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Motion put and passed.
Clauses 9 to 17 put and passed.
Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit
again, en motion by Mr. Court (Minister
for Industrial Development).

House adjourned at 104 p.m.

Tegislutive Asspmbly
Thursday, the 12th October, 1967

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman) took the
Chair at 2.15 p.m., and read prayers.

STATE OF THE HOUSE
Absence of Opposition Members

THE SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman) [2.16
p.m.]: I ask the Premier, in view of the
state of the House, will we proceed with
business?

MR. BRAND (Greenough—Premier)
{2.17 p.n.]l: Unless you, Mr. Speaker, have
advice as to the reason for the state of
the House, I see no reason why we should
not proceed.

The SPEAKER: Very well, we shall pro-
ceed.

JOINT HOUSE COMMITTEE
Vacancy

THE SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman) [2.17
p.m.1: I have to announce that the mem-
ber for Collie has resigned from the House
Committee. I would like to thank the
member for Collie for the very good work
he has put in during the time he has been
a member of the House Comrmittee, He has
been an assiduous worker and I think I
would be expressing the views of ofther
members, as well as my own, if I took
this opportunity to record my appreciation.

MR. BRAND (Greenough—Premier)
[2.18 pm.]: 1 support your remarks, Mr.
Speaker, about the service given by the
member for Collie (Mr. May). I know he
has served the House Committee well and
faithfully.

Having said that I now move, without
notice—

That the vacancy on the Commitiee
be filled by Mr. A. W. Bickerton.

Guestion put and passed.

QUESTIONS (15}: ON NOTICE
HOSPITAL AT BEVERLEY
Tenders

1. Mr. GAYFER asked the Minister

representing the Minister for Health:
Referring to my question of Tues-
day, the 22nd August, 1967, con-
cerning the proposed new Bev-
erley hospital, have tenders as
%rlet Eeen called for this construc-
ion?
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Mr.

Mr.

ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

No, but the architects are arrang-

ing for tenders to be called on the

18th November, 1967.

PASTORAL LEASE 395/1014
Result of Appeul

TOMS asked the Minister for

Lands:

Further to question 17 of the Tth
September, 1967, in regard to
pastoral lease 395/1014, has the
appeal mentioned in the answer
been decided; if so. what was the
decision?

. BOVELL replied:

The appeal against the cancella-
tion of pastoral lease 395/1014
was dismissed by the Governor in
Executive Council on the 13th
September, 1967.

ESPERANCE PLAINS (AUSTRALIA)

PTY. LTD,

Neridup Location 12: Allocation and

Mr.

Subdivision
TONKIN asked the Minister for

Lands:

L)

(¢3)

)
(4)

(5)

6)

P

8)

(£ )]

On what date was the first Crown
grant issued to Esperance Plains
{Australia) Pty. Ltd. in respect
of Neridup Location 12 comprising
61,536 acres?

Was the company relieved of its
obligations with regard to the
development of this parcel of
land?

If “Yes,”
authority?

How was it  possible for the com-
pany, or the assignee companhy,
to subdivide the parcel of land
in Neridup Location 12 into hold-
ings exceeding 2,000 acres in view
of the express provisions of sec-
tion 5(b) of the agreement?

On what date did the Surveyor-
General approve the proposed
subdivision?

On what date was the way first
open for Esperance Plains (Aus-
tralia) Piy. Ltd., or the assignee
company, to sell any of the sub-
divided holdings?

Which company actually was the
vendor in the sales of holdings
from the subdivision of Neridup
Location 127

Has any ftransfer or assignment
of any permit te occupy been
effected by the Esperance Land
and Development Company?

If “Yes,"” what are the particulats
and did he give his authority in
each case?

when and hy whose



Mr.

(1}
(2}
3
(4)

(5)
(6)

&)

8
(&)
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BOVELL replied:

The 18th October, 1957.
No.

Answered by (2).

The variations in farm sizes were
apparently found necessary by the
Labor Government (of which the
honourable member was a Min-
ister) because of the poorer nature
of the country, and relying on the
power of variation conferred by
clause 24 of the agreement then
in force. Since 1960, the Minister
has power under clause 5 (b} to
consent to such variations.

The 3rd July, 1957.

Sales could be made at any time
subject to necessary comnsent, per-
formance of obligations and the
granting of title by the State.
Esperance Plains (Australia) Pty.
Ltd. was the orieinal grantee
company, and appears from re-
cords to have been the vendor.
Not so far as is known.

Answered by (8).

This question was posiponed.

Mr,

TRAFFIC
Overwidth Trucks
BURT asked the Minister for

Police:

18}

(2)

&)

(4}

(1
(2)
3
(4)

Is a vehicle carrying an oversize
load under permit allowed to
travel after dark on Western
Australian roads?

Is an interstate vehicle carrying
an oversize load exempted from
local regulations when operating
in Western Australia?

Is he aware that recently an in-
terstate truck carrying an over-
width load after dark was involved
in a collislon on the Great
Northern Highway resulting in
two persons being killed?

What action is being taken to see
that interstate trucks conform
with all relevant traffic regulations
when operating in Western Aus-
tralia?

. CRAIG replied:

Generally, no,
No.
Yes.

Local authorities are being re-
quested to pay close attention to
this aspect. The attention of
Eastern States' authorities is also
being drawn to this State's re-
quirements as to this type of
movement.

6. Mr.
dustrial

(1)

(2}

Mr,

(98]

(2)

Tt09.

10. Mr,
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WALLACE ENGINEERING
COMPANY

Government Subsidy
HALL asked the Minister for In-
Development;
Is the Wallace Engineering
Co. of Albany in receipt of
Government subsidy?
If not, has it been in the past?
If so, during what years?
What is the total amount of
subsidy paid to date?
Who are the shareholders of the
company?

COURT replied:

(a) Wallace Engineering Co. Pty.
Ltd. of Albany is not in re-
ceipt of a subsidy from the
Government,

(h) No subsidy has been paid in
the past.

(e) Answered by (b) ahove.
(d) Nil

The shareholders of the company
are—

Wallace James-Wallace,

James Jack Frost.
Mr. Speaker, in caseé the honour-
able member has used the word
“subsidy” with a different mean-
ing from the way I understand
the word, I would like to make
& further explanation. I do not
want to mislead him, because the
company has, in fact, had some
finaneial assistance through
guarantee from the Government
but not through subsidy. I think
the honourable member is well
aware of the assistance this com-
pany has had from the Govern-
ment.

(a)

(b)
(c)
(d}

These gquestions were postponed.

RENTAL HOMES
Maintenance
GRAHAM asked the Minister for

Housing:

(1}

(2)
3

(4)

16}
(6)

What is the total lying to the
credit of the fund for maintenance
of Commonwealth-State rental
housing?

What sum was paid into this fund
during the last financial year?
What amount was spent on main-
tenance during that period?

Is there a policy of regular main-
tenance—

(a) interior;

(b) exterior?

If s0, what are the respective time
intervals?

If not, what is the basis of deter-
mination?
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{7} How many rental dwellings erec-

ted for more than five years have
not had general external main-
tenance during the last five years;
and what is the period in years
in each case since either comple-
tion or last maintenance, which-
ever is the longer?

Mr. O'CONNOR (for Mr. ©O’Neil)
replied:
(1) Nil. Maintenance factars included

2)
(%3]

(4)
(5)

{3
h

in rents since inception of the
agreement total $8,638,000 and ex-
penditure totals $9,085,000. Provis-
iocns for future long term main-
tenance have been set aside from
profits on sales of houses and
other factors.

Maintenance factors on the rents
for 1966-67 totalled $950,000,

Maintenance expenditure for 1966-
1967 totalled $1,115,830.

(a) and (b) Yes,

(1) Lounge 1ooins 12 years
Bedrooms e v 10 years
Kitchens and Bath-~
rocms e . 6-T7 years

(k) 6-T7 years.

These periods are guides only and
are varied as required by circum-
stances.

Answered by (5).

5,573, of which 2,100 are programs-
med for painting and general
maintenance during 1967-68.

183 erected in and not painted since 1958
645 erected in and not painted since 1959
1,835 erected in and not painted since 1960
1,903 erected in and not painted since 1961
1,207 erected in and not painted since 1962

5,573

11. Mr.

CEMETERIES
Control
BRADY asked the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Local

Government:

83

2

3}

(L

What department or organisation
is responsible for looking after
cemeteries in the couniry districts
and me{ropolitan area?

Are there any obligations on the
department or organisation to

properly attend to such
cemeteries?
Are cemeteries not now in use

under the control of the shire
council or some other Govern-
want department?

. NALDER replied:

The trustees of each particular
cemetery, who are appointed
under the provisions of the
Cemeteries Act.

12. Mr.

13.

(2}
(32

Acquisition

No.

Disused burial grounds may be
vested in trustees under the pro-
visions of section 41A and 41B of
the Cemeteries Act.

LAND AT GOSNELLS
by Public

Department

MOIR asked the Minister

Works

for

Water Supplies:

(1>

3
3

4)

Mr.

(0

2
3

4)

Mr.

n

2
(&)

Mr.

(1)

How many properties adjacent to
lot 1711 Ranford Road, Gosnells,
have been purchased or are in the
course of purchase by the Public
Works Department on behalf of
the Metropolitan Water Board?

What area is involved?
What is the price per acre
which has been paid for the

properties already purchased?

What is the area reguired for the
proposed sewage treatment site?

ROSS HUTCHINSON vreplied:
No land adjacent to Lot 1711
Ranford Road, Gosnells, has been
purchased or is in course of pur-
chase by the Public Works De-
partment on hehalf of the Metro-
politan Water Board.

It is thought thal the question
refers to a proposed sewage
treatment works which would
include all the land bounded by
Southern River Road, Furley
Road, Evelyn Street, and Ran-
ford Road.

One property has been purehased
(Lots 1769, 1770, 1772); negotia-
tions for the remaining Lot 1771
are in course.

76 acres purchased; 27 acres 2
roods 10 perches heing negotiated.
Price varies over the property but
averages $500 per acre.

103 acres 2 roods 10 perches.

VAPECH HOQUSE

Tenanis aend Renls
FLETCHER asked the Premier:
What Government, semi-Govern-
ment, or instrumentaltities occupy
accommodation in Vapech House,
638 Murray Street, Perth?

Who owns this praperty?

What is the total rent paid by
tenants mentioned in (1)?
BRAND replied:

(a) Department of Native Wel-
fare.

(b) Department of Labour.

Weights and Measures
Branch.

Industrial Commission.
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15.

&3]

(3>
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(e) Crown Law Department:
Probation and Parole Office.

Q) Warkers' Compensation
Board.

(e) Parents and Citizens’ Federa-
tion.

(f) The National Trust of Aus-
tralia (Western Australia).

The above tenants occupy the

whole building, which has a total

floor area of 25,800 square feet.

Snowden and Willson Pty. Ltd.,
of 1123 Hay Street, West Perth.

$7,394.85 per calendar month.

This guestion was positponed.

INDUSTRIAL ACCIDENTS

Ingquiry by Department of Labour

My,

DAVIES asked the Minister for

Labour:

)

@)
3)

(e

Under what conditions does the
Department of Labour inguire
into industrial accidents?

Which of the department’s offi-
cers make such inguiries?

What is the purpose of such in-
quiries?

Whati action is taken on such re-
ports?

(5) To whom are they made avail-
able?

Mr. O'CONNOR (for Mr. O'Neil)

replied;

©(3)

(4)

Under the Factories and Shops
Act, 1963-65, the following is the
position:—

(1) When an accident occurs In
a factory which is caused
otherwise than by a boiler or
machinery subject to the
Inspection of Machinery Act,
1921, and which incapacitates
an employee for not less than
one day, or causes death.

The Chief Inspector of Fac-
tories or an inspector ap-
pointed by him to make the
inquiries.

