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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

TRAFFIC.
Census at Leede,-vifle.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Local Govern-
ment:

Has he any record of any traffic census
taken in Leederville? If so-

(a) at what sites;
(b) at what dates, time of day and day

of week;
(c) what figures were obtained?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT re-
plied:

Yes.
(a) Ci) Oxford-st., near the State

school.
(it) Cambridge-st., east of Kerr-

St.

(iW) Loftus st., opposite Ermer-
son-st.

(iv) Loftus-at., at intersection
with Bourke-st.

(v) Lof tus-st., at intersection
with Vincent-st.

(b) WI Monday, the 22nd February,
1954,

(ii) Tuesday, the 23rd February,
1954.

(Wi) Monday. the 22nd February,
1954.

(lv) Wednesday, the 17th August;
1955.

(v) Wednesday, the 17th August,
1955.

All of these were continuous 12-
hour counts from 7 a.m. to 7 p.m.

(c) The total counts over the 12 hours
were:-

(i) 2,7.11 vehicles towards the
city.

2.978 vehicles outwards from
the city.

(ii) 2,021 vehicles towards the
the city.

1,660 vehicles outward from
the city.

ili) 1,939 vehicles towards the
city.

1,737 vehicles outward from
the city.

(iv) (a) south of intersection-
1,925 vehicles towards

the city.
1,971 vehicles outward

from the city.
(b) in Bourke-st., west of.

intersection-
333 vehicles moving west.
341 vehicles moving east.

(v) (a) north of intersection-
2,173 vehicles towards

the city.
2,141 vehicles outward

from the city.
(b) in Vincent-st., west of

intersection-
827 vehicles moving east.
906 vehicles moving west.

Pedal cycles were not included in any of
these counts.

COMMITTAL FOR THEFT.
Case of Morris.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister for
Justice:

(1) Was a person named Morris com-
mitted for trial for stealing in about June
of this year? If so, on what date?

(2) Has the case been heard? If so, in
what court, and with what result?

(3) If not, why not?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Yes, on the 6th May and 26th May,

1955.
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(2) The cases have not been heard.
(3) Morris was committed for trial on

the complaint and prosecution of a private
person. The police had refused either to
make a complaint or to conduct the prose-
cution.

The private prosecutor has not applied
for leave to present any information under
Section '720 of the Criminal Code.

on the advice of the law officers, no
indictment has been presented by the
Crown and in order not to hinder the pri-
vate prosecutor in his application for leave
under Section '720 of the Criminal Code, no
nolle prosequi has been entered by the
Crown.

PERTH CITY COUNCIL.
Proposed Loan for Access Way.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Local Gov-
ernment:

(1) Has his department particulars of
the works for which the City of Perth
proposes to borrow E50,000--(access
way) ?

(2) Havd4 his officers taken steps to
check the probable cost of the work and
r-esumptions?

(3) If so, what is the estimate of the
cost of the work and resumptions?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied:

(1) The Perth City Council submitted
plans for the proposed works to the Min-
ister for Local Government through the
Department of Local Government.

(2) and (3). The Department of Local
Government has no responsibility so far
as the cost of works and resumption in-
cluded in loans is concerned.

HOUSING.
(a) Removals from Evictee Camps.

Myr. WILD asked the Minister for
Housing:

(1) From what evictee housing camps
is it intended to move the residents to
other State Housing Commission accom-
modation?

(2) Has such movement already com-
menced and how many have been ef-
fected?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Aliawah Grove.

Hilton Park East.
Leighton.
Naval Base.
Vale Park.
Wembley.

(2) Yes, 17 families.

(bt) Expenditure on Water Supply.
Brentwood.

Mr. WILD asked the Minister for Water
Supplies:

(1) What amount of money has already
been spent on the provision of water sup-
plies for the new housing estate at Brent-
wood?

(2) How much is it intended to spend on
the project this financial year?

The MINISTER replied:
fl) £29,000.
(2) £8,000.
(c) Negotiations for Land Purchase,

Brentwood.
Mr. WILD asked the Minister for Hous-

(1) On what date were negotiations
commenced for the purchase of the land
for the new Brentwood housing estate?

(2) On what date was the deal finalised?
(3) From whom was the Brentwood

estate purchased?
(4) What is the distance to Brentwocd

from-
(a) Fremantle;
(b) Perth?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) The 6th January, 1950.
(2) Not yet finalised.
(3) The executors of the estate of John

Bateman.
(4) (a) and (b) Both within a radius

of six miles.

FIRE BRIGADES BOARD.
Local Authorities' Contributions.

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN asked the Minister
representing the Chief Secretary:

What were the amounts contributed to
the revenue of the Fire Brigades Board by
each of the local governing authorities
within the Metropolitan Fire District dur-
ing the year 1954 and the current year?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING re-
plied'.

The Particulars are as follow:-
Municilpaities.

Claremont
Cottele.
East Fremantle .

Fremantle City -

Ouildford.
Midland Junction
Niorth Fremantle
Perth City
Subiaco.....

Road Boards.
Bassendean
Bayswater
Belmont Park
Canning. ...
Melville ... ..
Mmsmax Park
Mundaring
2edands -.

Perth
South Perth
Swan

Year ended
30-g-1954.
$ a. d.
984 5 8

1,044 10 4
822 0 8

2,882 15 8
340 0 4
882 2 8
472 5 4

23,787 0 8
2,020 4 4

Year ended

1,422 9 4
999 11 0
802 2 4

2,803 14 8
s09 1is
585 1 0
436 5 4

23,817 13 0
1,880 9 8

0
4

4
0

4
a
0
4

55L. 13 4 927 18
1,000 13 0 1,135 11
1.005 is 8 1,895 7

983 1 4 1,084 18
1,657 1 4 3,165 5

607 18 0 574 7
170 1 £ 188 7

2,233 15 0 3,559 6
259 188 240 8

51299 7 8 6,781 4
2,101 13 8 3,358 9

259 2 10 280 15
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ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES.
(a) Extension to Dwellingup.

Hon. Sir ROSS MCLARTY asked the
Minister for Works;

(1) in view of the centralising of timber
milling at Owellingup, is it the intention
of the State Electricity Commission to
extend electricity to that district?

(2) If not, what are the reasns?
The MINISTER replied:
(1) Yes, but it cannot be contemplated

until further development in connection
with the South-West power scheme makes
it technically possible.

(2) Answered by No. (1).
(b) Tenders for Bunbury Installation.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON asked the Min-
ister for Works:

(1) In view of the fact that the suc-
cessful tenderer's figure for the lighting
and small power installation for the Bun-
bury generating station 'was £4,925 and the
lowest tender was £4,377, will he inform
the House of the reasons for the accept-
ance of the higher figure?

(2) Row long has the successful teniderer,
in this case, been operating?

(3) In view of the importance of this
matter as far as genuine competitive ten-
ders are concerned, can it be taken as
understood in the future that the lowest
tender will be accepted unless there is
some good and valid reason for its re-
jection?

(4) In order that the benefits of real
and competitive tendering may be
achieved, will he give an assurance that,
'when lower tenders are rejected and firms
request the reason for their rejection, in
the future such reasons will be given so
that firms may be able, for instance, to
adjust their standards?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) The reason was that work of a

similar type which had been done on an
earlier contract by the lowest tenderer had
been unduly prolonged, causing undue
bother and extra costs.

(2) About 18 months.
(3) Yes. This is the standard policy of

the commission and of the Government
Tender Board.

(4) The Government Tender Board de-
tbides whether reasons should be given
for the rejection of tenders. In cases such
as this, which -rarely occur, the commis-
sion would be happy to help contractors to
adjust their standards.

EASTERN SUBURBS.
(a) Definition of Boundaries.

Mr. JAMIESON asked the Minister for
Lands:,

As there has been much confusion of
late in the eastern suburbs as to the vari-
ous district names, and boundaries thereof,

would he request the Nomenclature Com-
mittee to make a public statement defin-
ing such districts?

The MINISTER replied,.
Yes; action will be taken immediately.

(b) Facilities for Transaction of Public
Business.

Mr. BRADY asked the Minister for
Works:

In view of the growth in population
end industrial expansion of the suburbs
north of Bayswater, i.e., Bassendean,
Guildford, Midland Junction, Bellevue, will
he consider the establishing of a Public
Works building and arrange staff, to deal
with water supply, sewerage and similar
matters, to avoid the necessity of residents
having to travel to the city?

The MINISTER replied:
A weekly local office day for the receipt

of revenue and attention to inquiries has
been established at Midland Junction for
many years.

However, the practicability of establish-
ing a full time branch office will be in-
vestigated.

EDUCATION.
(a) School Bus Costs mnd Revenue

Expenditure.
Hon. A. F. WATTS asked the Minister

for Education:
(1) What was the annual total cost of

school omnibuses for each of the financial
years 1952-53, 1953-54, and 1954-55?

(2) What was the expenditure from rev-
enue on education for each of the same
financial years (excluding university
grants) and what percentage of total
State revenue did such expenditure repre-
sent in each year?

The MINISTER replied:
The details are-

(1.) Expenditure on bus contracts-

2052-53
1953-64
1954-55

(2.) Total
Expenditure

from
Education

vote.
I

195-5 4,342,770
1953-54 .... 4.703,563
1954-55 .... 5,546,234

Total
state

Revenue.

F
38,a84 ,236
43,145,840
45,719,848

630,5S43 14 8g
711,259 7 3
747,737 2 10

]Percentage of'

Expenditure
to Total

State Revenue.

10-901
12' 130

(b3) Bus Service for Koongamia Children.

Mr. BRADY asked the Minister for
Education:

Pending the building of a new school
at IKoongamia (Greenmount Reserve 2101),
will the Education Department arrange to
pick up by bus children obliged to walk to
Bellevue and Midland Junction schools?
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The MINISTER replied;,
it is not the policy of the Education

Department to provide transport for child-
ren who reside within the compulsory
radius of a school.

All children residing at Koongamia re-
side within the compulsory radius of either
the Bellevue primary school or the Mid-
land Junction High School and are not,
therefore, entitled to free transport.

The Education Department has made
representations to the bus company
operating in the district to provide a
service for schoolchildren resident on the
Koongamia Estate but no finality has yet
been reached.

RAILWAYS.
Rumoured Extension, Ongerup-Eastwards.

Hon. A. F. WATTS asked the Minister
for Railways:

(1) Is any consideration being given to
any proposal to extend the railway east
of Ongerup?

(2) If so, will he make a definite state-
ment of the department's intentions in
this matter, as other proposals for road
improvement, bulk handling, etc., east of
Ongerup, cannot be pressed while a rumour
of railway extension persists?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) and (2) The prospect of extending

the railway east of Ongerup is at present
under examination by the Railway Depart-
ment and it is expected a report of their
investigations will shortly be submitted to
the Government.

LOAN FUNDS.
State Indebtedness, 1947-54.

Mr. YATES asked the Treasurer:
What was the State's loan indebtedness

in the following years:-
1947; 1948; 1949; 1950; 1951; 1952;

1953; and 1954?
The MINISTER FOR WORKS (for the

Treasurer) replied:

1947
1948
1949
1950
1951
1952
1953
1954

98.457,017
100,120.245
103,625,92 1
109.479.182
123,178,420
137.965,218
152,141,493
165,371,704

BETTING CONTROL BOARD.
Licence for Mt. Barker.

Hon. A. F. WAITS asked the Minister
for Police:

(1) Has the Betting Control Board yet
decided on a betting shop licence at Mt.
Barker?

(2) If so, who is the licensee?

(3) If not, when will a decision b
reached and what is the reason for the
delay?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) No.
(2) Answered by No. (1).
(3) A decision will probably be reached

next week. Only on the 8th instant had
one applicant indicated that his proposed
premises are now available to him. Other
applications have been received from Mt.
Barker, the inquiries on another one of
which have only just been completed.
There has been no undue delay in this
matter.

MOOLA BULLA CATTLE STATION.
Care of Natives.

Mr. COURT asked the Minister for
Native Welfare:

(1) Before tenders for the purchase of
Moola Hulla were accepted, concurrently
therewith or subsequent thereto, was any
approach made to the Government or the
department, for the natives at Moola
Bulla to be taken care of by a church
mission or other such body?

(2) If so, what was the nature, and
what was the decision in respect of such
offer?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) The Presbyterian Board of Missions

made an approach to take over Moola
Etalla native station as a mission some
years ago , but this was rejected in favour
of assisting them to establish Wotjulum
mission at Yampi Sound.

Subsequent to the acceptance of tenders
the Australian Board of Missions ap-
preached the successful tenderer regard-
ing the establishment of a mission at
Moola Bulla and the Commissioner of
Native Welfare was invited to take part
in the preliminary discussion. He de-
clined on the ground that he would be
unable to commit the Government and
that the board would be better advised
to complete its negotiations with the
tenderer and then submit a definite pro-
posal to the department for consideration
by the Government.

No such proposal or formal application
to establish a mission at Moola Bulls, has
been received by the department.

(2) Answered by No. (1).

BILLS (3-FIRST READING.
1, Licensing Act Amendment (No. 1).

Introduced by Mr. Ross Hutchinson.
2. Administration Act Amendment,
3. Trustees Act Amendment.

Introduced by Mr. Oldfield.
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MOTION-BETTING CONTROL ACT.
To Disallow Restriction on Operations

Regulation.
MR. HEARMAN (Blackwood) (4.50]: 1

move-
That regulation No. 31 made under

the Betting Control Act, 1955, pub-
lished in the "Government Gazette"
on the 6th May, 1955, and laid upon
the Table of the House on the 9th
August, 1955, be and is hereby dis-
allowed.

In doing so, the arguments that I ad-
vance are exactly the same as those which
I put forward last week in connection
with regulation No. 24. In this instance,
regulation No. 31 reads as follows:-

A licence authorises the holder of
it to do only such acts and to do them
only at such times and places and in
such circumstances as are specifically
stated in these regulations or as are
specified in the licence itself, and
authorises the bolder only to do any
of the acts while he is doing it in
accordance with the regulations.

This regulation applies to the registra-
tion of premises and, as I have said, my
objection to it is exactly the same as the
objection I had to regulation No. 24. it
is unfortunate that I have to move this
motion before I have heard the Minister's
reply to my previous motion which
I moved last week and which today is
placed further dlown the notice paper.

Briefly recapitulating my previous re-
marks, I say that the regulations do not
make quite clear the terms and condi-
tions that are to be imposed on licences
of premises, and all I am asking is that
the Betting Control Board shall advise
Parliament what those terms and condi-
tions are. It might be necessary for Par-
liament to give statutory authority to a
body such as the Betting Control Board
to draw up regulations, but I think that
at least those regulations should be quite
clear and we should be fully acquainted
with the policy of the board. It seems
to me that these regulations refer
to terms and conditions without giving
us any indication of what they are, and
that is something to which Parliament
should object.

My motion should not necessarily be
taken as criticism of the board, because,
if eventually it makes the position clear
to us, we may be quite in accordance
with its ideas. It is purely a question of
the board not telling Parliament where
it stands in this matter. If the board
continued along this line of action, it
would develop Into a sort of Pooh Bah,
and we would not know what it was do-
ing or why. The motion is merely re-
questing the board to tell us what it is
doing in regard to these regulations.

On motion by the Minister for Police.
debate adjourned.

MOTION-BETTING CONTROL ACT.
To Disallow Refusal of Li cences and

Restriction to Males Regulation.
Debate resumed from the 31st August

on the folowing motion by Mr. Yates:-
That regulations Nos. 20 and 32

made under the Betting Control Act,
1954, published in the "Government
Gazette" on the 6th May. 1955, and
laid upon the Table of the House on
the 9th August, 1955, be and are
hereby disallowed,

THE MINISTER FOR POLICE (Hon.
H. Styants-Kalgoorlie) 14.541: The pro-
posal contained in this-and in the previous
motion is, in the first place, to disallow
regulation No. 20 and regulation No. 32,
which are closely related. As I have en-
deavoured to point out to members of this
House and to the public of this State, per
medium of the Press, the control of bet-
ting in Western Australia is an experiment.
It is quite likely that, as a result of ex-
perience, it will be necessary to alter a
number of regulations and also our pre-
conceived ideas on the question. It is an
experiment that is being watched by all
mainland States in Australia.

S.p. betting, of course, has been legal-
ised in Tasmania for 22 or 23 years, and
that State already has experience of such
legislation, but we are endeavouring to
effect an improvement. However, we find
that, in spite of the intricate nature of
the task that confronted the Betting Con-
trol Board and the Crown Law officers in
drawing up regulations that would cover
every phase and angle of the matter,
within a few days of the proclamation of
the Act, members of Parliament are mov-
ing to disallow certain regulations, even
before they have been given a reasonable
trial.

