of the A.L.P.

Mr. T. D. Evans: It Is not money which
will go into A.LP. funds: that Is a de-
liberate lie.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr. O'CONNOR: On a point of order,

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I will ask the Minis-
ter to withdraw that statement.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Will
the Minister withdraw his remark?

Mr. T. Di. EVANS: I understand Ul
member for Mt. Lawley said this Bill w
provide money to go into A.LP. funds.
he did, I said that was a deliberate lie.

ai
ill
if

Point of Order
Sir CHARLES COURT: On a point of

order, Mr. Deputy Speaker, does not the
Minister have to withdraw, uncondition-
ally, at your request?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I request the
Minister to withdraw.

Mr. T. D. EVANS: I will withdraw, but
I will expect the member for Mt. Lawley
to do the same thing.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Still on the point of
order, Mr. Deputy Speaker, Is the Minis-
ter allowed to speak when asked to with-
draw a statement?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Minister
must withdraw his statement.

Mr. T. D. EVANS: I will withdraw my
statement and I expect the member op-
posite to do likewise.

Debate Resumed
Mr. O'CONNOR: I believe that in Aus-

tralia we are headed for a civil war.
Mr. Brady: Are you going to withdraw

your statement?
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The MR. RUSHTON (Dale) 15.16 p.m.]: 11
member for Mt. Lawley.

Mr. O'CONNOR: As I said, the union
movement in Australia generally. I be-
lieve, is headed for a civil war and this
will be brought about because so many
Communists are taking over control of the
unions.

Mr. Jamieson: Rubbish!
Mr. O'CONNOR: If unions are properly

run I have no objection to them, but I
am completely opposed to compulsory
unionism. To force a person into some-
thing In which he does not believe goes
against my grain.

Mr. Graham: The money can be paid
into a charity if a person does not want
to Join a union.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Of course, but the
Person has to go to the courts.

Mr. Graham: Is not that right?
Sir Charles Court: They still will not

get around the Provisions of this Bill.
Mr. O'CONNOR: We had the situation

in the Eastern States just recently, In
Sydney, where union mernbers-A.L.P.
members-were bashed up by commbs and
other members of the union because they
would not go out on strike.

We have also had this situation arise
in Western Australia. A man employed
by Hell Bros. wanted to drive a truck so
that he could earn a living, but he was
bashed and knocked around by unionists.
We have this type of intimidation in Aus-
tralia and it is time something was done
about It. Members opposite are prepared
to let decent People be victimised.

Some members opposite have probably
taken part in strikes, but I have not. I
am prepared to stand up for anyone who
does what he thinks Is right and proper
and I will stand by that decision. I think
it is a sorry state of affairs when we hear
about what has happened in Sydney. In
this State I have known of instances
where men have tried to operate in a de-
cent manner but unionists have picketed
the gates of the premises where they
worked. Pressure has been applied and
the unions, knowing that they could be
taken to court, have withdrawn.

I think compulsion brings about dictator-
ship, and that is something I want to try
to avoid. I did not intend to speak to this
Bill but after hearing the member for
Collie I decided to speak on it briefly.

Mr. Jones: I am glad I woke you up.
Mr. O'CONNOR: It is time many other

people woke up. I oppose compulsion as
far as unionism is concerned. I say: Wake
up Australia! The commos are not on our
doorstep, they are right amongst us, and
unless we do something about it they will
be here.

see this legislation as a diabolical attack
on the way of life we cherish. The most
valued and sacred segment of life is under
attack. I refer to education. We on this
side oppose most vigorously the proposi-
tion that has been put forward.

We can read the Minister's speech in a
matter of moments. That is how impor-
tant it was. He gave no arguments what-
soever to support this proposition, and I
think this legislation puts the credibility
of the Government really on the line. Not
only are we given information that is
untrue in answers to questions--as, for
instance, the information about S.E.C.
charges that I received today-but we also
get this sort of legislation which increases
the loss of credibility.

Mr. May: You have a lot to talk about
in regard to credibility.

Point o1 Order
Mr. GRAHAM: On a point of order.

Mr. Speaker, is the member who has your
Call at the moment entitled to refer to
answers given by Ministers as being un-
true. or is that unparliamentary and should
it be withdrawn? AS it casts aspersions on
the integrity of Ministers, I ask the mem-
ber to withdraw his allegation.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I ask the
honourable member to watch in future
that he does not cast aspersions.