To ascertain the cause of the
accident and report accord-
ingly.

Action is initiated to rectify
any matters which may ap-
pear to have caused or con-
tributed to the cause with the
aim of preventing a recur-
rence of the accident.

If an inguiry is held in ac-
cordance with section 65 of
the Factories and Shops Act,
to the Board of Inquiry, or to

(2)

(5)
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the coroner's inquiry into the
death of an employee in g
factory.
Under the provisions of the Scaf-
folding Act—

(1) All accidents concerned with
scaffolding or gear which
necessitates an absence from
work for three days or more
must be reported under the
Act to the department.

The area inspector for the
distriet.

To ascertain the cause so
that action can be taken to
endeavour to obviate a re-
currence,

Answered by (3}, but in the
case of a fatal accident an
inquiry by the coroner is
hkeld,

To the coroner, if fatal.
General.—Inquiries and re-
search into causes of indus-
trial accidents, generally, are
made continuously by the In-
dustrial Safety Liaison Offi-
cer of the Department of
Labour.

(2)

(&)

(4}

(57

CHILD WELFARE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2}

Iniroduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mt Crom-
melin, and read a first time.

JUSTICES ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr,
Court (Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment), and returned to the Council with
an smendment.

DOG ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Third Reading
MR. NALDER (Katanning-—Minister for
Agriculture) [2.32 p.m.]: I move—

That the Bill be now read a third
time.

MR. JAMIESON (Beelco) [2.33 pm.]: I
regret I was unable to be present during
the second reading stage of the Bill, The
measure represents only a small amend-
ment and the Minister explained it was
to overcome a problem existing at the
moment whereby a by-law had become
ultrg vires. The comment I wish to make
is that the Bill seeks to give loeal author-
ities additional powers to control dogs, bhut
the authority they already have under the
relevant section in the Act has not yet
been used to the full., In fact, in some
cases it has been completely ignored.

Surely it is of little use Parliament de-
liberating and placing laws on the Statute
book unless somebody is to be respansible
for administering them. Some of tke lccal
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authorities, especially in the metropolitan
area, are certainly not doing much about
policing the provisions of this section, and
I want to make my protest at this stage
to point out that these authorities should
show greater interest and take more action
in the matter.

It appears to me that the responsibility
for administering the legislation does not
lie only with the local authorities, The
police are empowered to take action
against dogs, but I have never known any
police officer to take action to prevent{ a
dog committing a nuisance, or to act in
the dog’s weliare, but perhaps they should.
If they did, dog owners might take more
care to ensure that their pets do not
make a nuisance of themselves.

Section 21A gives local authorities a
number of powers to prevent dogs straying
on beaches, recreation reserves, and so an,
and this is the section which the Bill seecks
to amend. In the Peppermint Grove
area I have often noticed how large
dogs have despoiled the beach front, where
numbers of people congregate, by urinating
and leaving their excreta in various places,
sometimes even damaging the belongings
of those people who are sitting on the fore-
shore. Apparently these animals are left
to wander at will, completely uncontrolled
by their owners or the local authority re-
sponsible. The adjoining local authority
has at least taken the trouble to proclaim
by-laws in the Mosman area, and to erect
notices warning owners of dogs that the
animals must be kept off the beach and
other places.

However, there are vast numbers of local
authorities throughout this State which
allow dogs to roam in various places used
by people for relaxation, and it is about
time they recognised their responsibility by
taking action to protect people from dogs.
I therefore doubt whether we should con-
tinue to grant extra powers to local
authorities, to the police, or to anyone else
if some action is not taken against offend-
ing dogs.

The Peppermint Grove area, to which I
have referred, is very popular with people
who have young families, and I suggest to
the Minister that on any Sunday he can
go to that portion of the river front and
see people who own large dogs letting them
roam without any restraint whatsoever. It
would appear that as people become more
affluent they have a tendency to own higger
dogs. They can probably affard more
meat for such animals which wander
around and make a nuisance of themselves
without anybody bothering about them.

I sugeest that some action be taken to
overcome this problem by pointing ocut
to local authorities, and to the police, that
an Act of Parliament which is on the
Statute book should be implemented in
the same way as any other Act of Parlia-
ment is implemented. It seems to me that
it is a complete waste of time if we are
prepared tg pass Acts of Parliament and
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bring down amendments to them only to
find that no acticn is taken to have them
administered. Perhaps the local govern-
ment heaith inspectors could take some
action but they have limited scope in
regard to policing the activities of dogs.
In my opinion there should be a clear
understanding that when any member of
the Police Force sees a dog making a
nuisance of itself he should take action
immediately to ensure the dog is im-
pounded and its owner prosecuted.

The existing situation is most unsatis-
factory. Whilst I agree that this addi-
tional power to be granted to local
authorities is most necessary {o prevent
dogs entering food establishments, and so
on, I consider it is unfair to the does
themselves, because, in the first place,
they should not be brought into such
surroundings by thelr owners. I protest
that insufficient notice is given to the
loca) authorities peinting out that a close
watch on offending dogs should bhe kept
by their officers. FPollowing my protest T
hope that in the future local authorities
will recognise their responsibilities under
this legislation to a greater extent than
they have done in the past.

MR. NALDER (Katanning—Minister
for Agriculture) 238 pm.1: I have
listrn~d with interest to the comments
made by the member for Beeloo. Gener-
allv speaking the members of this House
and the public are well aware of the
situation relatine to the control of animals
under fthis lezislation. esveciallv {n builf-
un areas, and in nther places where there
are shopping facilities. T think everyone
will agree that dogs should not he allowed
to wander at large in these places.

I have very strong views about peogple
owning cogs in the metropolitan area
without exercising proper control over
them.

Mr. W. Heeney: And alsn not taking
steps to keep them off the streets,

Mr. NALDER: Ves, T was about to men-
tion that point. Not only is the vrescnee
of does obiectionable in shops that are
dealine in food, buf they sre A danger when
they are allowed to wander on the streets,
hecause quite nften they are the cauve=e of
accidents. Only this week T read a Press
report of a vounz man who was iniured
when he fell off his bike after tryine to
avoid a dogz. One daes not have to
travel very far to see such happenings
every dav. One finds that dogs are
allowed $0 roam at will practically every-
where one goes.

I think the time will come when the
House will need to pass more stringent
measures to ensure that people who keep
animals and pets keep them under greater
control.

Mr. Kelly: Treat them as we did the
Alsatians.



[Thursday, 12 October, 1967.]

Mr., NALDER: I might be Inclined to
agree with the suggestion made by the
honourable member, I feel that some pro-
vision should he made for action to be
taken in the event of people not looking
after their pets, but I do think they
should first be given the opportunity to
control them. Nobody is opposed to
the keeping of pets provided they are
locked affer and are kept under control;
but I do not think any of us appreciates
doss being allowed to wander around with-
out any contro! at all being exercised.

I might say that in the street in which
I live there are numbers of dogs that
wander up and down; in fact, one par-
ticular dog seems to emerge at six o'clock
every morning, so much so that it would
seem he was trained to do just that. He
walks up the street—

Mr. W. Hegney: Sniffing at all the posts
and trees.

Mr. NALDER: —sniffing at al]l the posts
and trees, and so on.

Mr. Hawke: He is probably on his way
home.

Mr. NALDER:
member far Northam has some very real
experience of animals. His suggestion,
however, could be the right one. The
solicitors acting on behalf of the South
Perth City Counecil indicated that there
was some weakness in the legislation, and
it is because of this that the provisicns
in the REill have been introduced.

I hope the situation will improve. I will
pass gn to the Minister for Local Gov-
ernment the information that has been
given by members, with the request,
perhaps, that local authorities be informed
of the position. I hope some action will
be taken as a result of this.

I know that guite a number of people
are in the habit of taking their dogs into
food shops, but if they were spoken to
about it they would plead ignorance and
say they did not know such a law existed.
I do think the time has come for some
stricter action to he taken. We are not
trying to be difficult in this matter, but
if we are to enforce the health laws then
we should restrict animals wandering
around the shops.

If they wander around without any con-
trol being exercised over them, some action
will be necessary. The amending legisla-
tion before us is designed to allow local
authorities to take any action that might
be necessary, and it tightens up a weak-
ness in the Act. As I have said. I will pass
on the opinions expressed by members to
the Minister for Local Government, in the
hope that this information will be conveyed
to local authorities.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and passed.

It would seem that the
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EVIDENCE ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 10th October.

MR. EVANS (Kalgoorlie} [2.45 p.m.]1:
This Bill seeks to amend the Evidence Act
of 1906. The Act was amended as re-
cently as 1960. The measure before us
aims to add a new section to the Act. It
will be seen that the provisions of this
amending Bill have been included in the
Evidenece Act of Victoria in identical form.
I believe a separate Act was passed in that
State embodying these provisions in an
Act entitled Evidence (Foreign Tribunals)
Act.

It would seem that the Commonwealth
Government, as a result of a meeting of
the Standing Committee of Attorneys-
General. has requested the various States
to implement legislation of this nature.
The principle behind the scheme is a
fairly simple one. In essence it is this:
Where an authority, as termed by this Bill,
desires to take or receive evidence from
someone within the State of Western
Australia for use in & foreign country, the
authority concerned may, by an instrument
in writing, appoint a person so to take
or receive evidence, and for this purpose
such a person would have authority to
administer an oath for the purpose of
taking or receiving evidence.

The term “authority” is defined to mean
a court, a judge, a body, or a person of
a foreign country—by the law of that
foreign country—entitled to take or receive
evidence. The terms “court” and “judge”
are defined by the Evidence Act of Western
Australia; and “judge” means—

A Justice of the High Court of Aus-
tralia and a Judge of the Supreme
Court of Western Australia, and in-
cludes the Chairman of General Ses-
sions of the Peace, a Police or Resident
Magistrate, and also any Justice or
Justices of the Peace sitting in Court.

The expression "judge,” when used within
the meaning of this Bill does not neces-
sarily have this meaning at all; it relates
to a judge of a foreign country. There
is no guarantee given in the Bill as to
what the qualifications shall be for such
a person who is entitled to take or receive
evidence in Western Australia, other than
that he could be a judge of a foreign coun-
try; but he need not necessarily be a judge,

I would like the Minister to comment
on this aspect, because I have some fear
that when this provision becomes law, a
citizen of Western Australia could be
brought under the jurisdiction of a foreign
authority and required to give certain
evidence without the protection of the
privileges that attach under Western Aus-
tralian law—in some cases—necessarily
being applied.

For instance, under the general law the
spouse of a person who has been charged
is. in some cases, not competent—and in
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all cases not compellable—to give evidence.
There are alse other qualifications. That
may not be the best example that could
be given, but I feel that certain safeguards
are missing from this legislation and, as
a result, a citizen of Western Australia
could, by foree of this law, be directed
against his will to give evidence to & person
of foreign allegiance, without the sanction
and protection afforded to such person by
the atmosphere of an ordinary court of
law where he can be represented by coun-
sel, and so on.

However, I do not desire {o oppose the
legislation. I can see advantages flowing
from having machinery of this nature on
the Statute book. I would ask the Minis-
ter whether he is aware of any reciprocal
arrangement having been entered into
whereby an Australian authority is given
the opportunity to take and to receive
evidence in some foreign countries. We
are extending this privilege to certain
foreign countries, and one would hope that
similar privileges would be extended to
appropriate  Australian authorities in
foreign countries. With those comments
1 support the second reading.

MR. COURT (Nedlands—Minister for
Industrial Development) (2.51 p.m.]: In
answer to the query raised by the member
for Kalgoorlie, I would like to say that
ofi-hand I do not know the reciprocal
arrangements which have been made with
the many countries with which Australians
have dealings. However, I will make some
inquiries to ascertain whether it is intended
in the interpretation of this legislation,
that the Attorney-General will, for this
and for other reasons, make or attempt
to make it & condition that some recipro-
city be given before he grants this approval.