The very fact that only about four regu-
lations out of a hundred have been chal-
lenged is a tribute to the hoard and the
Crown Law Department in their endeavour,
and the job they have already performed,
to draft regulations that will cover all the
ramifications of off-course betting. From
what I have seen of the shops themselves
and of the offices at the back of the
premises, I amr satisfied that off-course
betting is a real science. As I have said,
it will probably be necessary to draft other
regulations and amend the existing ones
which, in course of time, will be found
not to be suitable to meet the require-
mnents of off-course betting.

The effect of paragraph (1) of regula-
tion No. 20 is that the board may, in its
discretion, refuse to grant a licence either
for betting premises or to a bookmaker
and that it shall not necessarily be com-
pelled to give a reason for such refusal.
I know that the hon. member does not
intend to throw a spanner into the work-
ing of this legislation because last year,
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when the measure was before the House,
he indicated that he was concerned with
placing off-course betting on a higher
plane than that which operated in this
State before the legislation was passed,
and in other Australian States. The hon.
member does not question the authority
of the board to refuse a licence to a book-
maker or for the registration of betting
premises. The question he does raise is
whether it should be necessary for the
board to notify either the owner of the
Premises or the person who applies for
the bookmaker's licence the reasons why
the licence was not granted.

Under the Act, the board is charged to
grant licences and to register premises
commensurate with the reasonable require-
ments of the betting public and bearing in
mind the general interests of the com-
munity. If both these requirements have
been fulfilled by the board, it could, within
its powers, refuse to licence either any more
bookmakers or further betting premises.
Even if the community is not adequately
served, the board can refuse to register
premises because of their unsuitability for
betting. That is one of the requirements
the board has insisted on, namely, that
premises should be of a high standard.

I am particularly pleased with the
licensed betting premises that have already
been provided. Following my visit to Tas-
mania and the resultant interview with
the chairman of the Racing Commission
in that State, I ascertained that one of
the weaknesses there was the poor stan-
dard of premises that had been provided,
and, although the then chairman of the
Racing Commission had been appointed
only for a short time, he had already
given notice that the premises had to be
improved. So there is no question of the
board being censured for authorising these
things.

We come to the real crux of the hon.
member's motion and that is that, after
having refused a bookmaker a licence, the
board should notify him of the reasons
for the refusal. I point out to the hon.
member that he will not achieve his objec-
tive If he persists with his motion and
is successful in having the regulation dis-
allowed because the Act gives the board
power to refuse a, licence but there is no
direction given to it that it shall supply
the reasons for such refusal, Thus, if the
regulation is cancelled there will still be
no direction to the board to give its rea-
sons, unless another regulation were to be
brought down. That would be unlikely.

Mr. Yates: The Act could be amended
to embody the regulation.

The MINISTER .FOR POLICE: That
could be done but I hope the House will
not agree to the disallowance of the regula-
tions. I do not think any good purposes
will be Served and there is no need for it.

Mr. Yates: Why do you not think that
an applicant should be given the reason
for refusal?

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: There
might be many reasons. The applicant
might have a police record.

Mr. Yates: Then he should be told.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: Why?
He knows he has a police record and that
he cannot get a licence for that reason.
Why should the board have to write and
tell him? He knows very well why he
has not been granted a licence.

Mr. Hearinan: Is it the position that an
applicant who has a police record will not
get a licence?

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: I will not
say that applies in all cases.

Hon. A. F. Watts: How would an appli-
cant know if it does not apply in all cases?

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: I do not
know what the member for Moore would
do; he would carry his vindictiveness to
any extent. if an applicant committed a
misdemeanour 25 years ago and has a
police record but has lived a straight
life since, why should this be held against
him? Is he not to be given the opportunity
of making good? After all, he has paid
his debt to society. This House was
adamant that the Minister should have
nothing to do with the issue, renewal or
cancellation of licences for bookmakers or
f or premises, and I have rigidly adhered
to that. I do not want to be mixed up in
it. It is the sole prerogative of the board
to carry out those functions, and it has
done so.

Except for the few cases which have
been queried here and brought to my notice
by members of Parliament, I have no
knowledge of the manner of issuing
licences for bookmakers or for premises,
and I do not intend to be involved in it
either. Even if the regulations are dis-
allowed, the board will not be compelled
to give a reason, and I do not know of
any logical ground why it should be com-
pelled to do so. What a reply by the board
would possibly do would be to set up a
chain of correspondence. If the board
wrote to an applicant for a licence for
premises or for bookmaking, setting out
the reason for refusal to grant such a li-
cence, saying that he was not suitable or
the premises were defective, there would
be a reply and a contention by the appli-
cant that he should get a licence and his
premises were all right. This would mean
additional staff being engaged by the board.

Mr. Yates: That is the democratic right
of every citizen.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: I do not
think it is a democratic right. I do not
think there is any necessity to give a
reason.

Mr. Yates: There should be.
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The MINISTER FOR POLICE: I dis-
agree. The hon. member suggested that
if a reason were given, it would stop a lot
of talk. of course, I realise there has
been a lot of talk outside about this matter.
I have had cases investigated in which
talk was going on, and in not one In-
stance has there been any vestige of
truth in the allegations. I have a great
deal of sympathy for a number of ap-
plicants who missed out on licences.
It was well known that there were too
many people carrying on the illegal
calling of off-course bookmaking.

It was, of course, evident that quite a
number of applicants would not be granted
licences, and some of them were men
around 60 years of age who had made off -
course bookmaking their means of liveli-
hood for some 20 or 30 years. They were
too old to take up other occupations and
found it very hard, but there was no need
for them to have gone around making
insinuations about the honesty of the
board. Such action will not help them as
far as the board is concerned. The pres-
tige and honesty of the chairman of the
board is acknowledged by all in this State.
It was very difficult to get him to take
on the job.

People who infer that graft is paid,' or
subterfuge is adopted, in order to get prem-
ises or bookmakers licensed, are unpopular
with the general public. As far as talk is
concerned, if I were to believe all I heard
about the mover of this motion, I would
have need to carry a machinegun with
rue if I spoke to him after dark. I know
different: I know he is an honest and a
reliable person. I have no objection at all
to his ventilating his grievance with the
regulation, but I do not think it is neces-
sary for the board to give a reason. If
the refusal is on purely personal grounds,
it could possibly be given, but the informa-
tion would not be any news to the appli-
cant.

I have in mind two or three persons
who have not been issued a licence purely
for personal reasons. It would be no news to
them to be told those reasons and It should
not be necessary for the board to engage
typists and clerks to write to applicants
telling them why they did not get licences.
If the board decides that premises are
not suitable, that should be the final de-
cision. The business of the board is closely
related to horseracing.

In horseracing, if the Western Australian
Turf Club decides not to give a reason
for refusing to issue or renew a book-
maker's licence, it does not have to give
any personal explanation, or any explana-
tion at all. I cannot agee to the motion
and I hope the House will not disallow
the regulations. No good purpose will be
served. All it would do would be to create
a tremendous amount of clerical work and
bring about an endless chain of corres-
pondence between the board and appli-
cants.

Mr. Bovell: Do you not consider that
it would be advisable to let those appli-
cants, who have been engaged as starting-
price bookmakers and been refused a li-
cence, have some indication as to why
they were not granted licences?

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: No. I
see no obligation on the part of the board
to do this. Where four illegal s.p. book-
makers operated around one hotel in the
metropolitan area, was it necessary when
only one of them was granted a. licence
for the board to write to the other three
telling them the reason why they were
not granted a licence? Of course, there
was not the legitimate business for four
operators. They know just as well as the
board why they were not granted a licence.
If a reason were given there would be
endless arguments that one applicant was
more entitled to a licence than another.
Under those circumstances it was better
to let the board be the deciding factor and
its decision be final.

Dealing with past records, it was an
understanding at the outset that convic-
tions for offences against the traffic regu-
Iations-the farcical provision in the Act
upon which offenders were prosecuted pre-
viously-were not to be regarded as
offences when an application for a licence
was considered, and such convictions have
not been held against applicants. It is
only when a serious record in respect of
a major and criminal offence is disclosed
that any consideration is given to that
aspect. but whether any application has
been rejected on that score I could not
say.

Reference has been made to paragraph
(3) of regulation No. 20 relating to the

forfeiture of application fees, when an
appliesaLion for registration as a clerk,
bookmaker or for premises is rejected by
the board. I agree that this regulation
could be dispensed with. During his
speech, the member for South Perth sug-
gested that he did not consider it was
imperative that refunds should be made
retrospective, but rather that the regula-
tion should be disallowed, and all fees
which had already been collected should
not necessarily be refunded to the ap-
plicants. He suggested that In future
where application is made for registration
of premises or for personnel connected
therewith, and is refused, the fee should
be returned. I agree with that and I am
prepared to go further.

The idea in framing a regulation to
forfeit the fee of an unsuccessful appi-
cant was to prevent the anticipated deluge
of applications that would have been made
had no penalty been imposed. If there
had not been some deterrent to prevent
people from making application, knowing
there would be no penalty by way of for-
feiture of fee, there would have been
thousands of applications. That phase of
the business has passed and I believe the
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regulation had the desired effect. I think
that applications should be confined to
genuine applicants who consider they have
a reasonably good chance and have logical
reasons for assuming they would be regis-
tered or that premises would be registered.

If the bon. member is prepared not to
press this matter I will give an assurance
that the regulation will be repealed and its
place will not be taken by another which
would give the same effect, I also give
the assurance that moneys which have
been received and forfeited to the Crown
will be refunded to applicants.

The other regulation dealt with is No.
32. which provides that bookmakers' li-
cences are to be issued only to males over
21 Years of age. When this was framed
we did not visualise what could take place
in betting shops. After personal inspec-
tion in the city, in the metropolitan area
and in the country, I think this regula-
tion can be varied without any detrimental
effect. The hon. member's main point was
that a man's wife should be permitted to
carry on the business if she were con-
sidered by him to be capable of looking
after it, and if he were away sick or went
away for any other permissible reason. I
use the expression "permissible reason"
because a man must have the permission
of the Betting Control Board before he
can absent himself from the premises.

There are a number of women who are
the wives of men who were illegal s.p.
bookmakers in the past but have now been
registered, and those women know just as
much of the business as their husbands
do. On many occasions, they used to con-
duct the business on behalf of their hus-
bands and probably did the major portion
of the work. I think that we can meet
the wishes of the hon. member in this
matter by introducing a regulation covering
that phase.

Mr. Bovell: I think you should extend it
to include any woman who was engaged
in s.p. betting prior to the passing of the
Act.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: I do not
think I would be quite prepared to do that.
However, the Government is willing to
meet the request of the member for South
Perth.

Mr. Bovell: Why would you not be pre-
pared to do what I said? On your own
argument-

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: Let the
hon. member wait a minute and I will tell
him! The hon. member is always so im-
petuous; that is the trouble. I have said
that we are prepared to meet the wishes
of the member for South Perth in regard
to permitting a wife to manage the busi-
ness and giving her access to all portions
of the betting shop and all phases of the
business. In addition, as a result of my
observations, I believe we could ease the
regulations to the extent of providing that

women over the age of 21 could be en-
gaged in the ofrhces associated with the
betting shops, attending to the accounting
machines or to the telephone, taking ordin-
ary messages or bets. They could also
be used in the shops f or the purpose of
providing refreshments for the staff.

Hon. Dame Florence Cardell-Oliver: And
they might be neglecting their homes and
children.

The MINISTER FOR. POLICE: I would
say that most likely such women would
be single and would not have homes and
children to think about. As a matter of
fact, evidently I have a much higher
opinion of the average woman than has
the hon. member. I do not believe that a
woman doing a job of that kind, or even
earning a livelihood in a grocer's shop.
would do so to the nieglect of homne and
children. I have a reverence f or our
womenfolk.

Hon. Dame Florence Cardell-Oliver: And
you will put them in betting shops and
brothels!

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: Mr.
Speaker, I would like a withdrawal of the
remark that I would put any of our women-
folk in a brothel or be a party to any such
action. I want an unqualified withdrawal
of that remark.

Mr. SPEAKER: I would ask the member
for Subiaco to withdraw the remark.

Hon. Dame Florence Cardell-Oliver: Ngo,
I will not! I am going to get out.

The Minister for Lands: You are mad!

Mr. SPEAKER: I would advise the hon.
member to withdraw.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: It was
a most insulting remark.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. memn-
ber must withdraw.

Hon. Dame Florence Cardell-Oliver:
There is only one word that the minister
asks me to withdraw. I withdraw the word
"brothel," for what it means!

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: That is
quite suitable to me. I do not think that
there should be any discrimination against
the employment of women in what is a
leg alisedi and respectable business under
this regulation.

Mr. Bovell: But you are differentiating
in cases where women have been engaged
in the industry before, inasmuch as they
are being denied the right to apply for the
purpose of continuing their activities.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: On the
basis of equality for the sexes, I would
point out that there are scores of men
who were employed in off-course book-
making, but who are not working in the
business now. I cannot see any reason for
discrimination between the sexes on this
point. Why should we say that because
a woman was employed in an s~p. shop
prior to the legalisation of s.p. betting.
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she should be employed there now, any
more than we would say that many male
bookmakers who were proprietors of shops,
and their employees should still be em-
ployed?

Mr. Bovell: I am not saying that. I
am contending that on the basis of
equality of the sexes they should have had
the right to apply, and they did not have
it.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: If the
hon. member had not been so impetuous,
he would have discovered that when I
was charged with being a procura-
tion agent for brothels, I was leading uap
to an explanation of what I was prepared
to do. I consider that there should be
no bar to women over 21 being engaged
in betting shops, except in those sections
where they would be brought into direct
contact with the clientele. I can assure
the House that that will be done.

Should the hon. member not press his
disallowance motion, we will see that the
regulation that provides only for the em-
ployment of males over 21 is repealed, and
that another is introduced within a short
time to permit the wife of a licensed
bookmaker to conduct the business and
have access to all portions of the shop
and all phiases of the business while he
is away. We will introduce a regulation
that will replace this one, so that the
application will be not merely to males
over 21 but to females, who will be per-
mitted to work in sections of the betting
premises where they will not come into
direct contact with the clientele.

I-on. Dame Florence Cardell-Oliver: Is
that the case in Tasmania? Is that done
there?

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: It is
rather a different set-up. There is no
prohibition against women taking money
in Tasmania. I think that the Minister
for Works and I saw a woman taking
money there one night. Is that not so?

The Minister for Works: I do not re-
member.

The MINISTER FOR POLIC'E: I can-
not say for certain, but I have a recollec-
tion that on a Friday night, prior to a
race meeting on the Saturday. I saw a
woman behind the counter in one of the
small suburban shops.

The Minister for Works: No; she was
going to make a bet.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: The
employees in all the other shops which
I visited were males. I do not know
whether females would have been per-
mitted to work in the offices at the back
of the shops. However, I would have a
distinct objection to the employment of a
woman taking money over -the counter
and coming into direct contact with the
clientele. As I have said, we are Pre-
Pared to bring down a regulation to pro-
vide that a licensed bookmaker's wife

may look after his business in his ab-
sence; and another to provide that women
over 21 may be engaged in activities in
betting shops which did not bring them
in direct contact with the clientele.

Mr. Bovell: Could you not include some-
thing about widows and single women so
that it would comply with the Licensing
Act in regard to the licensing of hotels?
They have to earn a living; and on the
basis of equality of the sexes, they should
be given the opportunity of holding
licences, and-

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! Surely there is
a time limit on interjections!

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: If the
hon. member would submit his suggestions
to the Betting Control Board, I have no
doubt that every consideration would be
given to them. But I think that the policy
which is usually recognised is that there
shall be no discrimination so far as the
sexes are concerned.

A question was raised as to whether the
Act in its present form--or rather the
regulations--contravened the Women's
Legal Status Act. I had a look at that
Act; and I think it would have to be
stretched to a very great extent to enable
us to say that the regulation prohibit-
ing the employment of females in betting
shops contravened the Act. I obtained
an opinion from the Crown Law Depart-
muent, which I propose to read to the
House. It is as follows:-

The Women's Legal Status Act pro-
vides that a person shall not be dis-
qualified by sex from the following:-

(a) From the exercise of any
public function.

On this point the Crown Law opinion
is:-

Neither a bookmaker nor his em-
ployee is remunerated from funds
provided by Parliament or is dis-
charging any duty which is recog-
nised as a part of the Public Serv-
ice. He is therefore not exercising
a public function.

The statement from the Crown Law De-
partment continues:-

(b) From being appointed to or hold-
ing any civil or judicial office or
post.

In my opinion the civil of-
fice or post must be one the
holder of which is remunerated
out of moneys provided by
Parliament and must involve
an appointment by an em-
ployer or appointing authority.
Therefore, in my opinion, a
bookmaker or his employee is
not a person "appointed to or
holding any civil or judicial of-
fice or post."

(c) From practice as a legal practi-
tioner or from carrying on any
other profession.
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A bookmaker in my opinion
carries on a vocation or busi-
ness but not a profession.

So the opinion of the Crown Law Depart-
ment is that the regulation does not con-
travene the Women's Legal Status Act.