Mr. GRAHAM: What about withdrawal?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: At this stage

I do not think there Is any need for the
honourable member to withdraw the state-
ment he has made.

Mr. GRAHAM: That stands, then?

Debate Resumed
Mr. RUSHTON: Mr. Deputy Speaker-
Mr. May: Let him say it outside and

see how he gets on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The

member for Dale.
Mr. RUSHTON: This legislation-and I

say this with all due respect for the com-
ments made-confirms the influence on
the Government of the industrial organisa-
tions. It is quite clear to see. The mem-
ber for Boulder-Dundas and the member
for Collie are living in the past. The
teachers do not want to live in the past.
They want a realistic approach to be taken
on this issue. One could believe a totali-
tartan State would introduce this legisla-
tion. This Bill does not belong in the 20th
century when we are trying to do some-
thing about education.

I cannot believe this legislation is ac-
ceptable to the public at large. I know
it is not acceptable to the people to whom
r have been able to refer it. They have
not accepted it in any way at all. I see
it as something which comes from the
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past and the Government feels obliged to
introduce. I would say the teachers do not
support the Bill. The member for Mirra-
booka has not been on his feet. He is a
teacher and one of the most recent mem-
bers of this House. He has not been on
his feet. The member for Ascot has not
been on his feet.

Mr. H. D. Evans: That is understandable.
Mr. Mclver: Re Is too sick.
Mr. RUSHTON: One would expect the

member for Mirrabooka to be the first up.
He probably opposes It In his own heart.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The teachers support
their own union. Their own union made
the request. The teachers will meet in
conference next week. Let us see what
happens next week.

Mr. RUSHTON: This Is maLst interesting.
Most of the teachers who have spoken to
me are opposed to It. Keen unionists and
people who are part of the teachers' or-
ganisation will not have a bar of it.

Mr. T. D. Evans:, Do you mean the exe-
cutive is out of touch with them?

Mr. RUSHTON: They have a fear that
a radical group is forning within theil'
own union.

Mr. Hartrey: Are they communists?
Mr. RUJSHTON: They do not win on

quality of argument; they win on Quality of
organisation. It is a matter of who gets
the microphone and who intimidates. I
am glad to say more and more teachers
are taking an interest.

Mr. Graham: You are insulting the
teachers.

Mr. RUSHTON: I am not. I have the
highest respect for them.

Mr. T. D. Evans: They will not have the
highest respect for you.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. RUSHTON: I have the highest re-

spect for them, and so does the community.
I want them to have the highest respect.
I recently went to a debate at Hollywood
High School when teachers, generally,
were derided. The teachers Were most
concerned, and I am sure the Director of
Secondary Education and the Director of
Primary Education were most concerned.
I am concerned. This Bill is adding to
the concern. The-re is a real fear among
teachers that radicals are taking over.
One sees In the Press the tactics used to
put forward a minority view-not a major-
Ity view.

If this matter were plainly put to the
teachers of this State, I suggest the major-
ity of them would be against the legisla-
tion. That Is how confident I am in say-
Ing the Bill should be thrown out. The
lack of confidence in It is obvious from the
fact that the Minister gave it so little
attention when he introduced It, and from

the fact that members such as the member
for Mirrabooka and the member for Ascot
are not defending It.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The member for Ascot
Is ill and not here.

Mr' O'Connor: He probably became ill
when he saw this legislation.

Air. RUSHTON: I hope he is well when
the House resumes after the recess.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You knew he was not
present but you were prepared to cast an
aspersion on him.

Mr. RUSHTON: If it is suggested I cast
an aspersion, I withdraw It, because I had
no Intention whatsoever of doing that. If
he is here when we sit again, and if this
legislation comes forward, I hope he will
take the opportunity to speak to It.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I am glad you cor-
rected the Position.

Mr. RUSHTQN: I1 am only too willing to
do so. I hope also that the member for
Mirrabooka will get up and tell us what
he thinks about it. I am sure if he were
to speak from his heart he would oppose
it. He would have some knowledge of
what has been taking Place within the
Teachers' Union and of the concern teach-
ers feel at the present time. Surely the
Minister must accept the fact that the
teachers are concerned about their pro-
fessionalism, about regard for their pro-
fessional attitude, and about being accep-
ted as professionals. This Bill takes them
10 steps backwards. I trust the teachers
are being accepted as professionals, but
how could they be if they were involved
in this legislation-against the will of the
majority, I would say.