So far as local citizens are concerned,
I would point out that the great strength
in this legislation is that a person who is
not a judge or a court cannot take evi-
dence unless he has received the consent
in writing of the Attorney-General. This
stipulation is included in the provision
for a very good reason; it is to prevent any
Tom, Dick, or Harry nominated by another
country—and it might not be a very. re-
sponsible country at the time—irom tak-
ing evidence. 'The Attorney-General will
have the right to consider—and I am sure
he will do so with a sense of responsibility
—whether the person nominated is the
type of person who should be authorised
to take evidence from citizens of this
country,

In considering this legislation we also
have to look at another point of view.
In certain circumstances the giving of this
authority could be in the interests of
Ausfralian citizens, and this could ocecur
quite often. I invite the attention of the
member for Kalgoorlie to a case which
arose in recent times. Although it is not
altogether comparable it dces indicate
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how the provision under discussion can
act in favour of Australian citizens. This
was the case in which the American Gov-
ernment, through one of its agencies, con-
stituted a court in Sydney. On several
occasions in recent months it was able to
take evidence in Australia in relation to
a mafkter which normsally would have
been dealt with under the jurisdiction of
the U.S.A., and would thereby have in-
volved the representatives of the Austra-
lian companies in travelling to America
at a fantastic cost to put forward their
case. On this occasion the American
Government brought the court to Sydney,
where the case was handled to the great
satisfaction and to the great benefit of
the Australian companies which were most
directly concerned. Goodness only knows
what that action by the American Govern-
ment saved the Australian companies in -
costs, but it must be a tremendous figure.

Very good reasons exist for allowing the
nominees of other countries to take evi-
dence in Australia. As long as this matter
is controlled properly by Statute, I can
see nathing hut good coming out of it. The
greatest safeguard is that the Attorney-
General of the State concerned will have
the authority to give the required approval,
and I am sure he will not give it lightly.

I am not an authority on this matter,
but I can imagine cases in which wives,
who have been separated from their hus-
bands, or who have in other ways been
disadvantaged, could receive great henefit
from this provision in the Bill. If there
was & desire on the part of, say, the
American authorities to try to assist a
person whe had heen separated or who
for some reason or other was living In
Australia, and who would be greatly dis-
advantaged if he or she had to go to
America to have the case heard, then this
provision would be of great value. 1
thank the honourable member for his sup-
port of the Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, ete.

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

LAND ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading
Debate resumned from the 10th Qetober.

MR. KELLY (Merredin-Yilgarn) [2.57
p.m.1: On this occasion it would be a very
simple expedient just to agree to the Bill
without any discussion. However, there
are a few comments I would like to make.
I draw attention to the differential be-
tween the parent Act and the amendment
as outlined by the Minister several days
ago.
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The parent Act makes provision for the
disposal of Crown land—town and subur-
ban lots—by the system of public auction.
In the arrangement of auctioning blocks
of land througzh Government channels
a great deal of time is lost between the
time of application and the ultimate land
sale which determines the ownership of
the biocks to ke auectioned. A]l such land
is put up for public auction with upset
prices, and they are the minimum prices
which wili be accepted. On some occasions
when land is put up for auction, it so
happens, that in the long interim between
the application and the sale the intending
purchaser who had asked for the land to
be put up for auction has altered his out-
loock and at the time of the sale he is
not interested in the purchase of the
land. Therefore on occasions land is
passed in without bids being made. The
Act provides that where any other in-
terested person makes application to the
department within g period of six months,
the land can be made over to him with-
out any further loss of time.

The zmendment the Minister has out-
lined will mean that negotiations can take
place without that loss of time; and it goes
a little further as it extends to 12 months
the period of time in which the prospec-
tive buyer can make application and, with-
out any further loss of time, at the Min-
ister’s discrefion, the land can be sold to
the person interested.

The Bill also deals with ccmpensation,
but covers only one aspect. Up to the
present time, the term “bona fide improve-
ments” has not contained a satisfactory
reference to a dwelling house that happens
to be on a pastoral property or lease. As
leases have expired—or if for soime reason
the land comprising the property has been
resumed, or the land has been selected
under C.P. conditions—with the Aet as
it is at present worded, the owner
of the properties have not been entitled to
compensation. The department, throuzh
the Minister, has now put up the sugges-
tion that a reinstatement of the condi-
tions enabling compensation for a dwelling
should be included. The amendment
before us will make it possible for that
to take place. I think it is only right and
proper that that should he the case.

After all, the house is part and parcel
of a property—an important part of it—
and in many cases quite an amount of
money has been spent in erecting a fine
homestead on a pastoral property.

Mr. Bovell: The pastoralists’ association
asked for this.

Mr. KELLY: I did not know from where
it emanated, and that does not make any
difference, However, I think it strengthens
the argument for this provision to be made.

There is a further amendment dealing

with renfal concessions to discharged
members of the forces. I am pleased to
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see that this amendment embraces mem-
bers ¢f the Merchant Marine. We all
know that members of the Merchant
Marine, particularly in the first and sec-
ond world wars, were largely responsible
for keeping open our sea lanes and they
did a magnificent job without receiving the
kudos they richly deserved.

In any case, this amendment will em-
brace the Merchant Marine, as well as
the Navy, Army, and Air Force. According
to some people it is right to put the Navy
before the Army. Anyway, that was the
order used by the Minister.

Mr. Bovell: That is the order of seniority
within the services.

Mr. KELLY: I hiave often heard that
argued. The amendment widens the scope
of the Act and defines eljgible members
with a far greater degree of clarity than
is now the case. Not only does it include
the Merchant Marine, but it also includes
personnel who are serving in zones of war
that have been in the limelight over the
last four oy five years. The Act, as
amended, will embrace these people and
make it possible for rental concessions to
be made available to them in the event of
their being nolders of C.P. land, This is
quite reasonable and it should be of con-
siderable help to many would-be settlers
who, after their discharge, wish to con-
tinue their activiiies on the land.

I now wish to turn to the reference in
the parent Act to ringbarking. I read
through the relevant section and ring-
barking is mentioned extensively. Of
course, all members would realise that
ringbarking was the vogue many vears
ago, hut in recent times the bulldozer has
replaced the axe in almost every instance.
So the mention of ringbarking in that par-
ticular section becomes redundant for two
reasons: Firstly, there is very little likeli-
hood of any ringbarking being done at
the present time, or in the future; and,
secohdly, it would definitely not be done
for 2s. 6d. per acre.

I think there must have been some hardy
people in those times, seeing they were
prepared to ringbark trees for the magnifi-
cent return of 2s. &d. per acre. Another
portion of the Act will still make pro-
vision that should it become necessary
once again to invoke the ringbarking
methed, this can be done. Reference io
ringbarking will be taken out of the Act
when we complete our deliberations on
this Bill, and that will not cause any
heartburning in any shape or form.

At the present time the Land Act em-
powers the Minister to transfer, sell, as-
sign, or otherwise dispose of land held
under lease or C.P. conditions. That, of
course, is a wide definition and enables
the Minister to proceed in an almost un-
limited fashion to do those things., For
some reason, known probably to the Min-
ister and to his department, it is now de-
sired that the conditions under the Act
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be altered and the Minister, in future,
will have not only that formm of veto, but
also the Act will make it necessary for any
person wishing to dispose of a property
to apply in the first instance to the de-
partment for permission to place the land
on the auction market or to advertise its
sale,

I am not quite sure what the Minister
has in mind in this regard. He did not tell
us in his introductory speech why he
wanted to have this particular section
altered. Apparently there is & good reason
for it. Probably it will increase the control
the department has in the matter of pre-
venting land being transferred without its
being sufficiently improved, and comply-
ing with the various other conditions pro-
vided for by the Act.

I think the Minister said that five
sections were being amended, but, having
looked through the Bill I think the figure
should be six.

Mr. Bovell: One is a consequential
amendment.

Mr. KELLY: It is an amendment,
though.

Mr. Bovell: Yes, that is true, There

are actually six amendments, but two are
consequential,

Mr, KELLY: The only other reference
I would like to make concerns an amend-
ment which I think will give teeth to the
legislation passed in 1965, At that time
the conditions of transfer were directed
to the percentage development of an area
instead of being based on the expendi-
ture outlay. I think the new method will
be better and more satisfactory from the
point of view of the person holding a C.P.
lease, or a lease of any kind. In all, it
should have a beneficial effect and make
easter the task of those charged with the
responsibility of keeping a close eve on
property improvement. It will be possible
for them to know the improvements that
have been carried out.

I have nothing further to say except
that I support the Bill.

MR. I. W. MANNING (Wellington) [3.11
p.m.]: I desire to offer my support to this
measure. As the member for Merredin-
Yilgarn indicated, it proposes five amend-
ments to the principal Act; and the first,
of course, concerns the sale of town or sub-
urban lots. The second deals with compen-
sation payable for dwellings on pastoral
properties; but it is the third amendment
in which I am particularly interested and
I would like to commend the Government
for introducing it at this time. It widens
the field in regard to those ex-servicemen
who will receive land rental concessions,
to include those who served in the mer-
chant service.

Although this will not involve any great
sum of money, it does extend recognition
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to those people who, during the war,
played a very important part. Although
the ses is their natural calling, during
times of war they are subjected to many
dangers, and particularly was this the
case during the last war. It is very good
to realise that even at this late stage
they will be recognised and the concession
extended to them,

I want to commend the Government
also for amending the definition in order
to include those servicemen who have
served in Malaya, Korea, or Vietnam.
This amendment will indicate to those
servicemen that their service has been
recognised as has been the case with
those who served in the two great wars,
and this concession is something which
the State can offer to them.

I wanted briefly to offer my support to
this amendment and to commend the
Government for introducing it at this
time. I also offer my support to the other
two amendments touched on by the
Minister and the member for Merredin-
Yilgarn.

MR. NORTON (Gascoyne) [3.15 p.n.1:
Like the previous two speakers I wish to
add my support to the amendments in this
Bill. The first one gives the person con-
cerned extra time in which to purchase
land offered at auction. At the moment
the period involved is six months. If any
land is passed in and a person is
interested, but was not able to attend the
sale, he can within six months apply for
it at the upset price. This has been done
on a nwmber of occasions. However, il
has net always worked.

I am involved at the moment with a
case on these lines. Some land was
offered for sale recently, but since the
sale it has been found that water cannot
be connected to the area by the country
water supply department, and the land has
heen withdrawn from sale despite the fact
that applications have been made for it.
Therefore it is not mandatory that the
applicant shall be able to get the land,
because it can he withdrawn.

I feel that before land is offered for sale
under the auction system, the availability
or otherwise of water should be ascer-
tained. This should not be done after
half the land has been sold and the other
half passed in.

The extension of the six months to 12
months is good because it gives people an
opportunity to decide whether or not they
need the land. TUnder the present pro-
vision it has been too late sometimes he-
fore people have decided they need the
land and then it has been necessary to
have it revalued, readvertised, and so on,
and this involves a great deal of time.
Under the amendment it will be possible
for the land to be taken up almost
immediately.
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The next two amendments deal with
the valuation of pastoral homesteads. In
the past this has not been necessary be-
cause such valuation has not been included
in jimprovements made towards the pro-
ductive capacity of the pastoral lease. Now,
however, it is found that at times a pas-
toral homestead may have to be resumed
and therefore a valuation is necessary for
compensation purposes. The lease might
be surrendered, and again the valuation
would be required before another person
took up the lease.