I would be prepared to meet the hon.
member entirely so far as the employ-
ment of women is concerned. I might go
even a little further than he indicated.
I think he said that his main concern was
that the wife of a licensed bookmaker
should be allowed to look after the busi-
ness in her husband's absence. I would
be prepared to do away with the provi-
sion relating to the forfeiture of the
licence fee which has to accompany any
application. I would be prepared, through
the legal process, to provide for a refund
of any fees forfeited to the Crown.

The other proposal I must oppose. I
do not consider that any good purpose
would be served by making it mandatory
for the board to inform an applicant of
the reasons for his not being granted
a licence, if the board is satisfied that
there are very good reasons why such
licence should not be granted. There
may be quite a simple explanation for
the refusal. Possibly there might be suf-
ficient shops already in the locality or
something of a very personal nature
might be involved. So I could not agree
to what is suggested in that regard.

MR. HEARMAN (Blackwood) [5.30]: 1
was afraid that the Minister, when he
first started, was going to oppose every-
thing, but I am pleased that he has given
the member for South Perth a fair meas-
ure of co-operation. The question of re-
turning the fees is an important one, and
so is the matter of refusing to give reasons
for not granting an application. I would
like the Minister to have another look at
that point. I know of a man who was
an a~p. bookmaker for 17 years and has
been refused a licence. He has applied
again which means that he has had to
send in another fee of £10. It might be
that there is some blot on that man's copy
book, of which he is not aware, which
means that he will never get a licence,

Some further consideration could be
given to the question of advising people
why they are not given a licence. If that
were done it might prevent a number of
individuals from wasting time and energy
in trying to get one. I agree, as the Min-
ister has said, that the board might be
embarrassed if it had to give reasons.
Several quite suitable people might apply,
and the board might have to decide which
one of them should receive the licence.
It might not have any objections to the
others, although there might be some ob-
jection to -a particular individual which
would preclude him.

[22]

As the Minister mentioned, an applicant
might have a police record. I agree that
a police record should not be a complete
bar. In the opinion of the board a con-
viction for drunken driving might be suf-
ficient to bar a man from holding a
licence. The board might consider that
it showed an irresponsibility which made
the man unsuitable to be a licensed book-
maker. The man might not know that
that is the opinion of the board, and he
might continue to make application. It is
fair enough to allow the man to know the
reason why he is refused and so save him
the bother of making future applications.

Now that the Mlinister has agreed to
ask the board to reconsider this question
of refunding the application fees, the
matter takes on a slightly different aspect.
Until such time as this is done, it could
well be that the board is taking the money
almost under false pretences. I can quote
an instance of a man who has made two
applications, and the second one is pend-
ing. It might be that there is some ob-
jection to him so that he will never get
a licence. He might apply half-a-dozen
times without having a chance of being
considered. The board would be taking
the fee from him each time knowing full
well that he had no chance. I am pleased
that the Minister has agreed to delete that
particular regulation.

I do not quite know how this has come
about because the Minister has explained
that he has not interfered with the board
in any way, and under the Act he accepts
no responsibility in connection with licens-
ing. It appears now that he has been able
to sway the board to go part of the way
required by the member for South Perth.
I am pleased that the Minister has some
influence with the board, if not direct con-
trol.

Furthermore, the minister did say that
under the Act there was no obligation on
the board to state its reasons for ref us-
ing a licence. But that in itself does not
mean that it is not desirable that it should
do so. The Minister mentioned that there
had been certain allegations of graft and
corruption in connection with the board.
I do not suggest that there is any worth-
while evidence that anything of that
nature has occurred, but I point out that
British peoples, generally speaking, and
those who have the administration of any
law, have accepted the Idea that not only
shall justice be done, but that it shall
appear to be done.

When we get all sorts of irresponsible
statements, which can in no way be at-
tributed to the board, a situation can arise
where It appears that an injustice has
been done. For that reason I commend to
the Minister the idea that some provision
should be made whereby a man who re-
quires it shall be told the reason why he
has not been given a licence. In answer
to a question yesterday, the Minister as
good as told the member for Mt. Marshall
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that he was at liberty to tell a certain
applicant, who had been unsuccessful, why
the licence had not been granted.

I am not clear on where we stand there.
The member for Mt. Marshall was allowed
to look at the file, although it was not
tabled, and he was told by the Minister
that he could, in effect, disclose what was
on the file, or part of it, yet it is still not
public property. It does not seem to be a
completely satisfactory position. If a
member asks to see a file privately, and
is told he can disclose portion of it to
the person concerned, it seems to me It
might be much better to table the file.

The Minister for Works: And tell the
world about it.

Mr. HEARMAN: Yes.
The Minister for Works: There might be

a difference of opinion about the desir-
ability of that.

Mr. HEARMAN: If the person concerned
wants it done that way, he brings it on
himself. Either the file is confidential, or
it is not. I cannot see how a file can be
regarded as being confidential if a member
is given the right to disclose portion of
it.

The Minister for Police: What I told the
member for Mt. Marshall was that in
future the member making inquiries would
have to produce a letter from the person
concerned, otherwise he would not see the
record.

Mr. HEARMAN: That is true, but ap-
parently he is allowed to see the record
and then disclose portion of it. The Minis-
ter mighit have another look at that point.
In my opinion a file should be either con-
fidential or open. It would be preferable
if the man could write to the board and
the, board could reply giving him some in-
dication of the reason for the refusal of
his application.

The Minister for Police: He can call
on the board and be told personally, but
we do not want any more office staff.

Mr. HEARMAN: If he can do that, we
are getting somewhere.

The Minister for Police: That has always
been so.

Mr. HEARMAN: I do not know that
it has; it has certainly not been gener-
ally known because I am certain that if
it had, a great number of people would
have called at the board's office to seek
information. Under the regulation there
is no obligation on the board to disclose
the reasons at all. I think it is that regu-
tion which has discouraged many people
from going to the board; and it is the
same regulation that has led to the ir-
responsible statements reflecting on the
integrity of the boardz

Whilst everyone who has been granted
a licence might be perfectly reputable, I
know that some have made rather ir-
responsible statements. I have In mind

that one person who had never done any
s.p. bookmaking, bragged, before he was
licensed, that he would get a licence. He
got it over the heads of people who were
previously betting.

The Minister for Works: I have heard
people bragging about getting into Parlia-
ment, and they got in.

Mr. HEARMAN: That is true.
The Minister for Works: But they could

not be certain.

Mr. HEARMAN: That is so. Irrespons-
ible statements by people to the effect that
they have influence and will get a licence,
and they do get it while another man who
appears to have an equal chance does not
get it, create difficulties.

The Minister for Police: You are lust as
irresponsible for repeating them here.

Mr. HEARMAN: I do not think so. be-
cause I am pointing out that if the board
is prepared to disclose its reasons should
the applicant come along and make the re-
quest, as the Minister now tells us it will,
then we can clean the matter up. But
that has not been the position inasmuch
as the people have not known that the
board was willirig to advise them, on per-
sonal application, why their applications
were rejected. I realise also that the
board may not always be able to satisfy
everyone.

If two perfectly good men made applica-
tion, and only one licence was to be
granted, the board probably could not give
any very convincing reply to the unsuc-
cessful applicant. At the same time, I do
think that a little more information in
that direction is worth while. I have
pretty well achieved my objective now in-
asmuch as the Minister has advised us
that anyone who has been refused a licence
can apply personally to the board and
he will be given reasons for the refusal.
That brings the matter out into the open
to the extent that no one will, in the
future, be *able to say he did not know
why he did not get a licence.

The member for South Perth has per-
haps had this point clarified quite a bit
apart from the other minor victories he
may have achieved such as those in con-
nection with the employment of females
and the returning of application fees. This
does indicate the usefulness of permitting
regulations to be debated in Parliament.
Even if the motion Is not carried, it has
served its purpose. It seems to me that the
member for South Perth has won pretty
well all along the line. I have nothing
further to add.

MR. BOVELL (Vasse) [5.43]: 1 did
not support this legislation when it was
introduced, but Parliament in its wisdom
passed it and it has now become law. I
was surprised that there was discrimina-
tion in regard to sexes, and that females
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were barred. It is the general opinion of
members opposite that there should be
equality with regard to the sexes. The
regulation to which I referred by inter-
jection preventing females from applying
for licences, rather astounded me.

Women were associated with starting
Price bookmaking before this legislation
was passed, but they are denied the op-
portunity of applying for a licence. I
understand that the Licensing Act allows
single women and widows to hold a hotel
licence. I believe that a married woman
is not Permitted to hold a licence in her
own name. Although I was opposed to
the legislation, I am a law abiding citizen,
and I hope that the Licensing Act will be
perused, and that the facility which ap-
pears in it will be given to females by
the measure'now under discussion. I ask
the Minister to give consideration in that
direction and to allow equality of sexes
in this matter.

MR. JAMIESON (Canning) [5.45]:
While I have very little quarrel with the
arguments put forward by the Minister in
regard to the disallowance of any part of
regulation No. 20, 1, like the member for
Vasse, feel that there should be no dif-
ferentiation made between the sexes. It
ill behoves any authority to publish a regu-
lation which bars certain people from a
Particular avocation because of a biological
difference. It appears to me completely
unnecessary and I know that the Minister
will give the matter further consideration.
I hope that he will be sufficiently liberal
to amend that part of the regulations so
that no difference will be made between
the sexes.

Hon. L. Thorn: The Government is en-
deavouring to place women on juries.

Mr. JAMIESON: That is quite correct.
Let me hark back for a moment to the
Women's Legal Status Act passed in 1923.
I do not entirely agree with the Crown
Law opinion in regard to it. As a matter
of fact, this Act is very small and it
states'-

A person shall not be disqualified by
sex from the exercise of any public
function, or from being appointed to
or holding any civil or judicial office
or post, or from being admitted and
entitled to practise as a practitioner
within the meaning of that term in
the Legal Practitioners Act, 1893, or
from entering -or assuming or carry-
ing on any other profession, any law
or usage to the contrary notwithstand-
ing.

Crown Law opinion was such that it did
not consider bookmaking to be a profes-
sion. A quick reference to any standard
dictionary will indicate that the word
"profession" has a very wide meaning and
can cover persons receiving money from
any mode of living. I would say that if
the regulation were challenged in a court

of law, despite the Crown Law ruling, such
challenge would have a good chance of
being successful.

I think a further look should be given
to this part of the regulation and the
Minister should give consideration to plac-
ing both sexes on an equal footing in this
matter. I think that the female sex ad-
ministers the various branches of the
Liquor Act with which it is associated in
a satisfactory manner and L cannot see
any reason why, if females so desire, they
should not be permitted to obtain licences
under the Betting Control Act. I doubt
whether more than a handful of women
would be interested in taking out such
licences but even if they were prohibited
from being employees I think at least
they should be permitted to own a business.

It is a lawful type of business and I can-
not see why the Minister could not be a
little more liberal in his views on this
matter and, in fact, strike out completely
the part of the regulations to which I have
referred. It ill behoves a Government or
a Parliament, in this day and age, to dif-
ferentiate between the sexes, Particularly
when we have legislation introduced from
time to time to grant equality. I hope the
Minister will give further consideration
to the matter. As regards his other re-
marks, I think the widening of the regu-
lation will be a great improvement on the
position as it now stands.

HON. A. F. WATTS (Stirling) [5.50]:
I am glad that the Minister has agreed
to make some amendments to these regu-
lations; but even allowing for that deter-
mination. I do not think the position will
be really satisfactory after he has finished,
if I have understood aright what he pro-
poses to do. Like the member for Vasse,
as is well known, I would have preferred
not to have this legislation on the statute
book, but having it there by the express
will of Parliament in the Proper way, it
behoves us all to see that it is wisely ad-
ministered. That Is why, Whatever views
we may hold on the Principles that are
embodied in the Act, I think we are com-
pletely entitled to express our opinion on
regulations made under it.

Personally, I am not at all satisfied with
the point of view expressed by the Minister
in regard to the Women's Legal Status
Act, which has been commented on by the
member for Canning. I find myself very
much in agreement with his remarks on
that aspect. Even if the Women's Legal
Status Act does not expressly provide that
females shall not be excluded from the
right to participate in the occupation with
which these regulations deal, I am satis-
fled that any proposal which completely
debars them under any condition at all,
as these regulations do, from participation
in an occupation, is completely contrary
to the spirit, if not the letter of the Act.
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I would go a little further, too. The The Minister for Police: It was not even
Interpretation Act, which is to be found
in all volumes of our Standing Orders,
governs all Acts of Parliament and says
in Section 26--

In every Act every word of the mas-
culine gender. shall be construed as
including the feminine gender.

So I think there is ample evidence to sup-
port the contention that the Legislature,
unless It expressly makes provision to the
contrary, does not intend that there should
be any substantial bar against the par-
ticipation of both sexes in every occupa-
tion into which they can obtain admission
or for which they have the required know-
ledge or capacity.

So I suggest to the Minister that he goes
a little further than he has so far pro-
Posed and considers whether there should
be any bar at all to licences being granted
to Persons of the female sex, if they are
otherwise suited to the occupation. But
of course it would be just as ridiculous
to appoint a male person, who knew no-
thing about the matters with which the
Act deals, as it would be to appoint a
woman, and I have no doubt that in pro-
portion to total numbers there are fewer
women who are capable of following this
occupation than there are men.

The Minister for Works: Would a woman
be eligible for appointment by Parliament
to the position of Sergeant-at-Arms?

Hon. A. F. WATTS: In my opinion, yes.
Mr. Thorn: She would handle us, too.
The Minister for Works: It may be a

good idea.
Ron. A. F. WATTS: Whether or no the

rest of my requirements could be found
resident in an applicant of that nature,
I do not know, because I have tried to
explain that I think they should be other-
wise reasonably qualified for a job. But
if there were such a one, I am convinced
that there is no reason why she should
not be appointed.

I want the hon. gentleman to consider
this on a wider basis and remove all the
restrictions, thus leaving it to the wisdom
and discretion of the board, should there be
any applications from women to decide
whether or not they should receive the
desired licences. The Minister has dis-
cussed at some length the provisions to
which the member for South Perth objected
in regulation No. 20, where it enables the
board to refuse a licence without assigning
any reason. As I understood the Minister,
it appeared to me that he contended there
was something in the Act which enabled
this regulation to be made.

The Minister for Police: I did not do
anything of the kind.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: Or that there was
nothing in the Act which prevented it
from being made. Was that it?

that.
Hon. A. F. WATTS: It sounded very like

one or the other to me.
The Minister for Police: What I said

was that if the regulation were disallowed.
the Act did not say that the board had
to give a reason.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: If the Act does not
say that the board has to give a reason, it
does not say that the board shall not give
one, either. That is the point I am trying
to make. The matter is entirely open and
is for decision by regulation.

The Minister for Police: If the regula-
tion is disallowed, the matter is Still op-
tional;, the board need not give a reason.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: In my opinion, the
regulation in its present shape is wrong,
because I think an applicant is entitled.
in those circumstances, to be given the
reason why his licence has been refused.
I would suggest that the reason need not
be made public but he should be given it
for his own information. I am perfectly
satisfied that as there is nothing in the
Act to prevent the board from giving the
information, it is not wise to provide by
regulation that the information shall not
be given, because in my view there is
nothing that will contribute more to these
unfair rumours or statements, to which the
Minister referred, about the integrity of
the board, than the fact that nobody can
find anything out.

I do not suggest for one moment that
there is the slightest. ground for belief
that the board, particularly the chairman,
is in any way open to improper practice.
But I suggest that in the minds of the
ordinary people, particularly those who
had made application and been refused-
and their friends as well-without being
given any grounds for the refusal, that is
the very thing which will create these uni-
fair and unfounded rumours. So I think
the Minister would be well advised to think
a little more on the amendments that he
proposes to make in order to allow more
information to be given-even more than
he has in mind at present-to these re-
jected applicants in order to prevent the
sort of belief to which I have referred from
getting into the public mind, or any section
of the public mind.

While the hon. gentleman is on the ques-
tion of amending regulations, I would sug-
gest that he complies with the law as laid
down in Section 7 (11) of the Act and makes
yet another regulation as required by the
Act which provides that the salaries and
allowances of members of the board shall
be as prescribed. Among all the yards
and yards of regulations under the Betting
Control Act, that is the only one which is
not there. It should be there so that
Parliament, if it chose, could have the:
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right to disallow that regulation, too. I
propose to support the member for South
Perth.

MR. YATES (South Perth-in reply)
[6.11: 1 thank the Minister for the care-
ful consideration he has given to the
motion for the disallowance of regulations
Nos. 20 and 32 and also for his explana-
tions regarding the various proposals.
Like the Leader of the Country Party, I
would still like the Minister to give fur-
ther consideration to regulation No. 20
dealing with the giving of information to
the person concerned. It was not my in-
tention, when moving for the disallowance
of this portion of the regulation, for it to
affect the whole lot but, under Stand-
ing Orders, it is necessary to move for the
disallowance of the entire regulation to
enable me to gain the end I have in view.
In this instance, it is most unfortunate
that it was not possible to move for the
disallowance of the small portion of the
regulation which would have satisfied my
needs and those of most members of the
House.