Mr. T. D. Evans: It is supposition on
your part.

Mr. RUSHTON: It is supposition. There
has been no referendum on the subject but,
from the poll I conducted, I suggest if it
were made clear to the teachers what this
legislation really means, a large majority
of them would oppose it. I have enough
faith in our teachers to know they would
do that. They are most concerned at this
point of time.

Mr. T. D. Evans: No teacher has ex-
pressed discontent to me.

Mr. RUSHTON: The Minister must be
out of touch with his own teachers. Tint
is an unfortunate admission, coming from
the Minister. I know he is very busy and
has a number of portfolios to administer,
but I hope he has not lost touch wii his
colleagues in such a short time.

Mr. T. D. Evans: No teacher has ex-
pressed any discontent, and I am in my
office seven days a week.

Mr. RUSHTON: I once belonged to a
voluntary union and I saw how it worked.
I believe that was a most acceptable
union and that there should be such a
voluntary union for this professional group
of people.
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What is there to support this move?
Nothing. The Minister talks about stabi-
lity within the union. This legislation does
not mean stability; it means domination.
It takes away the good things of life and
puts domination in their place. Domina-
tion brings out the worst in everybody.

I will refer briefly to the policy speech of
the Premier as it relates to this subject. It
will be seen the Policy speech says very
little about it. This extract from the
speech is worth remembering-

A democratic education system
would be one in which all individuals
have equal opportunities to develop
their innate capacities for leading free,
happy and useful lives.

That refers only to students. Why should
it not apply to teachers also? They will
be dominated and told what to do.

Mr. Graham: A citizen has responsibili-
ties as well as privileges.

Mr. T, D. Evans: Who will tell whom
what to do? A wild exaggeration!

Mr. RUSHTON: The policy speech also
says, in regard to education-

The Federal Labor Party proposes
the establishment of a Schools' Com-
mission to attend to the needs of both
Government and non-Governiment
schools.

Couple that with this legislation, and out
goes any opportunity the State has to
educate the children and retain its very
Prominent Position in regard to education
in Australia. We would lose our advan-
tages. If this legislation were coupled
with the misfortune of having a Federal
Labor Government, we would lose the
benefits we have derived over a number of
years.

Mr. Brown: Where did you get the policy
speech?

Mr. Graham: Don't encourage hint
Mr. RUSHTON: Where else would I get

it? Am I not allowed to listen to the Labor
Leader's policy speech?

Mr. Brown: I just thought I would ask.
Mr. RUSHTON: Would the honourable

member like to check it to see whether it
differs from his copy?

Mr. Bertram: We are asking where you
got it.

Mr. RUSHTON: Is the member for Mt.
Hawthorn implying that I am not entitled
to listen to the Policy speech?

Mr. Bertram: It is a simple question.
Mr. RUSHTrON: I listened to the policy

speech. The member for Collie referred
to the standing orders and platform of
the Labor Party.

Mr. Bertram: Have you got a copy of
your own platform?

Mr. RUSHTON: Yes.
Mr. Bertram: Read yours out.

Mr. RUSHTON: it is the Labor Govern-
went that has produced this Bill.

Mr. Jones: We cannot find it anywhere.
There are no copies in Parliament House.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Look at the Federal
one.

Mr. RUSHTON: I am looking at the
State Platform, on which the Government
was elected. There is nothing in the plat-
form. constitution, and rules of the State
Labor Party-

Mr. Jones: It is Federal policy, and you
know It.

The SPEAKER: I hope the honourable
member will relate this to the Bill.

Mr. RUSHTON: I will. We were told
this legislation was Part of the Govern-
ment's policy, and I am referring to the
Government's policy. It is not part of
what the people of this State understood
to be the policy.

Mr. Graham: Have You ever heard of
the Australian Labor Party? We are not
fragmented as you are.

Mr. RUSHTON: We will have a
centralist Government. Everything will be
done from Canberra. Let the people of
Western Australia know they will be
dominated by Canberra if the Labor
Party should be in Government. Tell the
people that and see how many votes the
Labor Party will get. It will get none.
We want the facts to be told.