The next amendment is also a good one
and deals with a section which has been
a bone of contention for some time. Why
should only those in the Army, the Navy,
or the Air Force, be entitled to rental
reductions? Many persons other than those
have served our country under wartime
conditions, and have given up their
civilian livelihood to work in, for instance,
the Allied Works Council, the Civil Con-
struction Corps, or the Merchant Navy.
All the people in those organisations
worked for their country and risked their
lives, and they are entitled to the same
concession. This amendment seeks to cor-
rect the position; but I do not think that
those who worked in the Allied Works
Council or the Civil Construction Corps
with the Army in forward areas, are in-
cluded under this amendment.

Mr. Keliy: I don't think they are
mentioned. :

Mr. NORTON: If they are not included
I think they should be, The other amend-
ments, as mentioned by the previous
speakers, are more or less tidying up
clauses, particularly the one concerning
ringbarking, which does not apply now.
As the member for Merredin-Yilgarn said,
it would not be profitable to do that work
for 2s5.6d. per acre. It would be necessary
to spend a lot of time for practically no
value. The last amendment gives the Act
the power it should have in the long run.
I suppor{ the Bill.

MR. BOVELL (Vasse—Minister for
Lands) [3.19 pm.]l: I thank the members
for Merredin-Yilgarn, Wellington, and
Gascoyne for their comments, and I
appreciate their cordial acceptance of this
measure. It is rather encouraging to know
that at least sometimes we are unanimous
in our views.

I think the one point raised by the
member for Merredin-Yilgarn was that I
had not disclosed my reason for wanting
notice of any proposal to sell. The posi-
tion is that & person who is negotiating
to buy a properiy might sell some of his
assets so that he could proceed with
the transaction. However, when notice
is submitted to the Minister it might not
be correct for the Minister to approve. As
I have said, the person who wanted to
purchase the land might have sold some
assets, or done something to prejudice
his previous position, and the Minister is
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faced, more or less, with a feit accompli,
and he has to take those ecircumstances
into consideration.

. If we tighten up the Act {o stop traffick-
ing in leases to protect bona fide pur-
chasers, I think prospective purchasers will
be placed in a hetter position if their in-
tenfion has to be brought to the notice
of the Minister before entering into any
negotiation. That is the reason for the
amendment. There are no specific cases,
buf the legal advice I have had is that
purchasers can proceed to a certain point
in good faith and enter into an arrange-
ment for the purchase of land thinking
that it would conclude successfully. Then,
for some reason or other, the Minister
of the day could refuse to allow the sale.

In regard to the extension of concessions
to ex-servicemen, the member for Gascoyne
has raised another point which will be
examined. I was not aware that merchant
seamen have never been recognised for
concessions, and I think this has only been
an oversight, It is right that they should
receive concessions, because they contri-
buted In war zones to our success. I want
to thank the member for Wellingten for
bringing this matter to my attention; I
had no previous knowledge of it. The
Government considers it is proper to ex-
.tend the concessions to merchant seamen
who served in the 1939-46 war and also
to merchant seamen who served during the
1914-18 war.

I again thank members for their recep-
tion of this Bill, and I cornmend the second
reading,

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, eic.

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

STOCK DISEASES ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 10th October.

MR. KELLY (Merredin-Yilgarn) {3.27
p.m.]l: This is a short Bill, but one which
deals with a very important subject as far
as this State is conecerned. The Bill con-
fines jtself almost entirely to the cattle
disease of bovine pleuro-pneumonia. I
think we have reached the position where,
because of the stringent controls and the
action taken in Western Australia in the
period following the enactment of this
legislation, we can be reasonably proud.
When the legislation was enacted this
State was in very bad shape because of
the incidence of pleuro-pneumonia. This
disease was very evident on many
properties in the north-west, but by close
attention and vigilance we were able to
get on top of it and it has practically been
eradicated.

Of course, some Australian States c¢an
claim to be entirely free of pleuro-
pneumonta. I think those States must be
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very satisfied with that achievement. The
Comumonwealth Government control over
this disease in the various States, and the
control through the various State Acts,
can be defined, more or less, in three differ-
ent categories. Some States are still
suffering partially from the effects of this
disease, and some, unfortunately, are
more seriously affected. Consequently,
it is the desire fto bring the future
activities in regard to pleuro-pneumcnia
within these three categories.

The action we are taking at the present
time has been taken already in some areas
in other States and in the Northern Terri-
tory. By adopting the area idea by which
the degree of the incidence of th: disease
can be designated, we will, I think be able
to denl with all the difficulties associated
with pleuro-pneumonia in a very much
befter way.

The Bill seeks to amend regulations
mainly made under the Western Australian
Stock Diseases Act. I understand that be-
fore this can bhe done, it will be necessary
to amend the Stock Diseases Act as dis-
tinct from the Western Australia Stock
Diseases Act. This appears to be somewhat
of an anomaly, but it may not be s0. The
Minister probably wiil be able to tell us
just what it really means. However, that
is the aim of the measure which is now
before the House,

I consider one of the principal aims is
to ensure that a greater amount of cave is
taken in regard to the possibility of stock
going frem one State to another. This
has happened under some circumstances
in past years. The Bill does endeavour to
lessen the amount of traffic that could
take piace; and, at the same time, I con-
sider that in its new state, the legislation
will more adequately protect the position
in regard to the transference of stock from
one affected area to another, If it does
only that, it will of course achieve guite
a lot in an overall sense.

The definition of “areas” is quite clear
and certainly indicates the exact legal
position that accrues through the amend-
ments as outlined by the Minister.
Qpportunity, too, is being taken to remove
existing anomalies that appear in the West
Australian regulations. They are only of
a minor nature and it is not worth while
dealing with them in detail. As a matter
of fact, the Minister mentioned these an-
omalies when he introduced the measure.
These amendments, again, will bring about
an improvement to the Act. Overall. I feel
certain that the disease of pleuro-
pneumonia will be well taken care of by
the enactment of the legislation. I sup-
port the second reading.

MR. NALPER (Katanning—Minister for
Agriculture) [3.33 pm.]l: I thank the
member for Merredin-Yilgarn for the
comments he has made in reply to my
introductory speech on this Bill. We fully
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appreciate the importance of eradicating
disease, not only in this field but in every
field where stock is concerned. This could
cover a wide range and, Mr. Speaker, I
am sure you will appreciate that I could
talk about the importance of veterinary
surgecns and the importance of advisers
in every section of the farming community.
Anything which can be done should be
done in order to get rid of disease in
this country. It is a loss whatever way
it is looked at. If the cattle go to
slaughter, of course they are condemned;
and if they do not make that grade they
pass the disease on to other animals.
Therefore, the amount of money in ftotal
that is lost through stock disease, not
only in the north of Australia, but in every
part of Australia. would be considerable.

As I indicated when I introduced the
Bill, a commitiee was formed on an
Australia-wide basis to discuss the matter.
The member for Merredin-Yilgarn would
appreciate this from the Australian
Agriculiural Council aspeet, because this
is onz of the problems which is discussed
at almost every meeting; that is, the prob-
lem of disease and its confrol.

We have guite a good record in Western
Australia. We have tackled the problem
of tuberculosis and, I would say, we are
well on the way to overcoming this
disease,

Mr. Kelly: This Bill, though, only deals
with pleuro-pneumonia.

Mr. NALDER: Yes, but I am trying to
outline the importance of covering all
diseases and to stress that, in this instance,
we are making a move in the right
direction to control the incidence of the
disease by removing areas from the list
and animals from the areas where they
are likely to pass this disease on,

The idea of having three areas, which
include a totally free area, is very good.
The movement of cattle between any parts
of Australia which are in free areas iIs
unrestricted, provided they are tested
under the various immunity tests. We
will be able tc iimprove the situation which
has developed over the years in regard to
drought conditions. In some parts, the
movement of cattle to other areas is
desirabie so that there is not a tiotal
logs. This happens almost every year in
different parts of Australia. Therefore,
the idea is onie that is very worth while. I
consider we have made quite a lot of pro-
gress and I am happy the House is pre-
pared to accept the amendment as a move
towards still greater control over this
much-dreaded disease in cattle,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, ete.
Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.
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LOAN ESTIMATES, 1967-68
In Commitiee
Resumed from the 10th October, the

Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr,
Cremmelin) in the Chair.

Vote: Railways, $10,884,000—
MR. GRAHAM (Balcatta — Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [(3.40 p.m.l:

Whilst the subject is not directly imping-
inhg on the activities of the State, I feel
obliged to make some reference to Austra-
lia’s unfortunate involvement in the South
Vietnam war. In my opbinion the United
States of America and iis satellites—
among which, unfortunately, is included
Australia by the action of the present
Commonwealth  Government—have no
right to be in that country. I think itis ob-
vious to all of us that world-wide opinion
is gvowing that the troops of the various
countries that are there have no right to
be in South Vietnam, and that a most
dangerous situation is being created be-
cause of their presence in that country.

Following my return from abroad last
vear, I think I indicated to the members
of this Chamber that in not one of the
12 or 15 countries I visited did I encounter
any person who agreed with the presence
of the United States of America in Viet-
nam, and any references made to Austra-
lia were expressed in a slighting vein
which naturally di¢ not fall very happily
on my ears.

Mr. Cowrt: Did you agree with the
Americans being in Eurcpe at the time of
the Berlin airlifi? It is the same prineciple.

Mr. GRAHAM: I am speaking of Viet-
nam.

Mr. Court: It is the same principle.

Mr. GRAHAM: If the Minister for In-
dustrial Development will contain himself
for a moment I will eontinue. Some 30
years ago I well recall speaking at public
meetings at various places—including the
Town Hall, when it was possible to fill
that hall for a political meeting--against
steps that were being taken by Nazi Ger-
many to enter countries such as Spain on
exactly the same pretext as the United
States of America is using now; namely,
that Nazi Germany wished to save Spain,
Europe, or some other portion of the
world from the domination of communists
and communism.

I maintain it is totally wrong to justify
any immoral act on the plea—which is
principally a spurious one—that the action
taken is to protect certain people from
communism; that if troops of a certain
country were not present then communism
would spread throughout that country.

Mr. Brand: Don't you think there is
evidence it is spreading and, without that
force, it will continue to spread?

Mr. GRAHAM: Evidence has been
brought to my notice that in over 100
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countries in the world there is not the
threat of communism, because countries
with right-wing tendencies; countries
which are civilised; countries which have
experience of extreme Governments, will
not have a bar of this business. Yet we
find the United States present in South
Vietnam and, as I said before, it is fighting
alongside many of its satellites, including
Australia. However, in the United King-
dom, Prance, Germany, Switzerland, Ttaly,
Sweden, Denmark, and many other coun-
tries the evidence is that none of them
wish to become invoived in this unhabppy
affair.

Mr. Craig: You are a long way from it.

Mr. GRAHAM: Distance has nothing to
do with it, because we know that when
there is a world war, or the ingredients
of it in evidence, it can spread to other
places within a few hours.

Mr. I. W. Manning: What would happen
if the United States pulled out of South
Vietnam?

Mr. GRAHAM: I have already indicated
that in my opinion the United States of
America has no business whatsoever to
be there. In addition to the evergrowing
world opinion to which I have referred,
I wish to repeat there is scarcely any
country which wiil have a bar of direct
intervention in the South Vietnam war,
and I am sorry that our country is being
drageged into it at the heels of the United
States of America.

There is growing evidence that bit by
bit there will be greater and still greater
involvement and goodness knows what
the fate of this country will be. I wish
to make special reference to the false
facade that has been presented. Recently
an election was held in South Vietnam.

Sitting suspended from 3.46 to 4.7 p.m.

Mr. GRAHAM: That election has heen
represented to us as being s portion of
the demccratic system in operation; the
people have spoken and by this process
have elected a popular government. Of
course, I was not there, but there were
supposed to be official observers present.
I do not know what they observed, but
if any member wiil be fair and frank with
himself, and have regard for the fact of
the situation, he will accept the election
in South Vietnam as just so much hum-
bug:, and I give my reasons for that
assertion.