However, I would like an assurance
from the Minister that further considera-
tion will be given to the regulation in
question so that it might be possible for
him in the near future to arrange for it
to be redrafted, leaving out the portion
dealing with the board not having to give
information to applicants as to why their
applications were refused. The practice
of remaining silent could cause quite a
lot of trouble. If the regulation were re-
drafted, the disgruntled applicant could be
prevented from forming his own conclus-
ions as to why his application had not been
approved.

I still think the board is big enough to
withstand any criticism from individuals,
but in most cases the answer given would
be entirely satisfactory. For the few that
might be dissatisfied after having received
their reply, there would be a great num-
ber who would be perfectly content after
having been informed and they would not
pass on information to others exaggerat-
ing the position as to why their applica-
tion had been refused.

The Minister for Housing: Do you think
an applicant would be satisfied if he were
told he was a waster and a drunkard?

Mr. YATES: The board could use its
own discretion and say that the applica-
tion had been refused, and that if the
applicant wished to know why, he could
obtain the information from the offices of
the board.

Mr. May: Do not you think 90 per cent.
would know?

Mr. YATES: I do not know, because I
have not seen 90 per cent. of them. It is
in order to bring this matter on to a fair
and equitable basis that I have asked for
the disallowance of these regulations. I
have done so to enable the applicant to

obtain some satisfaction, even if it merely
took the form of a letter from the board
saying that, owing to the circumstances
set out, his application had been refused.
The board might state that because there
were two or three applicants for the one
district, and since only one person could
be appointed, it had to refuse his applica-
tion and that Mr. So-and-so was the
successful applicant. If It were a personal
matter, the board could say it would like
to interview the applicant in its offices.
Perhaps the letter could be slightly en-
larged to give brief reasons. I do not think
it is an unreasonable request and I would
like further consideration given to the
matter.

The Minister was very fair when he
gave his reasons why the status quo
should be maintained but, like some other
members, I am of the opinion that the
matter should be reviewed. The Minister
mentioned that only four out of 100 regu-
lations have been contested In this House
so far and this, to his way of thinking,
proved that the board and the Crown Law
authorities had drawn up a good set of
regulations. I admit that. I think that,
in the main, the regulations are reason-
able and that the hoard is doing a good
job under them. Proof of this can be
found in the fact that prior to Parliament
opening for this session there was con-
siderable criticism in the Press as to what
was likely to happen when Parliament
sat.

All sorts of dire threats were going
around as to what would happen on the
betting legislation when the next session
started, but so far very little has eventu-
ated. All that has taken place is a move
to disallow certain regulations. Accord-
ingly, I think that to date members are
satisfied with the conduct of the Betting
Control Board. We are satisfied with the
type of premises that have been built, and
I have heard no criticism of the types of
men who have been approved as licensees
of those premises. I would like to pass on
my commendation to the Minister and the
members of the Betting Control Board,
therefore, for the firm stand they have
taken from the commencement of these
operations, and I trust they will continue
in the same way in the future.

No doubt, as the year goes on, further
anomalies will become apparent. It may
not be possible for them to be remedied in
this House before the end of the session,
but no doubt there will be further altera-
tions made to the Act next year. One of
the provisions which will need to be
amended is that dealing with clubs, both
in the city and on the Goldfields. I know
the Minister is aware of that anomaly
which I think was unintentionally left out
of the provisions when the Bill was intro-
duced. However, I will not pursue that
matter any further. The Minister said
that I was quite happy for future appli-
cants to have their money refunded. The



572 EASSEMBLY.]

reverse is the ease. I said that in the THE MNISTER -FOR WORKS (Hon.
second place I would like the moneys put
in by all applicants to be refunded. Those
are the words I used. I did say, however,
that even if this regulation was not dis-
allowed, applicants, knowing they were ap-
plying under these regulations, would in
future have no complaints if their money
was not refunded.

The Minister for Police: They all knew
that. It was put in to stop a deluge
coming in.

Mr. YATES: Hundreds did not see the
regulations and they were not aware of
the various provisions. Since then, how-
ever, the regulations have been widely cir-
culated in the outback areas, and they
now know the position.

The Minister for Police: We are pre-
pared to meet you in that.

Mr. YATES: I am glad the Minister
has agreed to that. Finally, in regulation
No. 32, the Minister has gone further
than I intended, although It might be
possible at a future session for something
along those lines to be introduced by other
members after seeing how the shops were
conducted, and deciding, whether it was
desirable to employ females in certain
sections of the shops. Generally, I am
quite satisfied with the results I have
achieved by bringing this matter before
the House. I will not call for a division
but would like the Minister, if possible, to
permit this regulation to be disallowed.
or give an assurance that he will look fur-
ther into the matter.

Question put and negatived.

MOTION-PUBLIC WORKS ACT.
Amendments Regarding Land

Resumptions.

Debate resumed from the 31st August
on the following motion by Hon. L.
Thorn:-

That in the opinion of this H ouse.
the Public Works Act should be
amended to ensure-

(a) that land is not resumed be-
fore reasonable notice is given
to the owner to enable him
to appeal against the resump-
tion on grounds such as
availability of Crown or un-
occupied land or unsuitability
of the land to be resumed:

(b) also that when resumption
proceeds the market value of
the land plus improvements
plus a percentage for resump-
tion is paid within three
months:

(c) that the owner is to have a
right of appeal, to a court, if
he desires to claim any ad-
ditional amount.

J. T. Tonkin-Melville) [6.12]: When ad-
dressing himself to the motion the other
evening, the member for Toodyay said
the time had arrived to amend the Public
Works Act. The Government thinks so,
too, and a Bill is in process of being
drafted for the purpose of amending the
Public Works Act and the regulations
which deal with land resumption. It is
expected that that Hill will be before the
House within a very short time, when full
opportunity will be given to debate the
Government's intentions.

The motion moved by the member for
Toodyay, however, affords an opportunity
to correct a number of wrong ideas and
misconceptions which have got abroad in
relation to the administration of the pre-
sent Act, the reasons why resumptions
occur, and how the persons from whom
land is resumed are treated. We must
first ask ourselves why power exists in any
Act to permit the Government to take away
from a person something which he has
rightfully acquired. We know that in some
cases people purchase land themselves.
and in other cases it has been left to them.
But they have acquired a title to it and
it is their property.

All over the world, however, it is con-
sidered necessary that Governments, and
local authorities, shall have power to
forcibly acquire such property in the pub-
lic interest. Accordingly, the reason why
this very strong power exists is that the
interests of the community are considered
to be paramount, although it might prove
a real hardship to the Individual. I know
of a case where this is a real hardship but
nevertheless, in the public interest, the
Government feels it is necessary to acquire
the land. Where, for sentimental reasons,
a Person does not wish to part with the
land and will not put a price on it, there
Is no option but to resume it, if the land
is required by the Government. I know
of an instance in Cottesloe where it was
necessary to enlarge a small school ground
and, in order to provide that, extra land
was required, and a property owned by a
widow had to be resumed to ensure that
this extra playground space would be pro-
vided.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Just as
it is necessary to resume land for the
enlargement of school grounds, so it is
necessary to resume land for other public
purposes such as roadmaking, railways.
hospitals and the like. Some people will
not put a price on their land because they
have no desire in any circumstances to
part with it. Then it becomes necessary.
if the State requires the land for public
use, to resume it and such resumption
might occasion the Individual concerned
considerable hardship.

Hon. L. Thorn: You were speaking of
the Cottesloe school.
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, but
I have finished with that. All govern-
ments have found it essential to have
this power, not only governments in this
State but also governments In all States
and in all countries, and development
could not proceed in accordance with plan
unless the power existed. That is why
Parliament agreed to confer the power on
the administration so that it could be
exercised when necessary.

Mr. Court: Your proposition is based on
the assumption that there will be prior
negotiations?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.
Mr. Court: That does not happen at

the moment.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, it

does.
Mr. Court: Not in all cases.
The MMNSTER FOR WORKS: At the

moment, it happens in all cases.
Mr. Court: It did not happen six months

ago.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Not in

all eases, but In very many. This power
to resume is to be found in the Public
Works Act, the State Housing Act and the
Road Districts Act-the power to acquire
land compulsorily for public purposes. Let
us look at the provision in the State Hous-
ing Act. Section 21, Subsection (6).
states-

Notwithstanding anything to the
contrary in any Act relating to local
government, any local authority shall
be empowered to purchase or com-
pulsorily acquire any land in the
manner provided In the Road Districts
Act, 1919-1943. or other Acts relating
to local government (as the case may
require) in order to give or dispose of
the land to the commission for the
purposes of this Act.

The previous Government had an oppor-
tunity to amend the law. It brought down
a Bill to amend the State Housing Act,
but it made no attempt to delete that pro-
vision. The Government of the day was
content that local authorities should have
the power to acquire land compulsorily
for the purpose of handling it to the State
Housing Commission upon which to build
houses. As the State Housing Commis-
sion has power to dispose of acquired land
and is not obliged to offer it back to the
person from whom it was acquired, the
previous Government acquiesced in that
policy. So it cannot take a righteous line
now and complain about a course of action
which is exactly similar to the one it fol-
lowed.

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: But the mover
did not take that righteous line.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No; he
was good enough to say that he would
not deal with the matter in a party-
political spirit, or words to that effect.

Hon. L. Thorn: I said that all previous
governments had been at fault.

The M1NISTER FOR WORKS: He said
there were no Party Politics behind the
motion, but I remind the Leader of the
Opposition that a, few weeks ago, when the
member for Victoria Park was speaking
and had stated that quite a lot had been
heard lately about land resumptions, the
Leader of the Opposition said, "And you
will hear a lot more yet."

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: A lot mnore
has been said since then.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: So, al-
though the Leader of the Opposition in-
terjected a few moments ago in an en-
deavour to show that this matter was being
dealt with in a non-party way, he himself
is harbouring the idea of some advantage
to be derived; otherwise he would not
have made from his seat in the House the
statement that was made in mly bearing.
I trust that a good deal will be heard
about this matter because the present Cov-
ermnent can hold its own on the ques-
tion.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty:, You will be
given every opportunity.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: And we
will take every advantage of it. I repeat
that the previous Government acquiesced
in the policy in that it brought down an
a~mendment to the State Housing Act, but.
did not attempt to amend the provision
empowering local authorities to acquire
land compulsorily to be given to the Hous-
ing Commission for housing purposes. Fur-
ther-and this is important-Section 23
of the State Housing Act states-

Private land may be compulsorily
acquired under this part of this Act
only within a period of five years after
the commencement of this Act.

The five-year period expired during the
term of office of the Mcbarty-Watts Gov'-
ermnent-

The Minister for Housing: In 1951.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: -and

the McLarty-Watts. Government brought
down an amending Bill to extend that
period for a further two years.

Hon. Sir Ross MoLarty: Did not you
agree with it?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes. I
am trying to show that there is compilete
unanimity between us with regard to these
resumptions. This is a policy that has
been followed by all governments exercis-
ing the powers expressly placed in the
Act for a definite purpose and that is the
power to acquire land for the building of
houses. When houses arc built in large
numbers-as the Present Government has
built them-large areas are needed upon
which to build them, and house-building Is
much cheaper if it is possible to build the
houses closely together than if they are
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built, one on a vacant block in this street
and another half a mile away in another
street and so on.

It is much more economical and advan-
tageous for all concerned if a contract
can be let so that there can be group build-
ing-houses built closely together. For
that purpose it becomes necessary to ac-
quire land where the building may take
place. The previous Government saw the
necessity for that and did not hesitate to
use the power and to extend It.

.Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: And we built
a large number of houses.

Th e MINISTER FOR WORKS: And the
hon. member needed land which he had to
resume, and he resumed quite a lot of
land on which houses were not built.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: All the better
for you.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I ack-
nowledge that quite freely, but it does not
leave room for the Leader of the Opposi-
tion to complain about the policy. There
have been indications that the taking of
such a line was a possibility.

Two examples were quoted by the mem-
ber for Toodyay to show his dissatisfaction
with the Procedure of resumption. One
case was that of Mr. Hahnel who had a
block of land for which, I understand, he
paid £12 in 1947. When that land was re-
,sumed, the price paid to him was £20. The
member for Toodyay stated that somebody
else was prepared to buy the block and pay
£500 for it. I think somebody must have
been pulling the hon. member's leg.

Hon. L. Thorn: I suppose that man
wanted it for his business.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Does
the hon. member believe that the block
was worth £500 to somebody?

Hon. L. Thorn: I am not saying it was
worth £500. I said that a produce mer-
chant wanted it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Does the
hon. member know that he wanted it?

Hon. L. Thorn: I was informed that he
did.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Did your
informant say so or was he told by some-
body else?

Hon. L. Thorn: He worked for the
produce merchant.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Here is
a man who in 1947 paid £12 for a block
of land and, when the Government resumed
it some time subsequently, he was paid
£20 for It.

Hon. L. Thorn: He had paid rates on it
meanwhile.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
might be able to Calculate the amount of
the rates. According to the member for
Toodyay, there is somebody hovering

around who is prepared to pay £500 for
this block. Well, I am pretty credulous,
but I cannot swallow that.

Hon. L. Thorn: Did you check up on
it at all?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Does
the hon. metmber think I might have done
50 .

Hon. L. Thorn: I thought you might
have done so. You are built that way.

IThe MINISTER FOR WORKS: So here
is a case where, within a few years, some-
body is prepared to pay £500 for a block
of land for which the owner paid £ 12 and
for which he received £20 in compensation.

Hon. Sir Ross Mctarty: It was not a
very wonderful spec. for him.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
rather strange that, in this same locality,
numerous blocks of land were selling for
£10 some time after this particular block
had been resumed.

Rlon. L. Thorn: Tell us where they are.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Now we

have this situation. A man paid £12 for
a block of land in 1947; it was resumed
and he got £20 for it, and after it was re-
sumed, there are numerous blocks in the
same locality selling at £10 each. Possibly
this one had some gold in it.

Hon. L. Thorn: No, it did not.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Or it

might have been a potential oil field.
Ron. L. Thorn: Not as far as I know.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It does

not sound feasible at all, and that is one
which the member for Toodyay selected to
complain about. He made only two
specific Complaints-

Hon. L. Thorn: Because this man wrote
to me about it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
the number one complaint. The second
is that six acres of land were resumed for
a schoolsite at Wanneroo. The member
for Toodyay complained that it should not
have been resumed but should have been
left there for other purposes because it is
in a, business area. He thinks this con-
stitutes a danger to the schoolchildren and
says it would necessitate a traffic police-
man being stationed there to see them
across the road. It requires traffic police-
men to see the children across the road
to a school 1J miles from the main road.

The Attadale school is well down in
the bush, as the member for Stirling knows.
The children going to that school alight
from their buses on Canning Highway,
adjacent to Preston Point-rd. That is a
bad intersection and the school is not just
on the side of the highway, but well down
in the scrub out of sight, yet the road
board has been writing to me and asking
for aL traffic policeman to be stationed
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there because it is considered dangerous for
the children to cross the road. Therefore
one cannot determine the degree of danger
to the children simply on the question of
whether the school is situated on the road
or not.

This particular site is large enough for
the school to be placed in that portion of
the ground away from the road with a
playing field interposed between the school
and the road, so I do not think there are
any grounds for complaint in that regard.
In addition, there is a special School Sites
Committee, comprised of the Principal
Architect, who looks at the ground from the
building angle, to see whether it would in-
volve unduly costly foundations or whether
it would provide a suitable foundation: a
land resumption officer, who Is interested
from the point of view of cost and the
possibility of resumption, together with the
question of whether other suitable land
might be obtained without the necessity
to resume-the land resumption officer is
not a man running around looking for
land to resume. He endeavours to dodge
that and if there are available alternative
sites just as suitable or nearly as suitable,
he would recommend them in preference
to a resumption. Then there is the Direc-
tor of Education, who is interested in the
suitability of the site for a school, and a
representative of the Treasury, who is con-
cerned with the cost. There is also a
representative of the Town Planning Com-
missioner to see that the site conforms to
the town planning scheme. That is a
pretty good set-up, and that committee
recommended the resumption of this par-
ticular block of land.

Hon. L. Thorn: Because they could re-
sume it for a mere song.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
a pretty reprehensible act.

Hon. L. Thorn: To do a thing like that?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, to
take a block of land like that for a school
and for a mere song. I regret that very
much! These two examples which the
member for Toodyay brought forward, as
two eases of resumption, are resumptions
made during the term of his own Govern-
ment! This resumption for a song was
done by the McLarty-Watts Government!

The Minister for Police: And I could tell
You of some others.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In an
endeavour to establish a case before this
House, the member for Toodyay quoted two
cases of resumptions of which he disap-
proves, and both of them took place during
the period when he himself was a Minister,
under the regime of the MeLarty-Watts
Government!