The constitution and platform of the
Labor Party in this State has nothing to
say about this issue. It says_

Closer consultation with teachers
in the field at all levels in the formnu-
lation of school designs, curricula and
school procedures.

There is nothing in that about compulsory
unionism. The platform says-

... ability and qualifications are the
Prime factors taken into account for
preferment within the service.

That has been thrown overboard. The
Government is not even carrying out its
own platform.

Mr. T. fl. Evans: Have a look at the
proposed new subsection (3b) in the Bill.
You Probably could not understand it, so
I will not waste my time referring you to
it.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister might be
superior. I do not claim to be superior
to him. I am only trying to understand
what is going on here.

Mr. Jones: You must read that book
every day of the week.

Mr. RUSHTrON: NO; only when the
occasion warrants it.

Mr. T. D. Evans: It is edifying, anyway.
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Mr. RUSHTON: I continue to quote the
A.L.P. platform-

.. ability and qualifications are the
prime factors taken into account for
Preferment within the service.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Proposed new subsec-
tion (3b) in the Bill also says that.

Mr. RUSHTON: Nobody reading that
platform would gain the understanding
that we were to have this compulsory
business.

Mr. Bertram: What does your platform
say on this?

Mr. RUSHTON: It refers to voluntary
unionism; the honourable member can be
sure of that.

Mr. Mclver: What page is that on?
Mr. Bertram: Where does this exist?
Mr. RUSHTON, It exists all right. I

must congratulate the member for Moore
for the presentation he made in leading
the opposition to this measure. It was
certainly an outstanding address; it was
factual and very edifying.

Mr. T. D. Evans: And most unorthodox,
as I will tell you.

Mr. RUSHTON: The Minister may tell
us what he likes. The member for Moore
presented members opposite with the facts
of life. He opened my eyes with regard
to a few things I did not realise were go-
ing on.

Mr. T. D. Evans: And most unorthodox.
Mr. RUSHTON: I think it is good that

the people of this State should know that
the Labor Party has practised this diaboli-
cal system of preference behind the scenes
when it has been in office previously. How
many teachers in this State have been dis-
advantaged by the actions of the Labor
Party?

Mr. TI. D3. Evans: If any were disad-
vantaged you would have known about it,
and you did not know.

Mr. RUSHTON: The teachers could not
emerge from under the yoke of that dia-
bolical approach.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Had any people been
disadvantaged you would have known
about it; or your kith and kin would have
known about it, and they would have come
running to you.

Mr. RUSHTON: As far as political life
is concerned, I was not around when this
was occurring.

Mr. TC. D3. Evans: Your kith and kin
were around.

Mr. RUJSHTON- How disadvantageous
it Is to those who have devoted their lives
to education in this State to be treated in
this manner.

Mr. Bertram: Just name one person;
that will do.

Mr. RXUSETON: The Minister said it
has been the practice.

Mr. Bertram: You name them.
Mr. RUSHTON: Why should I? The

Practice has occurred. Possibly that is the
reason the member for Mirrabooka, will
not say anything in regard to this Bill.
Probably he realises the inequities which
occurred when Labor was in office.

Mr. Fletcher: He is preparing a speech,

Mr. RUSHTON: I support the submis-
sion of the member for Floreat; that when
there is a change of Government these
wrongs will be righted. I mentioned ear-
lier the strife within the Teachers' 'Union
at present, and said that it results from
the radical group which is taking over.

Mr. T. D. Evans: What strife is there?

Mr. RUSHTON: The Minister is out of
touch once again.

Mr. TC. D3. Evans: Can you support your
statement?

Mr. RUSHTON: I think one must read
the papers.

Mr. TC. D, Evans: Be specific. Show me
areas of discontent and concern within the
union.

Mr. RUSHTON: There is an area of dis-
content mentioned in the newspaper I
am holding up.

Mr, T. 13. Evans: Read it.
Mr. RUSHTON: Would the Minister

like me to give him the reference?
Mr. TC. 13. Evans: Yes. You get away with

generalisations far too often.
Mr. RUSHTON: This newspaper article

refers to fears of turmoil in schools. That
is just one article.

Mr. Graham: How many People were
involved?