Prior to 1936 the elections for this Par-
liament in Western Australia were on a
volunteer hasis; in other words, there was
nce compulsory voting. The last five gen-
eral elections prior to that date, for which
I was able to obtain figures, show that
in the elections held in 1917, 1921, 1924,
1927, and 1930 an average of 674 per cent.
of those enrolled voted.

We read in the Press that last Saturday
week a referendum was held in New Zea-
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land on the question of amending that
country’s licensing laws, and we find that
69 per cent. of the people voted at that
referendum. The elections of which I now
speak have been held in civilised countries,
where the people are educated, where they
are accustomed to voting, and where they
know the process of elections; they are
ahle to read newspapers and at least, to
some extent, are able to understand the
problems and issues of the day.

It will be seen that this is a reason-
able pattern—somewhere between 60 per
cent. and some 70 per cent. is the usual
percentage of people who will vote when
such voting is aptional. Yet we are asked
to believe that 83 per cent. ¢f the people
voted at the poll in South Vietnam, where
we have these primitive people; these
illiterate people; these people who are con-
stantly in fear of murder and death; and
who are completely ignerant of the system
of voting. It is just too ludricous; it is
a fairy story.

Mr. I. W. Manning: You would have to
prove they did not.

Mr. GRAHAM: If the member for Wel-
lington is prepared to believe a proposition
such as that, then he will believe anything
at all.

Mr. Court: There have been 80 per cent.
and 20 per cent. polls in Britain and
America where the voting was voluntary.

Mr. Jamieson: In those countries the
elections are held under different circum-
stances.

Mr. GRAHAM: I have already pointed
out the circumstances of the people of,
and the conditions in, the country of South
Vietham as against the circumstances in
countries such as Australia and New Zea-
land; yet we hear the ridiculous figure of
83 per cent. being suggested as having
cast votes at the election in South Viet-
nam.

Mr. Durack: What percentage of the
people vote at the elections in India?

Mr. GRAHAM: I would not know, but
I iiazard a cuess it would be around 50
per cent. In any event, in that country
the pecple have voted at elections on a
number of occasions, but this is the first
instalment in South Vietnam.

Not only has it been indicated that there
is lack of sympathy and lack of support
throughout the world—as shown by the
attitude of the overwhelming number of
countries in the world—for the war in
Vietham, but the people ¢f many countries,
including the people of the United States
as well as the people of Australia, have,
in ever-increasing numbers, expressed
their lack of support for and their bitter
opposition to the intervention of the
United States in Vietnam and to Austra-
lia being dragged into it at the heels of
the United States. I need go no further
into this matter than to guote this news
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item which appeared in The West Ausira-
Lign of the 9th Octaber, 1967—

New York, Sun: A newspaper sur-
vey published here today indicates a
marked decline in the American pub-
lic’s support for the government’s
handling of the Vietnam war in re-
cent weeks.

The New York Times made the sur-
vey, in which 245 Governors, senators
and congressmen measured opinion
frends among constituents. The sur-
vey also showed an increased public
sentiment for less military action and
more negotiation.

The newspaper sald: “Moere than
two-thirds of the public officials reply-
ing to the gquestions reported rising
criticism of the war as it is now being
prosecuted.”

The word that appeared most often
in explanations of declining Vietnam
support was frustration. This was o
combination of shame that American
military might was unavailing, a feel-
ing of helplessness to affect events and
a growing conviction that the Presi-
dent had not been entirely frank about
the war.

In Washington, Mr Arthur Schie-
singer, the historian and former presi-
dential assistant, said that the nation
should vote Mr Johnson out of office
unless he stopped stepping up the war.

That report came from the United States.
As everyone is aware, from every corher
of the globe—whether there be conservu-
tive Governments and people, or whether
there be more radical Governments and
people—there is a growing crescendo of
opposition to the ruthless slaughter of the
peopie in Vietnam, because of the presence
of the troops and the forces which are
foreign to that soil,

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: The same sort of
thing as that which occurred at Munich
with “Peace in our Time.”

Mr. GRAHAM: 1 have already pointea
out that this intervention by strong powers
in the affairs of another country 15 fm-
barked on for political considerations.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr, Crom-
melin): I would point out ta the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition that during the
afternoon tea suspension I read througn
the Loan Estimates. I cannot see how he
is relating his remarks to the Loan Esti-
mates in any way whatsoever. I would
sugeest that he refer no more to the war
in Vietnam, unless he can actually relate
his remarks ta the expenditure of loan
funds.

Mr. GRAHAM: With 2)l due respect, I
must point out that Western Australia, as
well as all States of the Common-
wealth, are short of loan moneys
which they require for the development of
the respective States, because the Com-~
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monwealth Government is spending count-
less millions of dollars in prosecuting the
war in Vietnam. I repeat it has no busi-
ness to be doing that, and it is prosecuting
the war in the face of overwhelming op-
position from many countries of the world.

Mr. Court: The Commonwealth Govern-
ment had an overwhelming mandate from
the people of Australia at the last election.

Mr. GRAHAM: It is impossible to say
what particular issues or factors are re-
sponsible for the election of Governments
or for the defeat of Governments. There
could be a whole host of ¢circumstances and
reasons.

Mr. Court: This was the issue on which

the last election was fought, and yet that
Government was returned with the big-
gest majority ever,

Dr. Henn: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has no right to stand up and
talk like that.

Mr. Brady: When was war declared?

Mr. Court; You are flying in the face
of the people of Australia.

Mr. GRAHAM: I am reminded of the
results of the by-elections which were held
in recent weeks., I do not think the
Federal Government, and members op-
posite who support that Government, can
gather much comfort from those resulfs.

Mr. Court: In neither case was the Viet-
nam war an issue.

Mr. GRAHAM: It is obvious that mem-
bers opposite are running contrary to the
growing trend of worid opinion. What I
am saying is not an expression of an
opinion of mine, but of those in all ranks
and from all quarters in virtually every
country of the world. In ever-increasing
numbers they are expressing opposition to
the war, and they include people in the
United States itself.

I am speaking on this question becatse
I am fearful of what will ultimately
develop from this unwarranted action in
Vietnam. In the mid and late 1930s I,
amongst others, was scorned and ridiculed,
hecause we went on the public platform
and pointed cut what was happening in
some parts of Europe. At that time we
found that the Conservatives—the equiva-
lent of members opposite in this House—
were on the side of intervention, because
in their view that would stop the onward
march of the Reds, the communists, the
extremists, or something of that nature:
but ultimately the situation got out of
hand and a world war developed. I can
see a parallel in the war in Vietnam.

Mr. Ross Hutehinson: You are referring
to the Nazis.

Mr. GRAHAM: Yes. It was a case of a
strong military power interfering in the
politics of a weaker country. That is the
same position in which the U.S5.A. is placed
at the present time. Nearly all other
democratic countries in the world will
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have nothing to do with sending their
troops to interiere in the affairs of Viet-
nam. I deplore the fact that not only the
U.S.A., but more importantly our own
country, is involved in that tragedy.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It was Chamber-
lain who brought back “Peace in our Time”
after his meeting at Munich.

Mr. GRAHAM: There we find a tragedy
broucht about by backward and conser-
vative thinking. There seemes to be a
school of thought abroad wihich considers
that as long as one is shooting down
the Reds or condemning the communists,
one is embarking on a divine mission,
and that everything one does—however
immoral or wrong—in that direction is
justified. My principles always have been,
and still are, opposed to that line of think-
ing; but that has always been the view of
congervative thinkers.

Mr. Dunn: It is about time you did
things instead of talk.

My, GRAHAM: If the hcenourable mem-
ber wanis to satisfy his conscience that
the mere fact of doing something is a
worth-while mission, then I suggest there
are g thousand and one useful and con-
structive things which could be done with-
out having to bomb and hlast the people
who live in another country. There are
jobs galore which could bhe done in &
constructive sense.

Enough of that subject for this after-
noon. I read in the Press recently an
abbreviated report of an address given
bv the Mayor of Subiaco at a local gov-
erpment seminar, under the heading,
“Bastion Of Democracy, Says Mayor.” It
reads as follows:—

Local government was about the last
stronghold of true democracy, Subiaco
mayor J. H. Abrahams told a seminar
on "Local Government and the Com-
munity” yesterday.

Then he went on to elaborate. This 1s
just about as nonsensical as our belng
asked to believe in the poll that was held
in South Vietnam. We know democracy
made some progress in this State in 1907
when every adult was given the right to
vote at parliamentary elections for the
Legislative Assembly. Unfor{unately we
had to wait until the year 1965 before
every adult citizen in the State bhecame
eligible to vote for members to sit in the
Legislative Council. But in this year of
grace—1967—we still have not attained
what should be the objective of every
democratic party and demoecratic insti-
tution: namely, that every adult should
be entitled to vote for local government
elections. This, of course, gecurs in many
countries in the world; and I deplore the
fact that Australia in so many things is
falling further and further behindg,
whereas previously it was in the vanguard
of public affairs. It was progressive and
it was leading the world in social reform;
but it is now trailing.
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This is indicated by the difficulty being
experienced in obtaining migrants for
Australia in sufficient quantities. Pre-
viously people from countries regarded
as being backward came here because of
the sudden lift in affluence they would get
in Ausfralia on account of working condi-
tions, social services, and amenities, gene-
rally, that applied. However, the condi-
tions in many of those countries have
reached the same standard as ours in
Australia, and in others they have ex-
ceeded them. So, in comparison with the
rest of the world, Australia is slipping
back.

If T might revert to the matter of locai
government, surely if one were surveying
the whole situation, one would conclude
there are three arms of government: the
Commonwealth Parliament dealing with
national questions and international af-
fairs, the State Parliament dealing with
matters coming within its sphere—and we
all know the activities of State Govern-
ments—and local government dealihg with
distriet matters. In each of these arms of
government the people should have an
opportunity of expressing themselves. We
are awsre that the Perth City Council,
which has been so much in the news of
late, is having the utmost difficulty in get-
ting candidates to nominate for elections.

Very many people have not the neces-
sary qualifications and, as a consequence,
many of these local authorities become
virtually the monopoly of a certain see-
tion of the community—that is to say,
those who are either retired or are semi-
independent businessmen. But anyonc
who is a public servant, a school teacher,
a bank employee, a worker in an office,
a clerk In a solicitor's office, or anything
of that nature, is debarred because he is
unable to attend the meetings which are
held in the daytime. Then, when there
are nominations requiring an election, only
g fraction of the community is entitled
to vote. BY and large the ordinary little
citizen is outvotad by the interests of pro-
perty and buslness. I am speaking so far
as the city is concerned. _

Therefore I suggest it is completely
laughable that the mayor of a local
authority should have the effrontery to
refer to local government as being the last
stronghold of true democracy. The fran-
chise for local government is a complete
negation of democracy. I hope the time
is not far distant when every -citizen
resident within the borders of a local
authority will be able to vote at the elec-
tlons or referenda, as the case may be,
when such are held.

Mr. Eliott: Would you make it com-
pulsory?

Mr. GRAHAM: I cannoi see anything
wrong with that. I would be agreeable
to that because I think that is how it
should he. If we do not agree with com-
pulsory voting for that arm of govern-
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ment, surely we are not in a poesition to
have compulsory voting for the other
forms!

It is impossible to have compulsory vot-
ing at the present moment, hecause if I
lived at Bamboo Creek or somewhere else
1 would still be entitled to vote for the
Perth City Council if I were the owner
of a property in the city and would bhe,
indeed, even if I lived out of the country.
Because of this it becomes an impossible
proposition to enforce any system of vot-
ing. Therefore it must be left to the
individual to make up his own mind.