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: Did the McLarty-
Watts Government arrange for the com-
pensation during its term?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I would
say definitely yes, because the resumptions
took place in 1949. I think that as far as
the present Government is concerned we
can neglect the criticism in regard to those
two resuimptions, because if the policy was
wrong then it was the fault of the previous
Government and we have since altered it
considerably.

Hon, L. Thorn: It was not meant as
criticism but just to get these people a
fair deal. Are you aware of all the re-
sumptions that take place under the Public
Works Act?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
think I am. I have to approve of them.
The member for Toodyay also had some-
thing to say about a severance depreciat-
ing the value of a man's property, and I
agree. If severance can be avoided
it should be, but there are Some circum-
stances in which it cannot be avoided.
When a man has a large Property and
it is necessary to put a road through it,
one cannot hang the road up in the air
on balloons, and so it has to go through
the property, and that might occasion a
bad severance, so far as the owner was
concerned. The Commissioner of Main
Roads invariably pays an amount for sev-
erance. A Main Roads Department of-
ficer handles the majority of resumptions
for that department, and particularly in
rural areas.

Compensation is payable in accordance
with the Public Works Act which provides
for compensation for the severance
of freehold property, but there is a dif -
ficulty here. If the land is still held
under conditional Purchase conditions,
the Land Act, under certain circum-
-stances, may preclude the payment of com-
pensation for severance. That is something
which the then Minister for Lands had an
Opportunity for fixing up. but nothing was
done about it.

Ron. L. Thorn: How would you have
done it?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: By
bringing down a Bill and having a shot
at it.

Hon. L. Thorn: But most of that land
still belongs to the Crown.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If the
hon. members thinks payment ought to be
made for severance-I do, and where we
can do it, we make payment-surely as a
rural member it would have come to his
notice that under conditional purchase con-
ditlons the payment of severance was not
possible in all circumstance, and so there
was an opportunity for him to demon-
strate his interest in this matter of re-
sumptions and his desire to see that the
owners of land were paid for severances.

Since the war surveys have been sub-
ject to considerable delay because there
has been so much development and sur-
veyors have been in pretty short supply.
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Surveys have got behind all over the place.
The member for Toodyay, as an es-Min-
ister for Lands, knows that that was the
position during his term. He could not
keep up with the surveys, and neither can
we.

Hon. L. Thorn: No, I employed every
surveyor that came along and still could
not keep up.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, and
the hun, member had a big back lag, and
that is the situation today. It is unfor-
tunate but inevitable, and it invariably
holds up the payment of compensation in
connection with land resumed for road
purposes, because one cannot pay and one
does not know what has been taken until
there has been a proper survey. That is
one of the reasons for the delay that has
been occurring in regard to payments for
resumptions in connection with roads. The
member for Toodyay-juite rightly I think
-emphasised a desire to prevent the neces-
sity for appeals and indicated that full
opportunity should be available to appeal
where necessary. I agree with that, but it
is the policy of the department as far as
possible to avoid forcing a claimant to in-
cur expenditure on valuations, legal ad-
vice or litigation and, in fact, several thou-
sands of claims have been settled since
the war and only three of them have been
subject to reference to a compensation
court.

In the motion moved by the member for
Toodyay there is a suggestion that the mar-
ket value plus the cost. of improvements
should be paid immediately and that if
further allowances are claimed that ques-
tion can be argued later. That is almost
the position in actual practice, because I
now approve of advances, pending settle-
ment, of amounts which approximate very
closely to the market value of the l-and. I
am doing that almost every day-approv-
Ing advances of large sums of money pend-
ing final settlement, in order to assist per-
sons from whom land has been resumed.

The Public Works Act already provides
for assessment on the basis of replacement
value, at the market rates plus the value
of the improvements, severance, contin-
gent losses and compensation. That is al-
ready in the Act and so there is no need
to amend it in that direction. I will quote
some figures which I think will be of in-
terest to the House. in connection with
the administration of this section of the
Public Works Act which is under consid-
eration. In the last three years approxi-
mately 1.000 claims arising from resump-
tions and the Purchase of properties have
been settled, averaging over 330 per year.

[Mr. Hill took the Chair.]
Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: In the last three

Years?
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.

The total expenditure involved was
£1,108,000, averaging £370,000 per annum.

The actual figures for 1954-55, included
in the above, were 340 claims settled for
£534,000. I would emphasise that the liquid
state of the real estate market necessi-
tates the taking of time in making re-
searches into values, in the interests of
the claimants, because it is the desire of
the department that the proper value shall
be paid. It is remarkable what a peculiar
idea some owners have of the value of
the land. Some people make claims which
are well below the proper value of land
and others make claims which are five or
even ten times as great, and considerable
research is required in order to ascertain
what information is available, in order to
establish the value of land, in the various
loealities where land is resumed.

Because of progressively increasing prices
and widening fields for subdivision, recorded
prices are not, themselves, taken as a basis
of value and extensive inquiries and in
vestigatlons are undertaken to discover the
highest possible assessment which can be
justified. Quite frequently, when there is
a wide difference of opinion, the depart-
ment at its own expense engages inde-
pendent valuers, in order to ensure that the
departmental assessments are fair and
reasonable.

Owing to the large volume of real estate
business being done at present in this State
a good deal of delay is occasioned when we
seek the services of an outside valuer. He
does not drop the work he is doing to do
ours immediately. We have to take our
turn. Much delay is occasioned in that
way because the outside valuer is not able
to give attention to the job immediately.
Although the department goes to consider-
able lengths to achieve the most fair and
reasonable basis of compensation-even to
the extent of considering factors whether
they are raised by the claimants or not-
it is not the practice to press claimants
to accept the department's assessments.

We tell the claimant what we think the
value is and we then leave it to him to
proceed. We make no attempt to press
him to settle at that figure. We have no
desire to coerce him at all. If he is pre-
pared to accept the department's assess-'
ment, the way is quite clear as to what he
should do. It is not unusual for the final
departmental assessment to be higher than
the claim, and the payment of the assess-
ment is made accordingly. I repeat that
it is not unusual for the department's
assessment to exceed the claim made by
the owner of the land and in every case
when that occurs we pay the departmental
assessment and not the amount of the
claim.

Could anything be fairer than that?
When the departmental assessment, often
supported by independent valuers, is not
acceptable, the initiative then rests with
the claimant to establish a higher value.
His course is then to produce evidence to
the department in regard to such claim
or to refer the matter to a compensation
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court. If the claimant elects to take no
such action, it is not for the department
to force the issue, and so the claimant
should not complain if there is no settle-
ment.

Reasonable claims are generally settled
promptly and in most eases, but not all, it is
the unreasonable and generally insupport-
able claim which is held up and the claim-
ant is naturally reluctant, in such instances,
to accept a settlement. We receive many
culpable, excessive claims. I think, when we
receive those, the owners of the land are
having a shot at a very high figure in the
hope that they will get much more than
the land is worth. Of course we cannot
throw public funds around in that fash~ion
and we are obliged to do our best to ar-
rive at the proper value. Although, in
a number of cases, people complain about
the delay, that is due entirely to the
claimants.

Many claims are not submitted until
just before the expiry of the two-year
period following the gazettal of resump-
tion. As members know, when a resump-
tion is gazetted, the owner of the land
has a period of two years in which to
lodge his claim for compensation. Many
of them delay the lodgment of such claim
almost up to the last day. In regard to
the Maniana resumption, the last day of
the two-year period is the 25th of this
month and, up till yesterday, there were
still two claims outstanding. One was
lodged this morning. That leaves one
claim, practically two years old, which
has not yet been lodged.

Hon. Sir Ross MoLarty: 116w many
claims were there?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I could
not tell the Leader of the Opposition off-
hand.

The Minister for Housing:. About a dozen
altogether.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
is an instance where, in two cases, the
owners have allowed the full period to
elapse before lodging their claims for com-
pensation. One of them came in this
morning and there is still one outstand-
ing, although the 'explry date is on the
25th of this month. It Is the common
practice of the department to make ad-
vances of part payment compensation
within the department's tentative assess-
ment. We do this to meet the financial
convenience of claimants until assessment
can be confirmed and a final figure ar-
rived at.

in some cases, in order to help the
owners, we take this step, subject to the
necessary legal precautions which, of
course, we must take. We make advances
before the owner has formulated and
lodged a claim. Could there be any com-
plaint on that score? After the land has
been resumed, although the onus Is on the

owner to lodge his claim, we will, if the
case warrants it and with proper legal
precautions, make an advance before the
claim is formulated and lodged in order
to assist the person to make other ar-
rangements. In the last 12 months ap-
proximately 80 parcels of land have beern
transferred or are in the course of being
transferred to previous owners in cancel-
lation of the resumptions gazette,L where
hardship has subsequently been proved
and it is found that alternative arrange-
ments van be made.

The Land Resumption Office gives up a
considerable amount of time in providing
material and valuiable assistance to owners
of land to enable them to lodge their
claims promptly. The officers of the de-
partment are most courteous in this regard
and they go out of their way to provide
material assistance to those persons who
have not much knowledge of the procedure
so that they can lodge their claims as
soon as possible.

Much criticism has been levelled against
the resumptions made by the State Hous-
ing Comnmission, so I think I should give
some special attention to that aspect. In
1954, to enable the extensive metropolitan
area State housing resumptions to be
made. 385 owners were affected, but a
little more than one half of that number
have yet to submit their claims. But still
we hear all these complaints about delay!

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: It is the man
who wants his money most urgently that
is affected.

The MINISTERI FOR WORKS: That
man can get an advance immediately.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: Well, other
people are perhaps not in urgent need of
money.

The MINISTER FORl WORKS: Of the
claims submitted-and there have been
201 of them up to when these figures were
eompiled-69 have been granted compen-
sation and of this number 12 were paid
amounts in accordance With the depart-
ment's assessments which were higher
than the claims. In addition, 36 advance
payments have been made pending final
settlement. Although the resumptions were
gazetted in October, 1954, it was not until
January, 1955, that all releases were fin-
alised and attention could be given to
valuations and assessment of compensa-
tion.

The original resumptions and subse-
quent adjustments required the attention
of two expert officers working overtime for
some five months, and, in consequence, the
other work in the Land Resumption Office
has been seriously disrupted. A large pro-
portion of the land retained by the State
Housing Commission was of no immuediate
use or had no sale value to the individual
owners and valuations and assessments of
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. compensation on the basis of proper
values could not be judged by current
sales. In the circumstances, therefore, the

*-question was fraught with complexities.
I suggest that we have to discount much

of the criticism that has been voiced about
delay, unfair compensation and the like
and get right down to what is a fair and
reasonable proposition in the circum-
stances. I repeat that the Government
intends to bring down legislation to amend
the Act. The amendment will be in line
with our experience in order to bring the
Act up to date and to facilitate admin-
isration. I intend to move that all words
in the motion from and including the word
"ensure" down to the end of the motion be
struck out with a view to inserting these
words-

bring it into line with present admin-
istrative practice and to provide for
prior notice, more expeditious settle-
ment and additional rights of appeal.

If my proposition is accepted by the House
the motion will then read-

That in the opinion of this House the
Public Works Act should be amended
to bring it into line with present ad-
ministrative practice and to provide
far prior notice, more expeditious
settlement and additional rights of
appeal.

I do that because of something which
was said the other evening by way of inter-
jection. I pointed out that the administra-
tion of the Act today was a very generous
interpretation of it and payments were
expedited as much as possible and the in-
terests of the claimants were well looked
after. At the time somebody said, "Well,
now, that is only being done administra-
tively; it is not being provided in the Act."
There is a point in that statement. So my
proposition is to bring the Act into line
with present administrative practice.

Very little criticism can justifiably be
levelled at the present administrative prac-
tice in regard to land resumptions. and the
illustrations that I have given this evening
.of the laxity of claimants in not lodging
their claims; the assistance which the
department goes out of its way to give in
order to get claims lodged promptly; the
advance payment of compensation made
even to the extent of making payments
before claims are lodged: the engaging of
independent valuers to check the depart-
ment's valuations in the interests of
claimants-all of these steps are taken in
order to ensure that fair recompense will
be made when it becomes absolutely neces-
* sary to resume land. I therefore suggest
that the position is more adequately met
by my proposition than that put forward
in the member for Toodyay's motion. I
move an amendment-

That all words from and including
the word "ensure" in line 3, down to
the end of the motion be struck out.

MR. WILD (Dale-on amendment)
(8.151: At least one point has been brought
out by the motion of the member for Toad-
yay, namely, that the Government is pre-
pared to retrace Its steps and agree in the
main with his remarks. When I sat on
the other side of the House and handled
the amendments to the State Housing
Act, I made it perfectly clear when the
question of resumptions came up-I have
had no reason to change my mind since-
that the power of resumption is necessary
in a system of government such as we have
in this State. But it is something which
must be handled with a great measure
of stability. The colossal outcry that has
taken place in the last few months has
been so great that the Government at
present is prepared to make a complete
about-face.

The Minister for Education: That is a
very weak Point.

Mr. WILD: It is not weak, because the
Minister knnws from experience in his I5
to 20 years here, that of all the resump-
tions which have taken place, irrespective
of the Government in power, he has never
before known of such a great public out-
cry as that experienced in the last 12
months.

The Minister for Education: A lot of it
was inspired.

The Minister for Housing: At the in-
stigation of the Liberal Party.

Mr. WILD: I want to say this to the
Minister for Housing: Never on any occa-
sion did I go to any of the Protest meet-
ings that were held in the length and
breadth of the Canning and Beeloo elec-
torates.

The Minister for Housing: You are about
the only Liberal who did not attend.

Mr. WILD: That is what the Minister
thinks. I was in an adjoining electorate
and heard plenty about the meetings.

Mr. May: You were about the only Lib-
eral member who did not attend one of
the meetings.

Mr. WILD: I do not know about that.
All I know is that public meetings were
held far and wide, anid I was invited to
them. For many years the State Hous-
ing Commission has had very sweeping
Powers, and I consider that until the past
few months those powers have been
handled with tact.

The Minister for Housing: Like your
Wanneroo land grab.

Mr. WILD: I am pleased to hear about
the Wannerco resumptions. I was the
Minister who heard the appeals.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: You did see the
appellants.

Mr. WILD: I did see them all. Everyone
who wanted to see me, including the late
Mr. Hicks, was able to do so. Without
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fear of contradiction, I can Say that with
the exception of the three large land-
owners--the late Mr. Hicks, Estates De-
velopment Co. and T, M. Burke Pty. Ltd-
everyone who came into my office went out
quite satisfied that he was either going to
get an alternative block of land or fair
compensation. Obviously the three large
landowners I mentioned had invested their
capital in long-range plans.

That is their method of business. Obvi-
ously they objected and I do not blame
them for so doing. if I were In their
position I would have done exactly the
same. One of them had 1,000 acres re-
sumed. Prior negotiations did take place
with the three parties but obviously they
wanted the highest market value. At the
time our point of view was that, had it
not been for the State Housing Commission
opening up that area, it would probably
have remained in its virgin state as at
the time of resumption.

The minister for Housing:, You did not
open that land up, not one acre of it.

Mr. WILD: It is interesting to hear
that, because only recently the Minister
for Housing embarked on the large-scale
resumptions referred to. He has also pur-
chased the Brentwood land which is nowcausing a considerable amount of interest-
ing comment from this side of the House,
and also from outsiders.

The Minister for Housing: Brentwood
estate was bought by your Government.

Mr. WILD:* The Minister told us this
afternoon that he has not yet finalised
the deal. We were also told this afternoon
that the Minister spent £29,000 for water
supplies on that parcel of land, which is six
miles from Fremantle or Perth, and in one
of the most inaccessible districts. That
money could have been utilised in connec-
tion with the estate which was purchased
four years ago, but that was not done. I
suggest it did not suit the political in-
tentions of the Government because when
we look at the resumptions which have
taken place in the last 12 months, it is
clear that was done with one object, and
one only-Purely for political 'reasons to
benefit in the forthcoming redistribution
of seats. I give the Minister for Housing
full marks for this action. Unfortunately
I am not politically astute. Whilst I held
his portfolio, I did not give any thought to
that.

The Minister for Housing: You are now
at the bottom of the sewer!

Mr. WTL: When we consider where
the two large-scale housing projects were
tW be launched, it was a pretty good guess
that they were either here, or there, to
fix one each in the two new electorates.

The Minister for Works: is it a fact
that your Government started to buy the
Brentwood land?

Mr. WiL: I am not concerned about
that. I want to say a word or two about
the reply of the Minister for Works. He
twitted the member for ToodyaY for rais-
ing two particular cases and quoted one
case where land was purchased in 1947
for £10 and at the time of resumption
the owner was paid £20. I do not care
during which regime the resumptions took
place, but I would say this: Land that
wag worth £10 or £12 in 1947, particularly
in the case of selected or corner blocks,
would have a very enhanced value a few
years later. There is much land in Wes-
tern Australia today that was worth £12
in 1947 but which by from 1952 to 1954
was worth up to £500.