Mr. RUSHTON: In the article the union
denied certain claims made by a teacher.

Mr. Graham: One person.

Mr. RUSHTON: Had the Minister
spoken to teachers, as I have done in
recent times, he would understand their
concern about the activities of the radical
group) in the union.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Probably I have
spoken to more teachers in the last month
than you have ever spoken to, and they
have no discontent with the Bill.

Mr. RUSHTON: They know what is the
interest of the Minister.

Mr. O'Neil: He is the one who is
stirring.

Mr. RUSHTON: I did not have to ask
them; their concern just flowed out. We
cannot entrust the education of our young
-people to teachers under the domination
of a radical group. The member for
Northam is sitting there as large as life
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knowing that the education of our child-
ren will be under the domination of the
Teachers' Union.

Mr. Mclver: I will back it any day.
Mr. RUSHTON: Mr. Speaker, we should

never accept that situation.
Mr. Graham: Sit down and dry up.
Mr. RUSHTON: How could anyone en-

tertain the idea of placing such an oppor-
tunity to dominate in the hands of a group
which is not answerable to the people of
the State? Surely a piece of legislation
such as this, which is presented by a Gov-
ernment which has, I suppose-although
I am not certain-more teachers in its
ranks than any other Government has had,
should not place the education of our
children under the domination of a union.
Certainly the Government is heavily
weighted with teachers in its ranks.

Mr. T1. D. Evans: Is there not some
significance in that?

Mr. RUSHTON: There could be. I am
not suggcsting anything or casting any
doubts. It could be to the advantage of
the Government. I amn merely pointing
out that one would think that at least
all of the ex-teachers opposite would have
risen to their feet to speak to a Bill such
as this. Certainly the industrial wing
has been represented-

Mr. T. D. Evans: We have had the
Minister for Lands-a former teacher-on
his feet.

Mr. RUSHTON.* -but it should not have
dominated this debate. It is most inter-
esting to hear the Government's presenta-
tion in regard to this issue. It is mostly
from the past and not from the present.
We have yet to hear the member for
Mirrabooka. present his cage.

Mr. Pletcher: How many more times are
you going to mention that?

Mr. RUISHTON: I am just hoping he
will speak.

Mr. O'Neil: I think the member for
Fremantle is looking for the call.

Mr. RUSRTON: I conclude on the note
that quality must be the yardstick for
promotions, and not what is presented in
this Bill.

MR. McIVER (Northam) [5.36 p.m.]: I
preface my remarks on this Bill by saying
that I am most indebted to the Country
Party for refusing me a pair today and
thus bringing me back from a function at
which I was representing the Minister
for Education, because most certainly I
would have been-

Point of Order
Mr. NALDER: Mr. Speaker, on a point

of order, I object to the statement made
by the member for Northam with refer-
ence to something that has nothing at all
to do with the Bill.

Mr. Janmieson: I don't know about that.
Mr. Davies: He is explaining his pre-

sence.
Mr. NALDER: For the honourable memn-

ber to say that the Country Party refused
him a Pair is completely untrue.

Debate Resumed
Mr. McIVER: Mr. Speaker, I will' con-

tinue. As I was about to say, I would be
most disappointed-

Points of Order
Mr. GAYPER: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a

further point of order. Could I ask the
member for Northam when in fact-

Mr. Graham: This is not question time.
Mr. GAYFER: -he asked for a pair;

and if he did not ask for a pair from me
as Country Party Whip, I would ask him
to withdraw the statement he made.

Mr. Graham: He never mentioned your
name,

The SPEAKER; Order! The member for
Avon wishes to know when the member
for Northam asked for a, pair.

Mr. McIVER: Mr. Speaker, I am not in
charge of this House-

Mr. GAYFER: On a point of order
again, Mr. Speaker: I have asked the
member for Northam to withdraw his
statement.

Mr. Graham: He never mentioned your
name.

Sir Charles Court: He mentioned the
Country Party.

The SPEAKER: Order! I do not think
the member for Avon has a point of order:
he is simply questioning a statement Made
by the member for Northam. I cannot see
that there is anything in the point of
order.

Mr. GAYFER: Mr. Speaker, the point of
order I am taking is that I have asked the
honourable member to withdraw his
statemnent.