A great deal has been said this session
with regard to housing and the deplorably
tragic situation which has developed. I
have stated before, in the long pe.riod of
yvears I have been a member of Parliament,
that I have never known the situation
ever to approach that existing at the pre-
sent time. I care not for the figures which
are trotted out, which are almost invari-
ably the number of structures commenced;
and almost invariably when headlines are
quoted—as were those guoted by the Min-
ister—they make reference to building
activity generally but fail to get down to
the important pcint of housing for the
ordinary people of the community.

It is true that as the activities of the
Housing Commission are tapering off, some
of the slack is being taken up by private
building, not of houses, but of flats. Of
course, flats as we know them here are
not suitable for families, because they have
not bheen built for that purpose. I is
a different matter entirely if they are
built for families, So the position of the
family man is getting worse and worse
as every week passes. Members are aware
of the fact that in respect of a three-
bedroomed house in the metropolitan ares,
the State Housing Commission is making
aliocations to people who applied in Janu-
ary, 1965. There has been no movement
from applications made at that date for
more than six months. No progress what-
soever has been made. So for every month
that passes, instead of the commission
keeping up with fthe situation, it means
every person on the books is being com-
pelled to wait for a month longer. But,
if the Gavernment was doing its job. the
period would be getting less.

I am staggered that the Government
does not take the situation more seriously
and do something about it. This Govern-
ment has tremendous sums of money made
available to it as compared with its pre-
decessor. In the financial year in which
we are operating at the present moment
the Government has a total of more
that $57,000,000 of loan funds avail-
able to it. The Hawke Labor Gov-
ernment had slightly over $33,000.000
average per annum. This Government
I repeat, has more than $§57,000,000;
but what 1is the Government dging
with it? It is not building houses
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for which there is such a erying need, not
only in respect of our own native born
citizens, but also the poor unfortunates
who come from overseas and who are vir-
tually getting kicked from pillar to post as
they are not accepted as being eligible to
apply for a home until they have been here
for more than 12 months, irrespective of
whether they are evicted or not. Even if
local families are evicted, no consideration
whatsoever is given to them.

The policy in respect of evictions,
which was in existence for a period of
some 12 to 15 years, has now been com-
pleteiy abandoned by this Government be-
cause of the impossibility of its meeting
the demands of the people. It has had to
cconomise somewhere, and as these poor,
Iuckless devils who are evicted have no-
where to turn they become the victims of
certain unszcrupulous people,

. What I want to point out is that from
its average of $33,000,000, the Hawke
Government allocated 8.4 per cent. to hous-
ing: the average amount being $2,842,000
under the State Housing Act. Yet this Gov-
ernment, in 1967-68, with approximately
?:24,000,000 more available to it, is spend-
ing a lesser figure. It is spending $2,640,000,
representing only 4.6 per cent. of the
mwoney available to it. That is 4.6 per cent.
as against an average of 8.4 per cent. when
the Hawke Government was in office,

One would think there is no problem at
present; that there is no c¢risis. The way
things are going it will be necessary for
the House Committee to make extensions
to my office in order to accommodate the
vast volume of papers, ever accumulating,
cencerning people unable to obtain accom-
modation!

I have said that because of the situa-
tion these people are subjected to all sorts
of pressures; and that is the word the
Minister for Houwsing used. Here let me
say that I am sorry to hear he is {ll at
present and I hope and trust he will be
kack with us hefore long.

I think I have already indicated, to some
members anyhow, the pressure which is
uzed, and I queie the case of a family
occupying accommeodation for which it has
heen paying $14 a week. I sunpose that,
as things go, $14 is not a terrifically high
sum to be paying for rent; but, of course,
for an ordinary working man it is a pretty
fair slice of his weekly pay packet. How-
ever, he feli he was exiremely lucky be-
cause he was occupying a reasonable house.
Recently, he received a notice from his
landlord telling him that, as from a certain
date, a fortnight ahead, the rental of the
property would be $30 a week, payable in
advance, and that continuance of possess-
sion after that date would be taken as
acceptance of the new terms of tenancy,

If ever there was blackmail, that was it!
What can this poor unfortunate family do?
Where can it turn? At present I have
families with 10 and seven children, to
mention two of them, with no idea what-

.the case—and these are not
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ever of what to do because they are facing
evietion. I have been around to land
agents galore, but the story is almost in-
variably the same—either the rentals are
far in excess of what can be paid, or else
the number of children in the family is
a sufficient disqualification. Such being
isolated
instances—surely there devolves upon the
Government, a responsibility for it to step
up its building programme in order to meet
the situation. But, unfortunately, the
trend is in the other direction.

Mr. Norton: What about key money?

Mr. GRAHAM: Not only key money, but
all sorts of devices are used. The other day
I was falking to a gentlemon Eknown, I
think, to the great majority of members of
this Parliament. He had a lease of a
house at a rental of $20 a week with the
rieht of renewal for s further 12 months
on terms to ke mutually agreed. This
gentleman and his family were quite habpy
to sign the documents helieving that this
was an arrangement hetween gentlemen,
in the broadest classification, anyhow, and
that possibly at the expiration of the two-
yvear period there could be some minor
upward adjustment of the rental -to meet
increased charges, such as rates and other
factors.

However, at the expiration of the two-
yerr term, which has just occurred, the
landlord demanded an extra $i0 a week,
making $30 a week. Because of the par-
ticular circumstances, this unfortunate
person has no alternative whatever but
to pay the extra $10 a week which is being
demanded of him.

Until the Government hestirs itself and
creates a sufficiency of housihig, not only
by its own activities, but by greater en-
couragement to private builders as well,
these things which are instanced will be
allowed to continue and it will be impos-
sible to stop them. Only at the weekend
I had the case of a miesant family with
a number of children ahd it vecame neces-
sary for it, as a condition of tenancy, to
pay $44 a3 & deppsit, and then $44 in
advance for a forinight's rent. This is an
ordinary working man with a large
familv and he is paying $22 a week, a
fortnight in advance. That man has been
paying his rent in advance since he has
been in that accommodation.

However, he has found it possible to
keep only one week in advance instead of
two, and accordingly he has been given
a notice to quit. Therefore on his behalf I
am calling on friends who are land and
estate agents in the hope that something
can be done for him and his family, The
Housing Commission has wived its hands
of him because he has been in the country
only since April, 1867. The commission
will not register an application until the
applicant has been here for a period of
at least 12 months. Tha. sort of policy
might be all right if there were a reason-
able sufficiency of houses, and if these
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unfortunate people were given an oppor-
tunity to find houses for themselves; but,
as we know, that is virtually impossible.

I have another policy about which I
wish t0 complain. Quite & number of
migrants—and I am referring to British
migrants—appear to have reasonably large
families, and because of the confined
nature of accommedation at the migrant
hostels something like this is arranged:
‘The parents come to Australia with their
half-dozen children, and one of the child-
ren is allowed to take residence in the
hostel with the parents, and the other five
are sent to the Fairbridge Farm School.

The parents agree to this proposition,
but, of course, being parents and being
human, after they have been In Western
Australia for a period naturally they want
their children with them. I suppose that
feeling would start to become intense after
a couple of weeks' separation from the
children, So they battle around and by
good fortune, perhaps, are able to obtain
some sort of accommodation, and they
leave the hostel and take the children out
of Fairbridge Farm School.

Onece again the family is united, but
because of circumstances such as those
I have outlined, and the attitude of land-
Jords, they are given notice to quit. On
cccasions they have nowhere to turn. In-
cidentally, they miss work sometimes in
order o battle around trying to find the
almost impossible private accommodation
on a second occasion, But still the Housing
Commission will not recognise their plight
because they have not been in the country
for the minimum pericd of 12 months.

Any Government—Commonwealth or
State—which brings people into this eoun-
try in those circumstances, compelling
them for a period of at least a year, and
perhaps more, to live separately from their
children because of the inability of this
country to provide accommodation, must
;'ealise that this policy is a reflection on
t.

There ought to be a steadying of the
inflow of migrants to allow housing to be
stepped up in order to cater reasonably
for those who do arrive. I am aware that
there is, unfortunately, a great deal of ill-
feeling generated in the community be-
cause of the respective claims of migrants
as against those of local people. Whilst
the shortage continues that state of affairs
is inevitable. If an Australian who has
been waiting for two or three years learns
of a person who came from ancther coun-
try a few months ago being able to get
accommodation from the State Housing
Commission, naturally he will be hostile.

The Government should not allow this
position to continue. It should do some-
thing about it; and that something is, of
course, to build more houses. But for some
unaccountable reason the Government
shows no disposition whatsoever to piay
the role which it should be playing in
econnection with its considerably increased
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responsibilities, as indicated from the
figures I supplied earlier.

I am sorry that the Minister for Hlec-
tricity is not in his place. I have had
occasion previously to complain of the
attitude of the State Electricity Commis-
sion, with particular reference to the ridi-
culous procedure which had been laid down
in connection with the positioning of
meter boxes. This procedure required
people, in many cases, to spoil the facade
of their homes in order to meet the whim
of a not particularly resilient bureaucrat.
That is about as politely as I can put it.

Fortunately, the Minister was good
enough to accompany the member for Vie-
toria Park and myself on a tour of inspec-
tion and he wholeheartedly agreed with
my submissions. After a lot of painstaking
effort, extending over a period of some 12
months, the Minister was able to get a
few lines of the regulations altered which
improved the situation. This indicates to
me that there is something radically wrong
with the State Electricity Commission, Are
we creating too many boards, trusts, and
authorities? Might it not be better if the
Ministers took the direct responsibility for
the work and the activities of the instru-
mentalities under their control? If it is
desired that certain instrumentalities
should be separated from direct ministerial
interference, then a different type of offi-
cer with a different outlook should be ap-
pointed to cater for the situation.

I feel that the State Electricity Com-
mission is suffering from ingrown toe-
nails; it is looking inwards and is not mov-
ing with the times. I was astounded to
learn from an authoritative source that the
State Electricity Commission would not
allow cables—that is, electricity mains—to
be placed underground even if the subdi-
vider or the developer was prepared to pay
the cost of the lines being placed under-
ground. I know that members, not only
from this side of the House, but from the
other side of the House, toco, have been
appalled by the stodgy approach to the
question by the State Electricity Commis-
sioh, I implore the Minister to exercise his
authority—and surely he has some. If he
has no authority he has merely to come
to Parliament and ask for it and I am
sure it would be granted.

What right, I ask, has the State Elec-
fricity Commission to say that in a certain
township, or a certain area, the people
shall not have the amenity or the improve-
ment of the absence of a whole forest of
poles and electricity wires necessitating the
trimming of trees and creating hazards for
the ever-present schoolboys with their foot-
balls and cricket balls? What right has
the State Electricity Commission to say
that a suburb shall not be c¢lean and neat,
and be built in conformity with modern
trends the world over? Why is it necessary
for this authority to interfere?

The reply to my question was that the
consumer would, in the long run, have to
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meet this added cost. However, I know
the Government, and several Ministers, are
very proud of the_ suburb known as Lyn-
wood. In that suburb the developers have
tried to make the area a little bit better
than the ordinary suburb and, accordingly,
have provided certain amenities, including
a kindergarten. Why did not the Govern-
ment step in and say that no kindergarien
was to be provided hy the developers be-
cause the consumers, or the occupiers of
the houses in the district, would be paying
for it?

If a suburb is improved because of some
device or another, the average person
would be prepared to pay a little more for
a particular block. Such an improvement
could make it possible for a ready sale
to be made in an area which otherwise
might not be particularly attractive. But
because a developer wants to make an area
attractive, and effect sales by placing the
electricity cables underground, we find that
the State Electricity Commission is adopt-
ng a role which definitely does not belong
to it. It has no right whatscever to inter-
fere. The commission has a responsibility
to provide electricity to certain areas.