The Minister for Housing: This land
was resumed in 1949.

Mr. WILD: It does not matter when
the land was resumed. Western Australia
has never experienced such an increase in
land values as in the last five or six years.
Right opposite to where I live there are
two blocks of land which I could have
bought for £50 each three years ago.
Twelve months ago they were sold for £250
each. So it is impossible these days to
say that land which was worth £10 in
1947-

The Minister for Works: It was worth
£12 in 1947.

Mr. WILD: -would not have a very
greatly enhanced value in the succeeding
four or five years. With the great influx
of population into Western Australia, the
demand for land has been terrific. I turn
to the large-scale resumptions which
caused all this bubble and influenced the
Government to change its mind. I want to
refer particularly to Maniana,-

Mr. Lawrence: What about referring
to Ewinana?

Mr. WILD: -where the Minister for
Works said the owners were given ample
opportunity to negotiate before resump-
tion. I would suggest that he should ]ook
at "Hansard" and see what transpired in
this Chamber in the last session over the
Maniana resumptions. A man namned
Knox received a notice of resumption on
a Friday to the eff ect that a strip of
land from the side of his property was to
be taken over, and also two or three acres
at the back of his house. He received
the notice on a Friday, and the notice was
gazetted on the same day. It is of no
use for the Minister to tell the House that
prior negotiations with the owners of
Maniana land had been entered into.

The Minister for works: -I did not say
that.

Mr. WILD: It may or may not have
been done with regard to the others. I
do not know about that. I quote the case.
of Knox to show what took place in re-
gard to the Manlana resumptions during
last session. The protest comning from all
these owners scattered throughout the
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Canning and Beeloo electorates is in re- bad been given. I suggest it was due to
spect of the small pieces of land taken off
their domains. Let us be realistic about
this. If a person saves his money and
invests it in a small block of land with
a view to improving it for thle benefit
of himself and his family, he considers
it to be his and a place to which he can
retire.

What a glorious sensation it is for that
person to wake up one morning and re-
ceive a letter intimating that -bne acre
of his three-acre block has been resumed.
I know that there are provisions, as the
Minister said, enabling people to appeal,
particularly in regard to compensation.
Quite a number of new Australians have
approached me and pointed out in broken
English that they had left their countries
of origin to come to one where they thought
that if a person owned a block of land
it was his. But to wake up one morn-
ing and find it resumed, made them think
that this country was exactly the same
as the ones they left.

Mr. Lawrence: Your Government did
that with Swinana.

The Minister for Education: That was
done in the case of 8,000 acres at Wanl-
neroo.

The Minister for Housing: Owned by
over 600 people.

Mr. WILD: Let me suggest again, see-
ing that the Minister has the files, that
he takes a look at them. With the excep-
tion of the three big landholders who were
disgruntled, no one in the Mt. Yoklne re-
sumptions who came to interview me in-
dicated that he was really upset; neither
did the owners do what others have been
doing in the last 12 months, that is, hold
public protest meetings.

The Minister for Housing: The first
they knew about the resumptions was the
notification sent to 660 different owners.

Mr. WILD: Then there must have been
656 satisfied owners and four disgruntled
owners.

The Minister for Lands: This is one
subject you should be least inclined to
speak on.

Mr. WILD: It is not, because it is a
subject particularly dear to my heart and
one in which I took a considerable amount
of interest. When I was Minister, I saw
anyone who wanted to interview me in
regard to resumptions, and that is more
than the present Minister can say.

The Minister for Housing: More re-
sumptions took place during the term of
Your Government than In the term of any
other Government in the State.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: Yet the present
Government continued with resumptions.

Mr. WILD: It is very apparent there
was a sudden change of front by the
Government after notices of resumption

people that 80 resumptions were cancelled.
The Minister for Housing: That was the

original intention as announced.
Mr. WILD: What a peculiar way for

the Government to go about the whole
business, to hastily resume land in bits
and pieces within the semicircle I men-
tioned, and then, because of protest meet-
ings held all over the place, to change its
mind and declare that the plans made
eight months ago were not to be pro-
ceeded with and 80 blocks would be re-
turned!

The Minister for Housing: That is
exactly the same as you did at Wanneroo.

Mr. WILD: Anyhow, if nothing has
been achieved, the member for Toodyay
has got the Government to agree with
him; because, while the wording is not
quite the same. I would say that in the
main the Government has awakened to
the fact that it has been barking up the
wrong tree.

The Minister for Works: The Govern-
ment's Bill was in preparation before the
member for Toodyay moved his motion.

Mr. WILD: It may or may not have
been. But I say that it was as a result
of the large-scale protest from one end
of the Canning electorate to the other
that the Government saw fit to change
its mind; and, while I am going to oppose
the amendment of the Minister for Works,
it is in the hope that the House will agree
to the motion moved by the member for
Toodyay who originated this Idea, the
band wagon the Government has now
hopped on!

HON. SIR ROSS McLARTY (Murray-
on amendment) [8.311: This amendment
takes credit to the Government and might
be described as an astute political move.
There is no question about that, and there
is no doubt that the Bill to which the
Minister for Works referred as being in
course of preparation is the result of pub-
lic pressure. There is no doubt of that
at all.

Mr. Lawrence: What rot!
Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: No rot

about it!
Mr. Lawrence: Of course it is rot!
Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: The hon.

member has not made a speech this ses-
sion. All he has done is to sit down and
mutter.

Mr. Lawrence: If I have to listen much
longer to you.-

Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: Then go out!
Mr. Lawrence: I will stop here as long

as I like.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
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Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: Recently
legislation was introduced in the Federal
House dealing with land acquisition, and
the debate on the measure lasted for
several days. I hope the Minister has bad
an opportunity to read what was said. I
have before me a copy of the Hill that
was dealt with by the Federal Parliament.
It is entitled, "A Hill for an Act to make
provision for the acquisition by the Com-
monwealth of land required for public
purposes and for dealing with land so
acquired and for other purposes." The
debate created a great deal of interest:
and members on aoll sides took part be-
cause land acquired in the State of New
South Wales particularly, was considered
to have been acquired not under just
terms but under very unjust terms.

In looking through the Bill, I find that
in Division 3 of Part 11 it is stated-

Division 3-Acquisition by Com-
pulsory Process.

9. (1) The Governor-General may
authorise the acquisition by the Com-
monwealth of land by compulsory pro-
cess for a public purpose approved by
*him.

In Subsection (2) it is stated-
The Minister may cause to be pub-

lished in the 'Gazette' notice of the
authorisation by the Governor-Gen-
eral and, in the notice, declare that
the land is acquired under this Act
for the public purpose approved by
the Governor-General.

But this is the point I want to make:
Clause 11 states-

(1) The Minister shall cause a copy
of every notice published under Sub-
section (2) of Section 9 of this Act
to be laid before each House of the
Parliament within 14 sittings days of
that House after the date of publica-
tion.

Subsection (2) states--
Either House of the Parliament may,

within 30 days alter a copy of a
notice has been laid before it in pur-
suance of the last preceding sub-
section, pass a resolution that the
notice shall be void and of no effect,
and thereupon the notice shall be void
and of no effect and the land shall be
deemed not to have been vested in
the Commonwealth.

So the clause goes on; it is here If members
want to read it. When land is acquired
by the Commonwealth, notice of the fact
has to be tabled, just as regulations are
in this House; and I think that is a safe-
guard. I suggest that with regard to the
Bill which the Minister proposes to intro-
duce he should, if he has not already done
so, give consideration to the clause in the
Bill from which I have quoted, with a
view to seeing if he does not consider It
desirable to place a. similar provision in his
legislation.

The Minister for Works: TO do that
would place a Labour Government at the
complete mercy of the Legislative Council.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: That is an
excuse-

The Minister for Lands: It is a reason.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: -which I
do not think is sound. The Federal Parlia-
ment saw fit to include this provision.
which gives added protection to land-
owners. If it is good enough for the
Federal Parliament to do that, it is good
enough for the State.

The Minister for Works: If you gave us
a proper francise for the Council, we would
do it.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: It has no-
thing to do with the franchise for the
Council. This provision was passed, with
no opposition, in the Federal H-ouse.

The Minister for Works: But the Federal
House is elected differently from our Legis-
lative Council.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: There was
no opposition in the Federal House; and
if this is right in regard to Federal acquisi-
tions, then it is right with regard to State
acquisitions.

The Minister for Works: Conditions
being comparable, yes: but they are not.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I still say
that this is an added protection to land-
owners, and I think they are entitled to
that Protection. I support the motion
moved by the member for Toodyay. I
much prefer it to the Minister's amend-
ment. The motion provides that land is
not to be resumed before reasonable notice
is given to the owner. That is fair. Land
should not be resumed before reasonable
notice is given. Just what amount of time
would be regarded as reasonable is a matter
for discussion. I know that when govern-
ments want land urgently there cannot
be long or protracted negotiations; but
I do think that the owner of land is en-
titled to a reasonable Period of notice
before acquisition takes place.

The motion goes on to say that the
market value of the land, plus improve-
ments, plus a percentage for resumption,
should be paid within three months. I
think that in his amendment the Minister
should have made some provision concern-
ing the time in which payment must be
made.

The Minister for Works: This is only an
expression of opinion. When the Hill is
brought down, it will do more than this.

Hon. Sir ROSS Mci-ARTY: I hope that
the Bill will provide for payment of
interest. I notice, on reading the Federal
Bill, that provision is made for payment
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of interest when land is acquired. Clause
33, with the marginal note "Interest on
compensation," provides-

(1) Subject to this Division, an
amount of compensation payable in
respect of an acquisition by compul-
sory process under this Act (other than
an amount payable to a mortgagee
upon which interest is payable under
Section 43 of this Act) bears interest
from the date of acquisition of the
land to the date on which payment
is made to the claimant or, where the
amount Is deposited in the Treasury
in accordance with Section 30 of' this
Act, to the date upon which the
amount is so deposited.

(2) The rate at which interest is
payable under the last preceding sub-
section is-

(a) Three pounds per centumn
per annum for so much of the
period for which the interest is
payable as does not exceed two
years.

The Minister for Works: That is a pretty
poor rate.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I agree that
it is. The subsection continues-

(b) Four pounds ten shillings
per centum per annum for so
much (if any) of the period for
which the interest is payable as
exceeds two years.

I draw the Minister's attention to that
provision in this latest Bill that has passed
through the Federal Parliament-I think
it has been passed. Provision is made for
Payment of interest when land-owners
have had their land resumed and have
had to wait a long time for payment.

I have had many letters from land-
owners complaining that they have not
been able to receive payment for their land.
In fact, only a few days ago-I did not
bother the Minister with this, but saw
the Commissioner of Main Roads about
it-a lady wrote to me and said her land
had been taken by the Main Roads Depart-
ment well over two years ago, and that she
had not received one penny payment. The
reason given was that her land could not be
surveyed. I put it to the commissioner
that the Main Roads Department must
have had a pretty good knowledge of the
amount of land it was taking, and could
at least have made a payment of up to
90 Per cent, of what it considered would
be the value.

Tonight, the Minister said that something
along these lines is being done: I certainly
think that is but a reasonable proposition,
and I am glad that such action is being
taken. To the Minister for Railways T
would also say that it is mighty difficult
for People to get paid for land which his
department takes. I know that interest
is not received from that department.

The Minister for Railways: You have
never made any complaints about it to me.

Hon. Sir ROSS MCLARTY: No: I have
not made complaints to the Minister, but
I have complained to the Railway Com-
missioners. However, I cannot get very
much further with it.

The Minister for Railways: You let me
know about it.

Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: All right! I
have had letters from people dealing with
other departments and complaining that
they were not able to 'receive payment for
land taken from them. At Bunbury only
recently I was told by a lady that her land
was taken from her by the State Housing
Commission over five years ago, and she
has not been paid for it.

The Premier: What were you doing?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I have been
out of office for three years.

The Minister for Lands: Not long
enough!

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I have been
out of office for three years, and there has
not been much I could do.

The Premier: Not three years.
Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: Two and a

half years.
The Premier: What did you do about the

claim?
Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I did not

hear anything about it during the time I
was in office.

The Minister for Railways: She took it
from you!.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY:
land was taken before I was

The Minister for Railways:
be 8J Years ago.

I think the
in office.
That would

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: It is still
going on. The other night I read in the
Federal "Hansard" where, land which was
acquired by the Education Department 20
years ago, had not yet been paid for. There
are still some very unsatisfactory features
about land resumption, and about the time
it takes to receive payment for the land.

The Minister for Works: Yes, but there
are very good reasons if the claimant will
not negotiate.

Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: These claim-
ants have negotiated and have made their
claims.

The Minister for Works: They will not
accept the department's assessments.

Hon. Sir ROSS MCLARTY: H-ow long
does it take to reach finality?

The Minister for Works: It is up to
them, then.

Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: If I were
selling land, the last body I would want
to deal with would be the Government,
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because my experience is that it takes
longer to get money from the Government
than it does from any other source.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: Not a Labour Gov-
ernment!

H-on. Sir RtOSS McL.ARTY: Yes, a
Labour Government. Because of the pro-
visions in the Federal Bill, that I have
just read, something of this sort should
be incorporated.

The Minister for Works: We are going
to do better than that.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I am glad
to hear it. The Minister said that what
was Provided in the Bill was a pretty poor
rate of interest. Well, I have no objection
to a higher rate being paid because I think
it will do something to hurry along fin-
ality. I am almost continuously receiving
letters about land resumption, and today
I received one from the Land Resumption
Protest Federation, signed by Mrs. R.
Chalkley, which is as follows:-

I have been instructed by my federa-
tion to bring to your notice the plight
of the many people who, having had
land compulsorily resumed from as far
back as 1950-1951, are still awaiting
payment, in some cases even a reas-
onable offer by way of settlement. It
should be remembered that the earn-
ing capacity of moneys due to these
former owners has been lost to them
and if payment is now made on the
valuations decided upon by the depart-
ment concerned in that part of the
transaction, a grave and lasting in-
justice will have been meted out to
these people.

The branches of my federation have
all received appeals for aid in this
matter, and after long and earnest dis-
cussion it has been decided by the
central committee that if we are to
remain honest to our ideals of what
we believe is fair and just, we must
perforce make known to you what
seems to be a reasonable request. It
was resolved in the following terms:-

That all land resumed by the
Western Australian Government
for which a satisfactory settle-
ment has not yet been made with
the former owners be revalued
and assessed at current market
valuations, and the former owners
be given the benefit of any in-
crease.

It is considered by my federation
that if these owners had received fair
offers in the first instance, and nego-
tiation had been the rule rather than
the exception, all friction would have
been nullified and these People would
not now be facing actual financial loss.
It is a very well known fact that while
the £1 has depreciated in value, land
in all districts and parts of Western
Australia has soared in valuation until
there is no true comparison.

We further feel that the take it or
leave it attitude followed by the de-
partment concerned has not in any
way helped matters, and a more real-
istic approach should be followed. We
repeat "that the matter of payment"
to all former owners still awaiting
settlement be reopened and a more
enlightened reasoning be brought to
bear.

I do not know the number of people in
this land resumption protest federation.
but I know that they have been very active
and that I have received much corres-
pondence from them. Here the secretary
points out that over the years people have
been, and still are, awaiting payment for
land that was compulsorily taken from
them, I am glad to hear the Minister in-
dicate that some provision for interest will
be included in the amending Bill when it
is introduced. The motion goes on to say-

Also that when resumption proceeds
the market value of the land plus im-
provements plus a percentage for re-
sumption is paid within three months.

I do not know that anyone can deny that
the market value should be paid; that is,
present-day values.

The Minister for Works: The Act pro-
vides for that now.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: Some people
think they are not getting justice in that
direction, that they are not getting market
value. If justice is done to them, they
should receive market value. I agree with
the Minister that there are instances
where the Government resumes, and prices
far above the market value are asked.-
The Minister is right when he says that
while the interests of the landowners
should be safeguarded, the interests of the
Government must also be watched.

Mr. Lawrence: Do you mean the value
at the time of resumption, or at the time
of settlement?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: At the time
of resumption. I think that what is often
referred to as the just price should
be paid. I feel the Government has a de-
cided advantage in regard to land acquisi-
tion. The owner of the land knows per-
fectly well that he is going to lose his
land In any ease. Some of these people
are not particularly adept at presenting a
case; they suffer from an inferiority com-
plex when they come up against experts.
The Crown certainly has an advantage
when it comes to the question of the ac.
quisition of land. I would like to see pro
vision made so that it is easier for land-
owners to go to court--if they wish to-
without having to face all the expense that
they are put to now. As we all know, an
appeal to the Supreme Court is a very
costly business. I wish that a more simple
approach could be devised.

Mr. O'Brien: Litigation does not pay.
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The Minister for. Works: We have found RON. A. V. It. ABBOTT (Mt. Lawley-
that, too.

Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: That being
the ease, I hope that in the amending Bill
some provision will be made so that not
only will a cheaper method of making an
appeal be provided, but a quicker one as
well. There is no doubt that many land-
owners suffer an injustice, even though
they have won their case, by having to
appeal to the courts in order to obtain
what they consider to be a fair thing.
There is no doubt that the question of
land acquisition has become one of great
interest during the last few months, and
whatever my Government may have done-

The Minister for Education: Nothing!

Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: The Minister
is an exceedingly clever fellow, and this
gives him a chance to show his wit.

The Minister for Education: What did
you do in regard to amending the Public
Works Act?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: Whatever
was done, the fact remains that there has
been much more interest and much more
public agitation in regard to land resumpi-
tions during the past few months than
there ever was previously.

The Minister for Lands: Stirred up by
the Liberal Party.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: That is posi -
tively untrue; and I can say it in stronger
language-it is a lie! I have not attended
one of these land resumption meetings;
nor have I in any way urged them to in-
dulge in propaganda.

Mr. Lawrence: The members of your
party have.

Han. Sir ROSS McLARTY: No. The
member for South Fremantle should real-
ise that the agitation has been brought
about purely because of a fear in the public
mind that their land may be acquired and
they will not be paid a just price or re-
ceive fair treatment. During the recent
by-elections, I found that this matter was
creating considerable interest, and I was
asked what I would do about it. I have
had a lot of correspondence with regard
to it generally. I do not know that I
want to say much more about it. I approve
of the motion. When the member for
Toodyay introduced it, he said there were
likely to be considerable land resumptions
in the future due to the Stephenson town
planning report. He mentioned the sum
of £3,000,000. Whether that is anywhere
near the mark, I do not know, because I
have Dot gone into that side of it. In any
case, whether there are to be large scale
resumptions in that regard, or otherwise,
it is certainly time that the Act was
amended to ensure that justice shall be
done to land-owners. I support the
motion, and I hope the amendment moved
by the Minister will be defeated.

on amendment) [8.58]: This motion h"4
been of some advantage to the community
because it has stirred the Government up
to giving consideration to this matter of
land resumption.

The Minister for Works: I told the
House on the opening day, I think it was.
that the Government intended to amend
the Act, but you will not be convinced.!

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: The Minister
did.

The Minister for Works: How can you
say it was stirred up because of this
motion?

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: I say that
simply because if the Government had in-
tended to do it along the lines the Min-
ister mentioned in his opening speech-

The ACTIN~G SPEAKER: Order!I Will
the hon. member address the Chair.

H-on. A. V. R. ABBOTT: Yes. I ap-
prove of the motion. I will make one
or two suggestions to the Minister,
and one is that on the valuation of the
land, after resumption by the Government,
the money shall be paid immediately-
and the assessment made at the earliest
possible moment. The Government has
all the facilities and advantages of a big
Public Works Department to assist in
ascertaining the just value. If there is an
appeal against that value and the claim-
ant recovers 75 per cent. of the Govern-
ment's offer, I submit that the costs of
the appeal should be paid by the Govern-
ment.

The Government ought to be compelled
to make a generous off er when it is tak-
ing people's property, and if a person is
dissatisfied with the resumption, a reason-
able opportunity should be given to have
a fair price decided. The Government can
afford the risk of litigation where the ordi-
nary individual usually cannot. Therefore
the Government ought to be compelled to
make its offer as generous as possible.
There is also another provision that I
think should be inserted. There ought to
be some appeal as to whether the re-
sumption should be allowed or not.

The Minister for Works: What are you
discussing?

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: I am discuss-
ing the Minister's amendment.

The Minister for Works: That is not in
the amendment. The amendment is not
the Bill.

Hon. A. V. Rt. ABBOTT: I know it is
not. I am discussing the Minister's
amendment. I quite agree with what the
Minister intends to put in his proposed
Bill, which he says is here.

The Minister for Works: To bring the
position into line with present adminis-
trative practice.



[14 September. 1955.] 585

lion. A. V. R. AB3BOfT: Yes.
The Minister f or Works: And it intends

to do a few other things.
Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: I am putting

forward a few suggestions which should
be incorporated in addition to what the
Minister says he intends to put in the
Bill. My suggestion is that the measure
should include a provision that the as-
sessment shall be paid within a reason-
able time.

The Minister for Works: You are really
in favour of my amendment with a few
additions.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: I am in favour
Qf the motion as originally moved but
if the House carries the Minister's amend1-
ment I suggest that it should include these
additional provisions which I am setting
out.

The Minister for Works: They are in
the amendment.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: No, they are
not.

The Minister for Works: You Point out
where the amendment falls short of what
you are suggesting.

Hon. A. V. R. AB3BOTT: First of all
the Minister says that the Bill intends
to bring the Position into line with present
administrative Practice.

The Minister for Works: Yes.
Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: And the Min-

ister says that Present administrative prac-
tice is to make an advance.

The Minister for Works: Yes.
Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: All right. In-

stead of making an advance. I am asking
the Minister to Pay the full amount of
the offer to the person whose land has
been resumed. I am saying, further, that
if the owner feels that the Government's
valuation Is not Just and he appeals and
recovers an amount which is at least 75
Per cent. of the Government's offer, the
Government ought to pay the costs of the
appeal. MY reason is that the Govern-
ment has legal officers available to it; it
can afford litigation, whereas the average
owner whose land has been resumed can-
not afford to take the risk of £300 or £400
worth of litigation. Therefore, the Gov-
ernment ought to be compelled to be gen-
erous and if the appellant recovers at least
75 Per cent. of the Government's offer,
he should get the costs of the appeal. The
appellant might recover more, the same
amount, or less than the Government's
valuation but I think a figure of 75 per
cent. is reasonable.

The other suggestion I make is that in
the Commonwealth Act there was a pro-
vision whereby one or both Houses of Par-
liament could disallow a resumption. The
Minister said that he had no objection
to that principle if both Houses in Wes-
tern Australia were elected on a franchise

similar to that of tihe Federal Parliament.
I suggest, if that is his only objection,
there should be an appeal to a court or
some other tribunal to see whether the
resumption should be allowed or disal-
lowed. I think that is only reasonable. It
is easy for a Minister of the Crown to
get enthusiastic about his department and
say, "I need this, and I need that: I need
a tremendous area." But surely there
ought to be some appeal available to people
wvhose land has been resumed so that an
independent tribunal can decide whether
the resumption is essential in the interests
of the community, or whether it should
take place at all.

The third suggestion I make is that if
land is not required for the purpose for
which it has been resumed, and has not
been used within a reasonable time, it
should be returned to the owner.

The Minister for Works: That is pre-
sent administrative practice.

Hon. A. V. R. ABBOTT: I am pleased
to hear that and, as the Minister said,
I think it ought to be put into the Act.
AS members know, some time ago0 there
was a case in England where a Minister
of the Crown resigned because he failed
to return to the owner land resumed for
war purposes and which was not so used.
This land was resumed for the building
of an aerodrorne and when, at the con-
clusion of the war, it had not been used
for an aerodrome it was used, at the
instigation of the Minister, for other pur-
poses. There was an appeal to the courts
and their criticism of the Minister was
such that he felt he should resign and
did so.

As the Minister says he recognises that
principle, I shall not argue about ft. If
land is not required for the purpose for
which it has been resumed, it should be
returned. I hope the Minister will be able
to incorporate in the Bill the provisions-
that I have mentioned and I must apolo-
gise to the House for being so hoarse. At
present I have laryngitis but I thought
these comments were necessary and if the
Minister's present amendment is carried,
I shall move to amend it by adding to It
the words-

And to provide for an appeal to
a court for decision whether the re-
sumption should be disallowed.

THE MINISTER FOR HOUSING (Hon.
H. E. Graham-East Perth-on amend-
ment) [9.81: We have, I think, listened to
one of the most remarkable debates at
least that I have listened to since I have
been a member of this Chamber-just over
a period of 12 Years.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: Are you including
the Minister in that?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: All of
the speakers from the other side were
members of the Government which created
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an all-time record for the number of re-
sumptions carried out. The Leader of the
Opposition might well be crowned the king
of resumners.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: I did not do
what you did-put It in the "Government
Gazette" and let the people wake up in the
morning and find that their land had
been resumed.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The Minister for Education: Yes you did.
Hon. Sir Ross MoLarty: I did nothing

of the sort.
. The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: It is
obvious that the Leader of the Opposition
knows nothing of what took place during
the time that he was leading his Govern-
ment. If he will restrain himself for a
few moments, he will perhaps learn a few
facts in connection with it. The reason
that I speak in connection with the matter
is that there has been a deliberate cam-
paign waged as a consequence of resump-
tions effected last October by the State
Housing Commission, through the mach-
inery of the Public Works Act.

There has been a sustained campaign
which has created in the minds of quite
a number of people the thought that
something was being undertaken by this
Government that had never occurred be-
fore and on a scale not previously under-
taken. That campaign which has been
fostered by the morning paper, has been
waged unceasingly and I think that all
members In their more nan-political
moments would agree that there has been
letter after letter printed in the newspaper
but giving no new slant or no news value
at all but merely beating the drum to the
same old tune all the way through. The
morning newspaper, or "The Worst Aus-
tralian" newspaper, through its misleading
articles, has been conducting this cam-
'paign for a purpose, of course. No doubt
servants of that newspaper have been
writing letters to themselves for the pur-
pose of keeping the campaign going.

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: My word: you
are expecting to hit the headlines in the
morning.

Hon. L. Thorn: Which is your favourite
newspaper?.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: It is
certainly not the morning newspaper.

Hon. L..Thorn: No.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Let

me tell the interjector that I had a long
and interesting discussion with the editor
of that newspaper within the last fort-
night and I challenged him to show me
one news item that had appeared in the
morning Press over the past 12 months
in connection with myself or any of
the departments under my adminis-
tration and which was a, statement
of fact or truth. In every case there

was a departure from the facts:, there
was an inversion; there was a com-
plete somersault with what had been done;
that is to say, there was a direct contradic-
tion or else a complete suppression. Also
attempts made by myself as Minister, after
I had been affronted by the paper, and by
other people on my behalf who had taken
exception to the misrepresentations, had
been refused and ignored and all ap-
proaches to make the necessary corrections
met with no success. It has not been
fair or decent in any respect.

But in any event, from the time that
the electors declared themselves at the last
State general election, that newspaper has
been carrying out a vendetta or campaign
-it is perfectly entitled to do that; it is
the newspaper's right, but I merely-

Mr. SPEAKER: I think the Minister
had better get back to the amendment.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: You,
Mr. Speaker, will appreciate how it is con-
nected with the whole position. That
newspaper is responsible for tbis unceasing
campaign and for the resolution that we
are considering this evening. I will give
a few examples of resumptions, spelt with
capital letters, where far more people were
affected-where their personal welfare was
affected-but, there was no campaigning
or no sustained effort for 'weeks, months,
and even years.

I rose, too, because, stangely enough,
and perhaps unknown to the ex-Minister
for Lands, the three requirements in his
motion are given effect to by the State
Housing Commission; it is part and parcel
of its normal procedure. In the first in-
stance, every person from whom land is
resumed by the State Housing Commis-
sion is given a right of appeal to the Min-
ister and that person also has a right of
appeal to the court.

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: This right of
appeal to the Minister! What does it
really mean? Do you ever see them per-
sonally and hear their cases?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I
have their cases as submitted on their
objection forms, and if the papers-and
there are several hundred of them--could
be produced they would show that the
departmental officers paid heed to every
one of the points set down and accord-
ingly made what could be described as
generous recommendations. Members
would also find that the present Minister
for Housing exceeded those recommenda-
tions b2y making considerable additional
areas of land available and that has been
returned to the people where there has
been any semblance of a case or argument.

The second requirement is that when
resumption proceeds, an amount repre-
senting the market value of the land
plus improvements, plus a percentage
for resumption is paid. That, of course,
is done at the present time, but it is done
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in a way more generous than is generally
recognised. The value of the land is estab-
lished on the record of sales that have
taken place in the locality in the period
immediately preceding the date of re-
9sumption. On top of that the persons
f rom whom the land is taken are paid
what the land or property is worth to
them, not what it might be worth to the
Government. They are paid the valuation
of all improvements, and they are also
paid a disturbance factor of up to 10 per
cent. It could be an insignificant amount,
but it is up to 10 per cent., and under the
present' Government, it has been the
maximum of 10 per cent.

Many claims have been finaised in the
course of a few weeks. The trouble is
that the erstwhile land-owners have been
most remiss in lodging their claims. They
have had a period of two years in which to
do it. Some of them did not lodge their
claims even within that period. They
subsequently complained that land had
been taken from them 12 months ago, and
they had not received a penny for it. They
had not received anything for it for the
very good reason that they had not lodged
claims, and that is one of the require-
ments of the Act.

Hon. Sir floss McLarty: A lot of them
who lodged claims have complained.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I
would say that it is not In respect of re-
sumptions that were carried out last
October. Perhaps we should pay some
attention to those resumptions that were
carried out by the previous Government.
I wonder if the Leader of the Opposition
recalls the resumptions; carried out in my
electorate of East Perth, A whole number
of houses, single unit, and two-storied
homes in East Perth between Hay-st and
Adelaide Terrace were resumed for the
purpose of providing parking space for
buses.

It was not a question of vacant unim-
proved land being required for develop-
ment but the homes of people, for the
purpose of parking omnibuses. That was
something that was undertaken six or more
years ago, and the land is still in its
original state, except that quite a number
have moved out, and there are cobwebs
and all sorts of things over those buildings
which are falling rapidly into a state of
complete disrepair.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: This is the first
time I have heard you mention this.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: That
merely indicates how out of touch with con-
ditions is the Leader of the Opposition be-
cause I have raised that question not
only from my present seat, but from the
opposite side of the House at the time the
action was taken.

There were some other factors in con-
nection with it which I need not go into.
Suffice it to say that in the area there
were two shops, one of which belonged to

a foreigner and the other to an Austra-
lian. Both shops were resumed by
the McLarty-Watts Government. The
foreigner was kicked out, and the Aus-
tralian was allowed to open up business
in the recently vacated premises in which
the foreigner had conducted his business.
This Person, of course, is a good Liberal
and a very close personal friend-

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: That is just the
sort of stuff you would indulge in.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: The
Leader of the Opposition does not like it.
If he has a memory he may recall that
one of his colleagues, a Minister, took to
task a private member of the Legislative
Assembly because of what he said and what
he did at a meeting of the Liberal Party
in connection with this same proposition.
We have heard about resumptions of
houses old and new, some being built and
some completed only a few weeks before
in the Bayswater-Bassendean area, which
were resumed for railway yards. It was not
vacant undeveloped land, I repeat, but
developed properties with home on them.
Those people were compelled to leave, and
tonight we have the Leader of the Opposi-
tion shedding his crocodile tears.

Hon. A. V. Rt. Abbott: There was no al-
ternative land available for that purpose.

The Minister for Lands: You wait till
you get your voice back.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Per-
haps history will indicate in the very near
future that that interjection is not at all
balanced.

H-on. Sir Ross McLarty: And every ef-
fort was made to provide homes for those
People. There was an offer made to do so.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: The
fact remains that homes were taken from
those people by the publication of a notice
in the "Government Gazette."

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: And provision
made to find them other homes.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: That
might have happened subsequently, but the
fact remains that the McLarty-Watts Gov-
ernment grabbed houses from people for
the purpose of parking places for buses and
for railway yards. We then turn our eyes
to the north of the city-to the Mt. Yokine-
Wanneroo area-where the best part of
8,000 acres was taken in one grab. No
negotiations took place. There was no
warning, but a special "Government
Gazette" was published and 660 persons
were issued with notices telling them that
their entire properties had been taken.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: And yet not
one protest meeting was held.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING. I do
not know what that has to do with it.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: It has a lot to
do with it.
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The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Over The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: We
800 people had land taken from them by
People who are now bleating this evening.

Hon. Sir Ross MoLarty: And no public
meeting was held in protest.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Devel-
oped market gardens and houses were also
taken. These recent resumptions which
the Liberal Party in this House and the
newspaper offices are making such a song
and dance about, are in the vicinity of
2.000 acres.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: Is that all,' in
addition to the 3,000 acres you had?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Yes,
and in every case the homes with sub-
stantial improvements were returned to the
owners.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: When there was
a public outcry, Yes.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: It was
announced, before there was any sort of
public outcry whatsoever, that certain
action would be taken, and, true to the
form of this Government. that undertaking
has been honoured. It ill becomes the
Opposition to talk in the strain it is doing
at present.

The Minister for Education: They do not
look too comfortable now.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Then,
of course, we have the blanket that was
thrown over the Icwlnana. area from just
a little of south of South Fremantle right
down to the other side of Rockingham.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: And the price
fixed at the time of resumption or before
when prices for land were at a higher
rate.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Per-
haps we should enlighten the Leader of
the Opposition as to the fact that under
resumption procedure, compensation is
based on the preceding 1st July value If
the land is resumed in the second half of
the year, and as at the 1st January pre-
ceding if resumed in the first half of the
year. Almost identical action was taken
by the McLarty-Watts Government in
connection with the Swinana resumptions.
I am not quarrelling about the necessity for
it, but it was nevertheless a grab of
people's entire properties by the Opposi-
tion when it was in Government.