The SPEAKER: The member for Avon
has requested the member for Northam to
withdraw the statement he made,

Mr. JAMIESON: Mr. Speaker, on a fur-
ther point of order-

The SPEAKER: Order!1 I am on my feet.
The member for Avon indicated that the
statement of the member for Northam is
untrue. That Is the point of order I
understood him to raise.

Mr. MeIVER: Mr. Speaker, I seek fur-
ther guidance in this matter. As a result
of all the interjections I am not now clear
about what you want me to do. I am not
clear about what the member for Avon
implied I said. I seek further clarification.

Mr. Graham: You never mentioned his
name.
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The SPEAKER: You said that the
Country Party had refused you a pair,

Mr. McIVER: Well, Mr. Speaker, I do
not have to withdraw anything because
that is a factual statement.

Mr. Nalder: It is not correct, and you
know it.

Sir Charles Court: Just when did you
ask for a pair either from the Liberal
Opposition or from the Country Party?

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Northam.

Mr. MoWVER: To clarify the situation I
would say that in Cunderdin at 1.00 p.m.
this afternoon I received an. urgent tele-
phone call to return to the House as I had
been refused a pair.

Mr. GAYFER: On a further point of
order, Mr. Speaker, may 1 ask when the
member for Northam was refused a pair?
Was he personally refused a pair? If he
did not ask for a pair and was not refused
a pair why does he not withdraw his
statement?

The SPEAKER: The member for
Northam-

Mr. Graham: What member did lhe re-
flect upon?

The SPEAKER: order! Order! The
member for Northam has explained that
he received a telephone call to return to
the House as he had been refused a pair.
That is his explanation.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I rise on a point
of order, Mr. Speaker. The explanation
of the honourable member leaves this
House in a very bad situation, particularly
so far as the Opposition is concerned. I
think it is important that the honourable
member be made to clarify the exact
position to you. He should tell the House
when he asked for a pair.

Mr. Hartrey: Why should he?
Sir CHARLES COURT: Because he said

he was refused a pair.
Mr. Nalder: He said the Country Party

refused it.
The SPEAKER: The member for Nor-

tham has explained that he received a
telephone call at Cunderdin to come back
to the House as a pair had been refused.
Admittedly in the first place he did say
that he had been refused a pair, but, he
further explained that he had been called
back from Cunderdin.

Mr. NALDER: Mr, Speaker, I rise
again on a point of order. The member
for Northam said that the Country Party
refused him a pair. The Country Party
was not asked for a pair by the member
for Northam. Therefore the statement is
not correct.

The SPEAKER: He subsequently modi-
fied his statement.

Mr. NALDER: He modified It, but he
did not withdraw It.

Mr. McI VER: For the sake of peace if
I have offended anybody I will withdraw
my statement because I want to get back
to the subject of the Bill.

Sir Charles Court: You had better have
a word with your whip and your Premier
and Deputy Premier to find out what did
happen.

Debate Resumed
Mr. McIVER: I am very pleased indeed

to rise on this occasion to support the
Bill which, I think, is most certainly a
step forward for education in Western
Australia, and education, generally.

Mr. Rushton: What does it do for edu-
cation?

Mr. MoWVER: Most certainly I am also
pleased to support the sincere remarks of
my colleague, the member for Collie.

Mr. Williams: Are you going to speak to
the Bill?

Mr. MeIVER: I will. The honourable
member does not have to tell me how to
make my speech.

Mr. Williams: The member for Collie
never mentioned it.

Mr. McIVER: I have been here long
enough now to know how to address myself
to the Bill, It is indeed remarkable that
at every available opportunity the Oppo-
sition decries the trade union movement
and unionism, generally, as was evident
when members opposite spoke to the Bill
before us.

Mr. Rushton: Who decried them?
Mr. McIVER: Members opposite are

strongly opposing compulsory unionism,
which is suggested in the Bill.

Mr. O'Connor: Correct.
Mr. Rushton: That does not decry

unionism.
Mr. McIVER: Then perhaps I amn be-

coming deaf. The member for Mt. Lawley
was saying that we on this side are com-
munists, that unionists are communists,
and God knows what else. We had the
Leader of the Opposition saying things
about thuggery and attacks. Mr. Speaker,
if that is niot decrying the trade union
movement, what is? I think we are indeed
fortunate to have the two men we have
in charge-if I can use that term-of the
trade union movement in Western Aust-
ralia.