If it is more costly for the underground
main—as undoubtedly it is—and somebody
is prepared to pay for it, then the State
Electricity Commission should go shead
with the project. It should be instructed
by the Minister and by the Goverhment
‘of the day to carry out the work.

I received a personal letter from one who
has had something to do with this sort of
thing and he complains bitterly. This
person, incidentally, has political views
entirely opposed to my own. 1 will read
his letter, dated the 13th September, 1967,
which is as follows:—

With regard to the S.E.C. and their
antipathy to put any electrical reticu-
lation cables underground, we of the
Institute of Architects have been try-
ing for many years to get somewhere
with the S.E.C. in this respect. We
agree il is more expensive, perhaps to
the tune of $200 to $300 per house, but
there is no doubt that eventually it will
come. It has happened in the City and
it has happened in other parts of the
world. New Zealand has a very large
part of its new residential reticulation
underground. Having this in mind
people spending large amounts for
blocks of Iland, which they do these
days, are not going to quibble at the
additional cost of underground reticu-
lation if they can see that it going to
up-grade their property.

A benefit of underground reticulation
which the S.E.C. are not prepared to
admit, is the saving in cost of annual
trimming of road side trees. Trimming
is a kind word, in most cases the trees
are murdered. I know the following
proposals have been put to the S.E.C.
and the people concerned have offered
to pay the additional cost.
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1, Perth City Council in its
latest City Beach development.

2. R.ID.C. with its Lynwood de-
velopment.

3. Landalls at Bungaree,

4. A select little group that live

at the *“Coomb” Peppermint
Grove.

5. The Games Housing Project,
and

6. A number of Local Authorities
have for many Yyears been
anxious to co-operate with the
S.EC. to achieve a break-
through, without success.

To see and appreciate the difficulties,
I would like you to consider Koolyan-
obbing a town that was built by B.H.P.
who are not renowned for throwing
their money away and who put under-
ground reticulation throughout this
town very successfully,

I have done quite a lot of research
with an Electrical Engineer Consultant
and I can assure you that apart from
the cost there is nothing but advantage
in this form of supplying electricity to
residential areas.

Surely that letter spesks for itself. This
would not impose ancother penny of cost
upon the S.E.C. Indeed, in the fullness
of time it would result in a saving to the
State Electricity Commission, because
whenever the time was right for all of
the wires to be put underground, there
would be considerable portions of the
metropolitan area already 50 treated.
They would be a gift to the S.EC.
because they would be provided at
a cost no egreater than the cost of
overhead mains at the present time; and,
of course, there would not be all the dis-
advantages which acerue from overhead
lines.

I cannot understand a Government
which prates of private enterprise and the
freedom to do this, that, and the next
thing, but does not allow this to be done.
The Government would finish up in front
financially and the areas would look more
attractive. Also, this unnecessarily frus-
trating business would be terminated.

Fancy the State Electricity Commission
going into the pros and cons of what
certain developments in areas and sub-
divisions are going to cost the people! Let
the S.E.C. get on with its job of supplying
electricity to certain peinis, and leave the
subdividers to do their job with the sup-
port of the S.E.C., which will find its costs
are no more.

I was interested to read in the north-
suburban supplement of The West Austra-
lian this morning that the Wanneroo Shire
Council is experiencing the same sort of
difficulties. It will be seen that the chorus
is ever-growing in connection with this
matter. The article is as follows:—

The State Electricity Commission
has told the Wannerpo Shire Council
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there is little hope of new urban sub-
divisions being provided with under-
ground instead of overhead electricity
mains.

The council had asked the S.E.C.
if underground cables could be laid
in new suhdivisions in the shire if
developers paid the increased cost.

The Commission said that few com-
munities could afford the increased
cost of an underground cable system
and few consumers would wish to pay
more for electricity.

Again I say that is damned impertinence
on the part of the S.E.C. Next thing it
will be complaining that the Wanneroo
S8hire Council is spending too much on
a sportsground or a preoposed swimming
pool, or something of thaf nature. I re-
peat: This is to cost the Government and
the S EC. not one penny. It can have
no other result than to make certain por-
tions of the city and the outer areas more
attractive than would otherwise be the
case. Why then is not the Government
dcing some straight talking to the General
Manager of the State Electricily Commis-
sicn, or to the Chairman of the State
Electricity Commission, or {0 someone else
of that nature?

I am unaware of the exact powers of
the Ministzr, but I have had ministerial
experience myself and I am certain that
even if he has not the powers, if he
atiended a meeting of the commission and
strongly made the point on behalf of the
Government that, provided there were no
additional costs incurred, approval should
be given for this sort of thing to be done,
the SE.C. would heed the request.

I wonder how many more examples
there will be of people protesting and of
people--ranging from members of Parlia-
ment, to loeal authorities, to subdividers,
to architects, and the rest of it—being
frustrated, before the Government will
make some move in this matter. Surely
the Government does not believe in this
mass of overhead wires forever and a
day. If not, when does it propose to make
the change? 1 repeat that so much of
what is required to be done with the rapid
expansion of suburbs could be done with-
out cost to the Government if it saw the
StatebElect.ricitly Commission was doing
itz joh.

I carry no personal vendetta against Mr.
Jukes, but I am afraid he is felling down
badly on the job. I fear I do not have
a great deal of confidence in the commis-
sion itself, because surely the commission
can override the general manrager, who is
onlv one of the number that comprises the
commission. Surely these Government-
promgted instrumentalities are at least
required to pay some attention to the
wishes and the desires of a praperly
elected Government. If the members of
the commission run counter to the wishes
of the Government in a matter of public
interest which will impose no direct burden
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whatsoever on that instrumentality, then
surely there is a case for somebody to get
on with the job and that somebody is, of
course, fairly and squarely the Govern-
ment.

Mr. Williams: Have you made any fur-
ther inquiries into fault-findings in under-
ground mains?

Mr., GRAHAM: No I have not. If there
are some complications, no doubt this
could he part of the agreement or the
arrangement with the developer of a par-
fieular project. I would point out that
mains up top are subject to motor vehicles
rupning off the road, to storms, to the
activities of hoys in innocent sport, to
larriking, to misadventure, and fto all sorts
of other considerations. Anyhow, enough
of that.

I was going to say T hope this will not
he construed as an attack upon Mr. Jukes
and the SE.C. I am complaining. and
cemplaining bitterly, at the lack of respon-
sihility to apprecaches made by other
people, not by myself. I have not made
any reaussts in connection with this, but
50 many responsible pecple and authorities,
both public and private, have made these
approcaches, and in each case the answer
has heen a flat rejection.

Rinally I want to say I was most dis-
apprinted—indeed, T was disTusted—with
the replies. which no doubt were prepared
for him by officers in his department,’
which were =ziven to me by the Minister
for Electricity when I asked questions
last month in resvect of this matter. The
first of my questions reads as follows:—

(1) Is it p fact that the State Elec-
tricity Commission refuses to agree
to electricity mains being placed
underaround in an area, even if
the developer is prepared to meet
the entire cost of underground
cables, or the difference in cost
between underground and over
head mains?

(2) If so, why?

The reply is—

{1) Yes.

That is. it is the policy of the State Elec-
tricity Commission: or, rather, it refuses
to agree to this proposition. The reasons
ziven are as follows:—

(2) Because—

The commission, in line with
other major electricity author-
ities in  Australia is  under-

grounding where this is economic~
ally justified, and simplifying its
overhead system where under-
grounding is not justified.

The expression “economically justified”
ought to refer to the State Electricity
Commission itself. It has no business to
interfere with the economics of Graham
as a cohsumer or the R.D.C., or any other
developing authority which desires, and is
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willing, to pay the amount necessary for
this improvement. The commission goes
oh with its impertinence to say—

Whoever finds the large amount
of capital required for under-
grounding, the consumer eventu-
ally pays.
If that is the order of the day, then other
developers must be told that they cannot
provide any facilities such as footpaths,
conerete kerbings, or more than the mini-
mum amount of open space—certainly not
the kindergarten at Lynwood--because the
S.E.C. has spoken and said, “The consumer
eventually pays.” I weonder whether this
is becoming a super-Government.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crom-
melin) : The Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion has two more minutes.

Mr. GRAHAM: The answer went on to

say—
Poles are necessary for street
lighting, and if poles and under-
Zround street light mains were
charged to street lighting, the
cost to local authorities would
increase.
Of courge it would, but is anvbody suggest-
ing this ought to be done? Members should
natice that the State Electricity Comimnis-
gion puts in the word “if.” I eould think
of a lot of things to put in on a suppositi-
ticus basis, but they are quite irrelevant
to this matter. The local authority will
pay for the street lighting. If the change
is made, there is no suggestion that there
will be no imposition whatever on the
S.E.C., cr that it will be completely relieveqd
of having to meet the cost of the overhead
mains where a developer is agreeable to
meef, the difference in cost hetween the
installation of an underground main as
against an overhead main.

The answer goes on with more delightful
impertinence and the commission, through
the Minister, says—

Any available capital can be

beiter utilised in overcoming the

shortage of housing and other

essential community requirements.
I think that is lovely! A developer seeks
to do certain things on his estate to make
it more attractive and to provide more
amenities for the people for good and suf-
ficient reasons, and the State Electricity
Commission says that the capital re-
sources of that developer should not be
spent in that way because, in its opinion,
the money would be better used in over-
coming the shortage of housing and other
essential community requirements. ‘This
certainly necessifates examination and
action ¢n the part of the Government. I
sineerely hope it will be stirred into action
and that something conerete will result.

MR, COURT (Nedlands—Minister for
Industrial Development) (5.1 p.m.1: I do
not want to let this opportunity pass with-

October, 1967.] 1415

out expressing some views on the com-
ments that have heen made by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, because
I presume he is expressing the official
views of the State Pariiamentary Labor
Party on the situation in Vietnam. Some
of the remarks made were very extravagant
and, to say the least, express the views
held by the extreme left wing. If the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition wants
to espouse such views, that is entirely his
own affair.

Mr. Graham: Here are some more of
the tarbrush tacties you use!

Mr. COURT: However I do not want to
let this opportunity pass because if I do
there is a possibility that those who read
Hansard will note the remarks made hy
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and,
if they are not answered or commented
uwpon, will form the opinion that the views
he has expressed in this Parliament have
heen accepted. I would like to think that
at least the majority of members in this
Chamber would dissociate themselves from
such views very strongly if a vole were
to be taken on them.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
has endeavoured to blacken the name of
the United States of America. He has,
without any basis whatsoever, likened that
country to Nazi Germany. No matter
how the honourable member tries to evade
what he has said, it is clear that he said
the participation of the United States in
Viﬂtnam is akin teo the Nazi activities.

Graham: I said it was akin to the
act1v1t1es in Spain.

. COURT: Australia is an ally of the
United States, and there was a time when
a Labor Prime Minister was very pleased
to issue an invitation to the Amerieans;
in faet, he pleaded with them to come
and help this country of ours, and help
us they did.

Mr. Graham: I have noticed that the
Minister’s attitude towards the Japanese
of late is entirely different from what it
was 20 years ago.

Mr. COURT: We will deal with that too,
if the honourable member so desires. Let
us deal with this situation in its proper
worldly perspective. Some of the Euro-
pean countries in particular, which may
have refused to send troops to Vietnam,
raised no protest when the might of
America went to their aid in the post-war
period during the Berlin airlift,. Not one
of those countries put up any protest!
America offered the power that it had to
Berlin ta stave off what could have been
an invasion by the communists,

Mr. Graham: That does not justify its
intervention in Vietnam.

Mr. COURT: If the honourable member
is consistent, he would say the United
States of America had no right to be in
Eurcpe; but it had every right to be there,
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because its troops were wanted there just
as they are desperately needed in Vietham
today. I would like to feel I had some
conscience in this matter which involves
our future security. I think I can dis-
cuss matters of war with a ¢learer con-
science than that of the honourable
member,

Mr. Graham: In what way? I would like
you to be more specific.