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: The value of
the land was fixed at a certain date.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Pre-
cisely, and as I have said that is done in
the case of every resumption which is car-
ried out. It has been the case for 50
years in Western Australia, so there is
nothing new about it.

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: Have you heard
any complaints about payment in the
Kwinana resumptions?

did not hear complaints about the pegging
of the basic wage because a complete cur-
tain was drawn down.

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: What has that
got to do with it?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: it has
this to do with it: When it suits a certain
newspaper office to initiate a certain cam-
paign, it is an easy matter. Any jacka-
napes can say anything derogatory about
the Government and get it published. That
is what has happened. The Leader of
the Opposition read out a letter from a
certain Mrs. Chalkley. She has a fine,
well-developed area which was included in
the blanket resumption. The Leader of
the Opposition had better learn that every
square inch of Mrs. Chalkley's land was
returned to her; every square inch of it.
He might be interested in the person who
was putting skull and cross bones and
other notices on his fences.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: Not a bit.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: He

seems to be interested in anybody who
makes a noise in connection with this.
That person has not had one square inch
of land taken from him by any Govern-
ment at any time.

The Premier: I think he wrote a letter
to the Leader of the Opposition.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: He
was apparently basking in his recently
found fame, or notoriety, by having this
drivel published in the Press, and, fortified
in his outlook on life, he chose to write
letters to the wives of prominent citizens
in Western Australia of differing political
views in which he threatened the lives of
those public men. That is the sort of thing
that has been going on. Representatives
of the Party which the Leader of the
Opposition leads, have been going from
door to door inflaming these people, scar-
ing them and telling them what were
nothing more or less than lies.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: I know that is
not true.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I
know absolutely and positively that it is
correct.

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: You make poli-
tical capital out of everything.

The MINlISTER FOR HOUSING: If the
Leader of the Opposition or any of those
members who sit beside him or behind
him can contradict in substance what I
have said tonight, then they deserve more
than a knighthood, because I am merely
quoting extempore from my knowledge and
experience of what occurred under the
McLarty-Watts Government when I was
a private member, and from what I have
seen since from the records of what was
done when they were the Government.
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Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: We have never
been able to stir them up like you have.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Of
course It Is easy to stir things up.

The Minister for Lands: You would
not expect to organise against yourself.
would you79

The MINISTER FOP HOUSING: Now
let us get down to land values. There
is a certain suburb in which the Minister
for Works would be exceedingly interested.
An approach was made to a certain firm
with regard to the purchase of its land.
The State Housing Commission offered £20
an acre for it. The principal of this firm
appeared to be incensed at the offer and
he asked for £1.20 an acre. This was virgin
bush land. Inquiries were made and it
was ascertained that this firm had valued
its own land for taxation purposes at £10
per acre. Negotiations proceeded for a
considerable period.

There was a certain amount of bluff by
the firm concerned and, ultimately, the
State Housing Commission became im-
patient and offered that firm an increase
on the £20 up to £30 an acre, and informed
the firm that unless it was prepared to
accept that amount, the land would be
resumed and the firm's own valuation
would be taken into account, and there
would be some "Please explain" from an-
other Government department. That firm
thought it was entitled to £120 an acre
and it received £30. I would appreciate
an interjection as to what Government
was at the helm when that occurred.

The Minister for Railways: One guess.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: There
is a person very prominent in the Liberal
Party who was also chairman of the Em-
ployers' Federation and who had a busi-
ness that traded extensively during the
war years. He desired to expand his busi-
ness. There was a humble fellow with a
block of land next door carrying a brick
building where, until he was called up
for war service, he conducted a business.
Then he leased the property to someone
else. He was approached and was offered
£2,000 for the Property. The department
of the then Minister for Lands apparently
had something to do with the matter of
the acquisition of land for industrial pur-
poses; I am referring to the member who
is responsible for submitting this motion.

Hon. L. Thorn: I know the case to
which you are referring.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: The
department ultimately forwarded a noti-
fication to the man that his land had been
acquired for industrial purposes. This
humble chap approached one the leading
KCC's-as they were at that time-as well
as quite a number of other people. The
matter was taken to court and, on a tech-
nical point, that person won his case.

Hon. L: Thorn: Do you, say that I signed
that?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I
know that the member for Toodyay was
Minister for Lands at the time.

Hon. L. Thorn: I did not sign it. I
refused to sign, and you know it. The
man's claim was false.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: There
is no evidence to that effect on the file
and nowhere was there a protest or an
objection by the Minister for Lands..

Hon. L. Thorn: I stuck by him. He lived
at Parkerville and his name was Paul.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: There
is no recorded objection by the member
for Toodyay in respect to that transaction.
I do not want to give members of the Op-
position a lesson in the application of
certain Acts of Parliament. Johnston, the
individual in question, approached the
Department of Industrial Development
which then, according to the machinery
of the Act, took the necessary action to
acquire the land for him. That action
was appealed against: the appellant was
successful, and that was the end of it.

Hon. L. Thorn: Johnston was forced to
the court. I would not approve of it.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: No, the
case was fought on a technical point as to
the meaning of certain words in the Act,
and it had no relationship to anything
that the present member for Toodyay did
or did not do.

Hon. L.. Thorn: Oh, yes it had!
Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: 'The Minister does

not know anything about this.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING:

Strangely enough, I have in my office the
file of the Department of Industrial De-
velopment, the file of the Crown Law
Department and the notes that were taken
by the man who heard the case and gave
the decision.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: That is all right.
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: There-

fore it is logical to assume that I do know
something about it.

Her.. A. V. R. Abbott: Do you know who
appealed?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Yes.
The Minister for Works: Does the mem-

ber for Mt. Lawley know?
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: It was

C. F. Paul and his counsel was H. C.
Downing.

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: He was not the
appellant.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: This
argument could continue all night I am
speaking of the facts revealed by three
sets of papers that are in my office at the
present moment. After the appellant had
succeeded with his case, he sold his land
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for many times what had been offered to
him by Johnston through the Department
of Industrial Development. So, when we
have regard for the Dumber of acres that
were taken by the McLarty-Watts Govern-
merit, the number of persons who were
affected by the resumptions, and the num-
ber of persons and business premises and
developed properties that were acquired by
that Government, I ask myself what sort
of hypocrisy is it that they, who were the
instigators of those property-grabs, should
be submitting a motion of this sort.

Hon, Sir Ross McLarty: They never
created the present outcry.

The Minister for Railways: "The West
Australian" did that.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Con-
sequently I have the gravest doubt as to
the motive that actuated the mover of the
motion. I look forward a few months; a
general election is approaching, and this
is probably as good a stick as any with
which to beat a dog.

Hon. Sir Ross MoLarty: A dog, eb?
The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: There

is probably some saving grace in the fact
that the present Government has decided
that certain amendments should be made
to the Public Works Act for the purpose
of streamlining and speeding up the
various processes, and incidentally for
speeding up action on the part of the
appellants as well, so that these matters
will not be drawn out over many years.
There will be certain safeguards in the
legislation. I suppose that sooner or later
the political pendulum will swing, and the
public may be satisfied that if we again
have a McLarty-Watts Government in
office, it will not be able, to the same
extent, to ride rough-shod over the rights
of hundreds or thousands of people in the
manner it did.

Regarding the powers of land acquisition
under the State Housing Act, as already
indicated, substantially the three pro-
visions in the motion are contained in that
legislation. In any event, the powers of
acquisition will expire in a few months'
time, certainly before the general election
takes place, so there will be no need to
worry on that account at least until such
time as the matter may be re-submitted
to Parliament.

I look into the future. There is a
Stephenson plan covering the greater met-
ropolitan area. As has already been men-
tioned, if substantial effect is to be given
to that plan, it will entail many thousands
of resumptions, involving not only un-
developed land but also0 front gardens,
houses, offices, factories and so on.
Strangely enough, we have an advisory
committee which has agreed to proposi-
tions involving thousands of acres in the
metropolitan area, and I have been in-
formed that those propositions have been
unanimously approved by that committee.

In other words, the representations of
the Opposition parties on the committee
agree that it is essential in the public in-
terest that the State should have power
to resume and, in fact, that the State
should proceed with those resumptions.
Yet we have before us the sort of motion
we have been debating this evening!

I think sufficient has been said to Indi-
cate that there has been in the recent
months, a designed campaign in connec-
tion with resumptions, and whatever has
been undertaken by the present Govern-
ment pales into Insignificance in compari-
son with what was done by the MeLarty-
Watts Government.

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: I see now why
you invited us to join the advisory com-
mittee. You are already making good
political use of it.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: That
is not so. There has been such a deliber-
ate attempt to create panic in the minds
of people whose properties have been af-
fected that I consider it necessary for all
of us to be honest in connection with this
matter.

Mr. Hearman; What about making a
start yourself?

The Premier: That would be impossible
for the member for Blackwood.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: We
must realise that there is a recognition
by the committee, irrespective of political
colour, that resumptions are inevitable as
they have been over the years for a hun-
dred and one different purposes. It is a
constant process. Anyone who studies the
"Government Gazette" must realise that
scarcely a week passes without resump-
tions of one sort or another being under-
taken.

Yet, because of one set of resumptions
effected to provide homes for the people
-this I suppose is the' greatest possible
bulwark against communism-because of
such resumptions, not for the first time in
the history of the State and not the larg-
est resumptions made in the history of the
State, but because they have been made
by the present Government and through a
Minister who Is in disfavour with a cer-
tain journal, these people have been
treated with the sort of entertainment-
which it would be if the matter were not
so serious-of which we have had experi-
ence over the last 11I months. Some of
the things that have been said have been
shocking and disgusting in the extreme,
anid certain members of this Parliament
are not blameless in that connection.

And so, as you have probably gathered.
Mr. Speaker, I have very little regard in-
deed for this motion which has been sub-
mitted to the House, notwithstanding the
protestations of its mover that it was
prompted by a non-party spirit. Why
was not a proposition such as this-not
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by way of motion but by way of amend-
ment to the Act, introduced at some time
during the six years when the present
Opposition occupied the Treasury
benches? The same sort of procedure was
being taken, only in an aggravated form-

Hon. Sir Ross Mctarty: There was not
the same public concern and outcry.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: How
is it that there is this terrific outcry when
there are approximately 400 people af-
fected, when apparently all was peace and
Quiet in the land when more than 600
People were affected by a single resump-
tion, without any regard to all the other
resumptions which involved solid struc-
tures, new houses, the changing of living
places, and so on? How does it come
about?

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: Because of the
dissatisfaction of the people with your
actions.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: Why
are they more dissatisfied with the lesser
resumptions as against the greater? I
think it is perfectly obvious.

Mr. Court: You always get a reaction
based on the immediate effect of the re-
sumption rather than the size of the
areas concerned, and this last resump-
tion had an effect entirely different from
that of the large-scale resumption to
which you referred.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: That
could not be so-

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: Did you not see
the result of the election for the South-
West Province?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: In
view of the instances I have given where
resumptions were undertaken by the
Mclarty Governmnent-entire areas al-
most without exception, where, if there
were a blanket resumption thrown over
an area, the whole of it was taken-i
would point out that the resumptions
undertaken by the present Government
were made in the interests of housing and
where there were homes or substantial
grounds advanced by claimants that they
had half-a-dozen children and wanted
blocks for each of them, or something of
that nature, all that land was returned
to them. Therefore the effect on the in-
dividual in this instance could not have
been, and indeed was not, nearly as
damaging as that in the case of the re-
sumptions undertaken by the opposition
when the Government.

Further than that, in collaboration with
my colleague, the Minister for Works, I
have ensured that more prompt and gen-
erous compensation is being paid. it
might surprise some members opposite to
know that persons have actually made ap-
proaches for us to take more of their
land, and others whose land was not taken
at all have asked us to resume areas of

their land. A classic example is that of
a woman who protested against the re-
sumption of her land because she had al-
most effected the sale of it for £1,000, and
the valuation of the Public Works Depart-
ment of that land was in the vicinity of
£2,500! Because of this resumption, in-
stead of that woman selling her land for
£1,000, she will now receive £2,500 for it.

That gives some idea of the approach Of
the present Government to this question.
It would have been a simple matter for
the Government to accept that woman's
figure of £1,000, and I might add that
there are many such instances. As the
Minister for Works has already said, there
have been numerous occasions on which
more money has been paid than the
amount mentioned in the claim lodged by
the affected person.

Mr. Court: Reverting to my original in-
terjection-if you look at the map of the
October, 1954, resumptions, you will see
why more irritation was caused there than
resulted from the large-scale resumptions
to the north of the town.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I can-
not see that for one moment. If one looks
at the map, one sees that the McLarty
Government resumptions are nothing less
than a big blob of resumptions, and not
paid for-

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: Why do you not
do your job, and pay for it?

The Premier: You did not leave us any
money.

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: I do not know
what you are doing with all the money.
What are you doing with the huge sums
yOu are receiving from the betting tax?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: In
connection with the resumptions effected
in the last 12 months, there have been no
delays in payment of compensation where
a proper claim for compensation has been
lodged.

Mr. Court: Do you agree that there has
been a complete change of heart as re-
gards the administrative approach to re-
sumptions in the last nine months?

The MINISTER FOR ROUSING: When
the resumptions were first announced,
there was a statement published in "The
West Australian", and the "Daily News"
and broadcast over the air by the A.B.C..
explaining exactly what the procedure
would be. how much would be returned.
and so on. That was all explained, and
therefore I deny that there has been any
change of heart in the matter. We have
merely conformed to the initial announce-
ment, but, of course, there have been these
distortions and Perversions since then; but
that has not deterred the Government.
which has proceeded to carry out the ori-
ginal undertaking given to the public.

The Leader of the Opposition seems to
think that because he was such a champion
at resuming land there must be unlimited
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areas available to the State Housing Com-
mission in the metropolitan area and that
therefore there could have been no need
to acquire further land. I have on several
occasions announced that we were reach-
ing the stage-if we continue building
houses at the present rate we will be at
that stage in. a matter of months In the
Fremantle district--of having no land In
particular localities, and I ask what is the
good of having 8,000 acres at Wanineroo
to house people whose employment takes
them to South Fremantle, or somewhere
else-

Mr. Bovell: Why not build some houses
in the country?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING:. If the
member for Vasse wishes to discuss hous-
ing, we can do that on some other occasion,
but the gigantic resumptions undertaken by
the previous Government were ill-conceived
in every respect. Fancy, in a metropolis
the size of ours, acquiring enormous areas
such as that, as though every person could
be made to reside in the one area! Obvi-
ously. there must be areas of land avail-
able to serve the people in Midland Junc-
tion, Bassendean, Welshpool, Fremnantle
and so on-

The Premier: Anid in Pinjarra.
The MINISTER FOR. HOUSING: Land

is required in many different localities and
notwithstanding the fact that grandiose
resumptions were carried out by the
MeLarty Government, it was necessary.
in order to have a reasonably balanced
Programme, that land should be acquired
in other areas.

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: We did not put
the wind up the people, as you did.

On motion by Mr. May. debate adjourned.
House adjourned at 9.53 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 3.30
p.m.. and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

WATER SUPPLIES.
Allanson Reticulation Scheme.

Hon. J. MURRAY asked the Chief Secre-
tary:

Will he inform the House-
(1) Whether t he Government is satis-

fled with the water supply at Allanson?
(2) When, if ever, residents in Allanson

can expect a reticulated supply from the
present dead-end supply?

(3) What is the estimated cost of a
reticulated scheme?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied:
(1) No.
(2) As soon as funds can be made avail-

able without affecting progress on higher
priority water supply works already In
hand.

(3) £5,000.

WIrrENOOM. GORGE 'ASBESTOS.
Decision by Tariff Board.

Hon. H. K. WATSON (without notice)
asked the Chief Secretary:

(1) Has the Government given consider-
ation to the effects of the Tariff Board's
decision regarding asbestos from Witte-
noom Gorge?

(2) If so, what is proposed to overcome
the problem besetting the industry in the
district?

(3) If not, will he make an early an-
nouncement?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied:
I will pass the question on to the Minister

for the North-West, who is the one con-
curried in this instance, so that the hon.
member may have an answer to his ques-
tions at the next sitting of the House.

WAR SERVICE LAND SETTLEMENT
SCHEME ACT.

To Disallow Fee Simple Regulation.

HON. J. Mel. THOMSON (South)
[3.351: I move-

That regulation No. 23 made under
the War Service Land Settlement
Scheme Act, 1954, published in the
"Government Gazette" on the 4th
February, 1955, and laid on the Table
of the House on the 9th August, 1955,
be and is hereby disallowed.

If this regulation is allowed to remain
in its present form it will give the Min-
ister and his officers powers that are far
too sweeping in regard to the purchase of
war service properties by the settlers. It
places a settler completely in the hands
of the Minister in this regard. it will