Mr. ONeil: You can use the tenn, "in
charge", all right.

Mr. Mc1VER: I1 refer specifically to Mr.
Jim Coleman and Mr. Don Cooley.

The SPEAKER: I cannot see that that
has any reference to the Bill.

Mr. MoWVER:* The member for Mt.
Lawley digressed in many ways, but I
will certainly bow to your ruling, Sir.
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The essence of the Bill1 is In relation to
compulsory unionism. Why should not
union members be given preference for
promotion when Jabs become vacant? We
have the situation of teachers genuinely
joining the union for their own protection.
They pay money into the union and de-
vote many of their leisure hours to im-
proving their position within the Edu-
cation Department.

Why should not those teachers have
preference over other teachers who con-
sier joining a union is not important?
Many people look upon unionism, gener-
ally, as something for which they must
apologise; something that is so unclean
that they will not have a bar of it. Perhaps
they think it will raise their social stand-
ing that they cast a stigma or slur on
the trade union movement. How ridiculous
is it for members opposite when they
speak of unionism to affirm that each
and every one of the unions In this country
supports the philosophy and the principles
of the Australian Labor Party? Nothing is
further from the truth.

if it is a tact that each and every union
supports the A.L.P. principles then we as
a party would never be out of office either
in the States or Federally. There are just
as many trade unionists supporting the
Liberal Party as there are supporting the
Labor Party.

Mr. O'Nell: I would say more.

Mr. MeIVER: I do not doubt that for
one moment. it Is absolutely deplorable
for members opposite to challenge the in-
tegrity of the Minister for Education;, and
this coming from a former Minister for
Education is even worse.

Mr. O'Connor: I object to Protection
money being charged.

Mr. O'Neil: That is what the teachers
do: they have to pay money to the union
for protection.

Mr. McIVER: The statement that was
made to the Minister for Education that
this money will be channelled into the
funds of the A.L.P. is not only ridiculous
but childish. I would like to see a financial
statement of the funds of the Employers'
Federation, and I would like to know the
amount that is channelled into the Liberal
Party funds.

In relation to unionists, as the member
for Collie pointed out, what a ridiculous
situation would arise, with the expansion
of industry and the advancement being
made in the field of education, if we did
not have unions and rules to provide that
employees, including teachers, would have
available some form of redress?

The member for Mt. Lawley made refer-
ence to the truck driver engaged by Bell
Bros. being heckled and pushed. I know
the type of person that driver is. He would
be Prepared to work from dawn till dusk,

without even complaining; and he would
tear down the conditions that have been
built up by the unions.

Mr. O'Neil: He was trying to earn a
living.

Mr. McIVER: The same applies to the
teachers mentioned by the member for
Dale; he said those particular teachers
would not have a bar of the conditions
proposed by the Government. I wonder
whether those same teachers would have
a bar of accepting increases in salaries
obtained by the union, How are the in-
creases obtained? Do they fall from the
sky? I submit they are granted as a result
of the submissions made by the Teachers'
Union.

Mr. O'Neil: They result from the deter-
mmnations made by the Minister; that is,
in the case of the teachers.

Mr. MeIVER: X have no hesitation in
agreeing that people who wish to advance
their conditions through the trade union
movement should receive preference. As
far as compulsory unionism is concerned,
as I pointed out by an interjection, if
people do not want to contribute to the
funds of their union they may pay that
money into charitable organisations, of
which there are many in this State.

Mr. O'Neil: In this ease they have to
pay the money to the Minister.

Mr. MoWVER: It gives me great pleasure
to support those who support the trade
union movement of this State, which over
the years has given adequate and effective
representation to the workers and has kept
the industries in Western Australia ad-
vancing.

I trust that members of the Opposition
will look at this Bill in far greater depth
and with far greater appreciation than
they have done to this point of time. They
have tried to turn this debate into a farce,
and they have not given their attention to
the essence of the provisions in the Bill,
which seeks to advance education. I have
great pleasure in supporting the measure.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Graham (Minister for Development and
Dlecentralisation).

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

MR. GRAHAM (Balcatta-Deputy Pre-
mier) [5A49 p.mi.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
until Tuesday, the 5th September, at
4.30 p.m.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 5.50 p.mn.
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