Mr. Bovell: Because he has had some
experience of it.

Mr. Jamieson: What would you know
about it?

Mr, Bovell: A lot more than you!

Mr. Graham: Let the Minister look after
Esperance.

Mr. COURT: We on this side of the
House have some conscience, because the
day could come when we want the
Americans to honour their part in the
Anzus Pact.

Mr., Graham: You cannot talk about a
conscience!

Mr. COURT: Does the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition say that Australians are
wrong in being a party to this and one
or two cther pacts which mean so much
to our security, and as a result of which we
can sleep easy at night? If he does disagree
with that, and believes that the Americans
should not be in Vietham, and that we
should not be in Vietham with them, he is
saying that we should break the Anzus
Pact.

Mr. Graham: Who said anything of the
sort? -

Mr. Jamieson: Your style is that you are
more likely to send your dog than to go
yourself.

Mr. COURT: The interjections from the
back benches only confirm my view—

Mr. Graham: Don't the people of the
United Nations Organisation know what
they are doing in handling this?

Mr. COURT: 1 can only assume from
the viclent reaction from the other side
thet the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
was, in fact, expressing the official view
of the Staie Parliamentary Labor Party
on this gquestion.

Mr. Graham: He was expressing a view
that is world-wide.

Mr. COURT: If he was not, it is up to
his leader to deny it. The fact that the
remarks made by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition in this Chamber have been
recorded leads me to say that I hope there
is a majority of members who do not agree
with the vicws he has expressed.

If again we put this matter in its proper
perspective and consider the invasion of
Malaysia by the terrorists, does the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition say that Britain,
Australia, New Zealand, the Ghurkas, and
other troops should not have been there
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to assist Malaysia to get rid of the ter-
rorists who were trying to overrun that
country? The same principle applies in
Vietnam. U.S. and other troops are there
in an endeavour to prevent the communists
from overrunning Vietnam and other
countries, and with the possibility of their
eventually spreading to Australia, At the
time Vietham was tragically weak, both
politically and in every other way.

In going to the aid of Malaysia, Aus-
tralia at that time was assisting the
British troops in trying to put down the
terrorists. “Terrorists” were the same for
all political purposes as “Viet Cong.” The
Deputy leader of the Opposition has
quoted Britain as being one of the
countries opposed to participation in
South Vietnam. My understanding of
the position is that the British Govern-
ment is supperting the policy of the United
States of America—although I notice in
recent days the PBritish Government has
had some troubie with some of its mem-
bers. Officially, however, the Prime Min-
jster of Britain is supporting the American
stand in Vietnam. This does not imply
he is not endeavouring to do his best to
find a peaceful solution, but officially he
is supporting the poliecy of America, be-
cause he knows in his heart that if the
Americans do not stay there the country
will be overrun by communists.

Then we come further down the list to
Indonesia. Were Britain, Australia and,
New Zealand wrong in sending their
troops, together with the Ghurkas and
others, to help Malaysians protect them-
selves from Indonesia? Were they wrong?
Were we wrong? Were all the other
countries wrong? If we had not stepped
in then it would have been only a
matter of a short time when a very weak
country would have been overrun, and
eventually Australia would have heen en-
dangered. There is a simple philosophy in
this matter: the defence of Australia. It
is not new, and it is not smart or clever.
It is just good commonsense.

Mr. Bickerton: I think Harold wiil take
you spearfishing with him.

Mr. COURT: I think the honourable
member, in his own mind. strongly sup-
ports the views held by the Government.

Mr. Bickerton: Do you speak for your-
self or on behalf of the coalition Govern-
ment?

Mr., COURT: I would make s0 bold as
to say that the majority of this Parlia-
ment would support what the Common-
wealth Government is deing in honouring
its word by trying to keep Australia safe,
and also by doing what the great majority
of Australians voted for at the last general
election. What more democratic way is
there to ascertain the views of Australians
as a whole?

Mr. Graham: Why not send the mem-
bers of the Young Liberal League over
there if they are so keen? Why are they
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not volunteering in their thousands? It
is because they know what they are doing.

Mr. Jamieson: It seems you are capahle
of sending only your dog there; you will
not go yourself.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crom-
melin) : Order! I would ask the member for
Beeloo to refrain from interjecting to such
an extent.

Mr. COURT: Thank you for your in-
tervention, Mr. Deputy Chairman. I
thought the member for Beeloo had
started to play the bhagpipes, and had
learned to play in on the draw, and play
out on the blow.

Mr. Graham: I wonder whether the Dep-
uty Chairman (Mr. Crommelin) is still
interested in Vietnam’s connection with
the Loan Estimates.

Mr. COURT: I am answering the com-
ments made by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition on the same grounds as he put
forward; and, if you will permit me, Mr.
Deputy Chairman, I propose before I fin-
-ish to tell you why the war in Vietnam
has not affected our loan funds. I want
to make one final point on this question
of Vietham.

We have had a policy of trying to keep
Australia safe by meeting our commit-
ments outside our shores; when the enemy
gets to our shores it will be too late, owing
to the peculiarity of this country's geo-
graphy and the immensity of its size.

Mr. Fletcher: Which enemy?

Mr. COURT: 1t all depends on whom the
honourable member calls an enemy. I re-
gard the communists as & real enemy and
a very real threat to our couniry; and
if members opposite do not, then we have
no threat.

Mr. Jamieson: Which enemy do you
expect will come here? Which one? Tell
us.

Mr. Graham: You are suffering from
nightmares.

Mr. Jamieson: Go on; tell us.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crom-
melin): Order!

Mr. Jamieson: Oh, rubbish; it is com-
plete rubbish!

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Is the hon-
ourable member implying that what I am
saying is rubbish, when I ask him to keep
order?

Mr. Jamieson: Ask the Minister to talk
sense.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I
will ask the member for Beeloo to keep
order,

Mr. Jamieson: Make him talk sense, in-
stead of rubbish.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. Hawke: Listen to all the hawks on
the Government side.

Mr. COURT: It is just as well that I
rose to speak on this issue, because I
really wanted to find out the views of
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certain members on the other side of the
House, We have certainly found out what
they are.

Mr, Jamieson: We could have told you
privately. We have nothing to hide; we
have no shame,

Mr, COURT: Might I now come to the
main point I wanted to make; namely,
that beeause of its huge size, its small
population, and its comparatively small
development as compared with other
countries, the only way that Australia can
defend itself is to make sure that through
alliances she will be able to call on her
strong friends in times of need. In the
meantime Australia tries to meet her com-
mitments in respect of alliances and tries
to keep the potential threat of the enemy
away from her shores.

It is not very different from the basie
precaution of trying to fight a fire three
or four farms away in the hope that it
never reaches one’s owh farm.

Mr, Jamiesonn: Who is this “we”? 1
suppose it is the poor devils whom you
are sending to Vietnam. You are not
doing very much aboui it. It does not
cost you a penny.

Mr, COURT: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition said that our Loan Estimates
were reduced because of the South
Vietnam war. Might I remind him that
the amount we are getting 1s higher than
it has ever heen. ;

b Mr. Graham: Mot as high as it should

e,

Mr. COURT: T would alsp point out that
the method of determining loan funds has
not been altered one iota.

Mr. Graham: Because it cannot be.

Mr. COURT: I would glso point out
that most of the commitments of the
war are being met by the Commonwealth
out of revenue, Accordingly, so far as the
State Parliament is concerned, that com-
pletely debunks the argument the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition put forward—

Mr. Graham: Oh no, it does not.

Mr. COURT: —when he discussed this
extraordinary subject, under t{he .Loan
Estimates. There is just one final word
I would like to say. I want to take this
opportunity to make sure that I am
personally dissociated from the comments
of the member for Fremantle—comments
which were made while he was represent-
ing the Commonwealth Parliamentary
Association abroad.

He gave us his report and, to his credit,
he had it recorded in Haensard so that we
may know what was said. By interjection,
however, I tried %0 indicate that X, for
one, was net in accord with his views,
and I personally deplore the faet that the
membeyr for Fremantle should have used
that occasion to put over this comment
while implying that it came from Western
Australia.
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Mr. Fletcher:
that clear.

Mr. COURT: That was certainly implied,
and it was the inference that could be
drawn from the Press article.

Mr. Jamieson: They also get some from
¥ou.

Mr. COURT: :t is with regret that some
of us on this side of the House—in fact
I would say all of us on this side of the
House—listened to what the honourable
member had to say; and we certainly do
not support the views put forward at the
CP.A. conference by the member for
Fremantle.

Mr. Graham: You are just little “Yes"”
men for the U.S.A.

Vote put and passed.

Vaotes: State Electricity Commission,
$2,750,000; Public Works, $24,548,814:
North-West, $3,662,186; Metropolitan
Water Supply, Sewerage and Drainage,
$6,590,000; Mines, $178,000; Housing, $2,-
640,000; Agriculture, $625,000; Forests,
$400,000; Fisheries, $66,000; Government
Printing Office, $80,000; Industrial De-
velopment, $300,000; Other State Under-
takings, $3,587,000; Sundries, $1,173,000—
put and passed.

This concluded the Loan Estimates for
the year,

No; I did not. I made

Report

Resolutions reported and the

report
adopted.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE

MR. BRAND (Greenough—Premier)
[5.18 p.m.1: T move—

That the House do now adjourn,
Mr. Jamieson: Have you had enough for
one day?

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member must keep quiet while I am on my
feet. The Speaker has not left the Chair
until he has left the Chamber.

@Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 5.19 p.m.

Legislative Tmnril

Tuesday, the 17th October, 1967

The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C.
Diver) took the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and
read prayers.

AUDITOR-GENERAL’S REFORT
Tabling

THE PRESIDENT: I have received from
the Auditor-General a copy of his report
on the Treasurer’s statement of the Public
Accounts for the financial year ended the
30th June, 1967. It will be laid on the
Table of the House.

[COUNCIL.]

TERTIARY EDUCATION COMMITTEE
Tabling of Report

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (Naorth
Metropolitan—Minister for Mines) [(4.36
pm.i: I have two copies of the re-
port of the Tertiary Education Committee,
headed by Sir Lawrence Jackson. Fifty
copies have been printed, and the Govern-
ment has arranged for the type to remain
set. If any individual member would like
a copy of the report for his own use, a
copy will be despatched to him if he con-
tacts the Under Secrefary, Premier's De-
partment.

The reports were tabled.

QUESTIONS (4): ON NOTICE

RESEARCH STATIONS

Ezxperimental Plots South of
Johnston Lakes

1. The Hon. R. H. C. STUBBS asked the
Minister for Mines:
In reference to the experimental
plots south of Johnston Lakes
to test the suitability of areas for
agriculture—
(a) how many plots will be used?
(o) how many acres will comprise
each plot?
what types of cereals and
pastures will be subject to
experimentation?
will they be the responsibility
of the Salmon Gums Re-
search Station?
(e) is it intended to fence the
area before experimentation
commences?

(o)

()

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH replied:

{(a) Two sites, one situated on heavy
land and the other on sandplain,
three miles apart, have been se-
lected.

The heavy land site will be 39
acres while the area of the sand-
plain site will be 80 to 100 acres.
Severa! wheat, oats, and barley
varieties will be tested. Pastures
tested will inelude a range of sub-
terranean clovers, annual medics,
rose clovers, cupped clovers, ser-
radellas, lupins, and various other
annual clovers.

Responsibility for planning and
executing the programme rests
with plant research division of-
ficers, and advisers of the wheat
and sheep division stationed in
Esperance, South Perth, and Lake
Grace. The assistance of Salmon
Gums Research Station personnel
will be required from time to time.
Yes.

(b)

()

{d)

(e)



